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LAW OFFICES OF

MAYBERRY AND LEIGHTON
NOM FLOOR

108? K SThEET. N.W.
WASHINOTON, D.C. 2000

(202) 64622
( o

May 8, 1986 4:

f1._

CO : -

BY HPN

Lee Anderson, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Room 657
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C.

N Re: M 1586
Conciliation Agreement

Dear Lee:

Pursuant to Item VII of the referenced conciliation agree-
ment, we hereby enclose a check in the amount of $5,000 on behalf
of our client, the Sierra Club and the Sierra Club Cormnittee on
Political Education.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Enclosure
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NAMEMAYBERRY AND LEIGETON FSCROt ACCOUNT, -' ; -.: *. :. 1
ACCT. NO.

PAYA TO T
.--. - I • "

ORDEROFTRSURER. OFTHE UNITF'STATES" 5,000.00
,- _ nlo / . . .. - . . . . .. .. ... . ..- . . .. ., .. .

FIVE THOUSAND and 100 - ..i i DOLUARS.

FM Civil PenAI se 6T15
04: 51600 1516 ?a1:

MEMORANDUM
I

Debra A. Reed

Judy Smith

CHECK NO.

TO: Judy Smith

FROM: Debra A. Reed

(a copy .of which is attached)

AND NAME c r

MATING

WAS RECEIVED ON z5I t I%(. PLEASE INDICATE THE ACC. WT INTO

WHICH IT SHOULD BE DEPOSITED:

/ / BUDGET CLEARING ACCOUNT

/ ~CIVIL PENALTIES ACCOUNT

/ / OTHER

SIGATUE ATEd/ade

(#95F3875.16)

(095-1099.160)

FROM:

TO MUR

III

5 SID

DATE ff/ 9 1 v to

4e

to*

SIGNATURE



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

April 7 , 1986

H. Richard Mayberry
1667 K Street,N.w.
Ninth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20006

Re: 14UR 1586
Sierra Club, Sierra Club

Committee on Political
Education and Carl Pope,
as Treasurer

0
Dear Mr. Mayberry:

On April 2 , 1986, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by your clients, and a civil
penalty in settlement of violations of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter,
and it will become a part of the public record within thirty
days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4)(B) prohibits any
information derived in connection with any conciliation attempt

Cfrom becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such
information to become part of the public record, please advise us

Cin writing.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure (Rw . ( )
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 2063

H. Richard Mayberry
1667 K StreetN.W.
Ninth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20006

Re: MUR 1586
Sierra Club, Sierra Club

Committee on Political
Education and Carl Pope,
as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

On , 1986, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by your clients, and a civil
penalty in settlement of violations of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter,
and it will become a part of the public record within thirty
days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) prohibits any

Cinformation derived in connection with any conciliation attempt
from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such
information to become part of the public record, please advise us
in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final

conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
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In the matter of: ))
SIERRA CLUB ) MUR 86
SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON )

POLITICAL EDUCATION )
and CARL POPE as Treasurer )-

C=

CONCILIATION A1RE-% &

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to information

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found probable cause to believe

that Sierra Club, Sierra Club Committee on Political Education

(hereinafter "SCCOPE") and its treasurer ("Respondents") violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making and accepting corporate expenditures

or contributions, and by commingling corporate treasury funds

with voluntary funds.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Conunission and Respondents, having duly

entered into conciliation, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. s

437g(a)(4)(A)(i) do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over Respondents and

the subject matter of this proceeding.

I1. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

I11. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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



1. Respondent Sierra Club is a corporation and Is

the connected organization of S(OOPE.

2. Respondent SCOOPE is a political committee and

the separate segregated fund of Sierra Club. SCOOPE Is

registered with the Federal Election Commission as a

multicandidate coinittee.

3. Respondent Carl Pope is the treasurer of the

Sierra Club Coimittee on Political Education.

4. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (hereinafter the "Act")

expressly prohibits corporate contributions or expenditures in

connection with Federal elections. See also 11 C.F.R. S

114.2(b).

5. Similarly, 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the

acceptance of such prohibited contributions.

6. The term "contribution or expenditure" includes:

any direct or indirect payment,
distribution, loan, advance, deposit or
gift of money, or any services or
anything of value . . . to any candiate,
campaign comnittee, or political
organization, in connection with any
election to any of the offices referred
to in this section, . (emphasis
added) 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2)."

7. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2)(C) provides an exemption

for corporate funds used in the establishment, administration,

and solicitation of contributions to a separate segregated fund

of the corporation.

8. This exemption for establishment, administration,

and solicitation costs, however, may not be used to exchange
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treasury monies for voluntary contributions to a separate

segregated fund. See 11 C.P.R. S 114.5(b).

9. Establishment, administrative, and solicitation

costs must be directly paid by the. corporation. Recent

amendments to the regulations would allow such costs to be

reimbursed by the corporation only if done within thirty (30)

days from the time the expense was paid by the separate

segregated fund. See 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b)(3).

10. The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day

Pre-General, 30 Day Post-General and Year End Reports filed by

SCOOPE disclosed thirty-four (34) payments to the Sierra Club

totalling $72,455.46.

11. The transactions were disclosed as reimbursements

by SCCOPE to Sierra Club for activities (travel, salaries,

labels, etc.) conducted in support of federal candidates involved

in the 1982 primary and general elections.

12. In addition to the $72,455.46 in reimbursements

made by SCCOPE for expenditures by Sierra Club, SCCOPE's reports

during the period from September 1 through December 31, 1982,

show additional reimbursements by SCCOPE of $1,939.45 to three

Sierra Club local chapters (Loma-Prieta, Angeles and

Connecticut).

13. Local Sierra Club chapters are subdivisions of

the Sierra Club corporation.

14. The Sierra Club and three local chapters made an

initial disbursement of a total of $74,384.91 in treasury funds

to pay employees and others for political services rendered on
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behalf of

rendering

SCOOPE and for the use of Sietrra Club facilities in

those services on behalf of SCOOPE.

--- - - - --It f t f -I m+ ^n.Ra np

15. SCCOPE's 1982 30 Day Post-ueneral

also disclosed a $14,500.79 receipt from the

November 2, 1982.

16. The supporting receipt schedule

the transaction constituted "refund for SCCOPE

political education and fundraising expenses

January-May 1982."

17. After being notified of a possit

the Reports Analysis Division, SCCOPE's treasur

Sierra Club on

explained that

administrative,

in the period

le violation by

er directed the

$14,500.79 payment by the Sierra Club be repaid.

18. The Refund was made from an account containing

voluntary contributions subject to the prohibitions and

limitations of the Federal Election Campaign Act.

19. The receipt of $14,500.79 by SCCOPE did not fall

into any exemptions of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2)(C) and thus

cornmingled corporate treasury funds with voluntary contributions

to a separate segregated fund.

V. Sierra Club has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by using

corporate treasury money to make expenditures to support federal

candidates, which were later reimbursed by the separate

segregated fund. These initial disbursements of corporate

treasury money constituted corporate contributions and/or

expenditures in violation of the Act.

bl

re
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VI. Sierra Club, SOODIPE, and its treasurer have violated 2

U.S.C. S 44lb(a) by Sierra Club's reimbursement of SCOOPE for the

administrative expenses set forth in parsgriph IV, sections 15-19

above.

VII. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer

of the United States in the amount of five thousand dollars

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

VIII. Respondents agree that they shall not undertake any

activity that is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign

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

IX. The Comnission, on request of anyone filing a

complaint under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(l) concerning

issue herein or on its own motion, may review 4

this agreement. If the Comnission believes that

or any requirement thereof has been violated, it i

civil action for relief in the United States Dis

the District of Columbia.

X. This agreement shall become effective

that all parties heretof have executed same and

has approved the entire agreement.

XI. Respondents have no more than thirty

the date that this agreement becomes effective to

the matters at

compliance with

this agreement

may institute a

trict Court for

as of the date

the Conmnission

(30) days from

comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Commission.

XII. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and

N
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no other statement, promise, or agreement, eit-her written or

oral, made by either party or by agents of either party, that is

not contained in this written agreement shall be valid.

FOR THE COIMISSION:

BY: .0 AA AA 17, (&P5 Cge)
Kenneth A. Or6ss
Associate General Counsel

Date

FOR

Date

ierra Club

C.

23:003b

1.0 ,, - I



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Sierra Club, Sierra Club
Committee on Political Education
and Carl Pope, as treasurer

MUR 1586

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on April 2,

1986, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 1586:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement offered
by the Sierra Club, Sierra Club Committee
on Political Education and Carl Pope, as
treasurer, as recommended in the General
Counsel's Report signed March 28, 1986.

2. Approve the proposed letter, as recommended
in the General Counsel's Report signed
March 28, 1986.

3. Close the file.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Josefiak, McDonald

and McGarry voted affirmatively for this decision.

Attest:

Date Uarjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: Fri.,
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: Mon.,
Deadline for vote: Wed.,

3-28-86,
3-31-86,
4-2-86,

4:12
11:00
11:00

q..- J.- 4n



33I03TE ,.AT. SENSITIVE

In the Matter of )

Sierra Club, Sierra Club ) kw~' 5 2: 2
Committee on Political Education )
and Carl Pope, as treasurer )

GENERALCOUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACK GRuD

Attached for the Commission's consideration is a signed

conciliation agreement from the Sierra Club, Sierra Club

Committee on Political Education and Carl Pope, as treasurer.

The agreement is the same agreement approved by the Commission on

March 19, 1986. The Office of General Counsel recommends that

the Commission accept the proposed agreement and close the file.

II. RECONNENDATIOnS

1. Accept the conciliation agreement offered by the Sierra

Club, Sierra Club Committee on Political Education and

Carl Pope, as treasurer.

2. Approve the proposed letter.

3. Close the file.

Charles N. SteeleGenera un//lener ,unse

Dat'e ~ 8t(9~6BY:
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
I. Conciliation Agreement
II. Proposed letter
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96 MAR 28 p4: 07
In the matter of: ))

SlBRRA CLUB ) MUR 1586
SIRA CLUB COIEITTEE ON )
POLITICAL EDUCATION )
and CARL POPS as Treasurer )

CMCILIATICK AERZIT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to Information

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found probable cause to believe

r%. that Sierra Club, Sierra Club Committee on Political Education

(hereinafter "SCOOPS") and its treasurer ("Respondents") violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making and accepting corporate expenditures

or contributions, and by commingling corporate treasury funds

with voluntary funds.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondents, having duly

entered into conciliation, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5

437g(a)(4)(A)(i) do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over Respondents and

the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:
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1. Respondent Sierra Club Is a corporation and Is

the connected organization of SCOOPE.

2. Respondent SCOOPS is a political comnittee and

the separate segregated fund of Sierra Club, SCOOPS is

registered with the Federal Election Comission as a

multicandidate committee.

3. Respondent Carl Pope is the treasurer of the

Sierra Club Committee on Political Education.

4. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (hereinafter the "Act")

expressly prohibits corporate contributions or expenditures in

connection with Federal elections. See also 11 C.F.R. 5

114.2(b).

5. Similarly, 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a) prohibits the

acceptance of such prohibited contributions.

6. The term "contribution or expenditure" includes:

any direct or indirect payment,
distribution, loan, advance, deposit or
gift of money, or any services or
anything of value . . . to any candidate,
campaign committee, or political
organization, in connection with any
election to any of the offices referred
to in this section, . . . (emphasis
added) 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2).

7. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2)(C) provides an exemption

for corporate funds used in the establishment, administration,

and solicitation of contributions to a separate segregated fund

of the corporation.

8. This exemption for establishment, administration,

and solicitation costs, however, may not be used to exchange
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treasury monies for voluntary contributions to a separate

segregated fund. See 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b).

9. Establishment, administrative, and solicitation

costs must be directly paid by the corporation. Recent

amendments to the regulations would allow such costs to be

reimbursed by the corporation only if done within thirty (30)

days from the time the expense was paid by the separate

segregated fund. See 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b)(3).

10. The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day

Pre-General, 30 Day Post-General and Year End Reports filed by

SCOOPE disclosed thirty-four (34) payments to the Sierra Club

totalling $72,455.46.

11. The transactions were disclosed as reimbursements

by SCOOPE to Sierra Club for activities (travel, salaries,

labels, etc.) conducted in support of federal candidates involved

in the 1982 primary and general elections.

12. In addition to the $72,455.46 in reimbursements

made by SCCOPE for expenditures by Sierra Club, SCOOPE's reports

during the period from September I through December 31, 1982,

show additional reimbursements by SCOPE of $1,939.45 to three

Sierra Club local chapters (Loma-Prieta, Angeles and

Connecticut).

13. Local Sierra Club chapters are subdivisions of

the Sierra Club corporation.

14. The Sierra Club and three local chapters made an

initial disbursement of a total of $74,384.91 In treasury funds

to pay employees and others for political services rendered on
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behalf of BCCOPE and for the use of Sierra Club facilities in

rendering those services on behalf of SCCOPE.

15. SCCOPE's 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report

also disclosed a $14,500.79 receipt from the Sierra Club on

November 2, 1982.

16. The supporting receipt schedule explained that

the transaction constituted "refund for SCCOPE administrative,

political education and fundralsing expenses in the period

January-May 1982."

17. After being notified of a possible violation by

the Reports Analysis Division, SCOOPE's treasurer directed the

$14,500.79 payment by the Sierra Club be repaid.

18. The Refund was made from an account containing

voluntary contributions subject to the prohibitions and

limitations of the Federal Election Campaign Act.

19. The receipt of $14,500.79 by SCOOPE did not fall

into any exemptions of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2)(C) and thus

conmningled corporate treasury funds with voluntary contributions

to a separate segregated fund.

V. Sierra Club has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by using

corporate treasury money to make expenditures to support federal

candidates, which were later reimbursed by the separate

segregated fund. These initial disbursements of corporate

treasury money constituted corporate contributions and/or

expenditures in violation of the Act.



-5-

VI. Sierra Club, SCCOPE, and its treasurer have violated 2

U.S.C. S 441b(a) by Sierra Club's reimbursement of SCOOPE for the

administrative expenses set forth In paragraph IV, sections 15-19

above.

VII. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer

of the United States in the amount of five thousand dollars

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

VIII. Respondents agree that they shall not undertake any

activity that is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign

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

IX. The Comnission, on request of anyone filing a

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

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

this agreement. If the Coninission believes that this agreement

or any requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a

civil action for relief in the United States District Court for

the District of Columbia.

X. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties heretof have executed same and the Comnission

has approved the entire agreement.

XI. Respondents have no more than thirty (30) days from

the date that this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Conission.

XII. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and



no other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or

oral, made by either party or by agents of either party, that is

not contained in this written agreement shall 
be valid.

FOR THE COiMISSION:

BY: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Kenneth A. Gross Date

Associate General Counsel

FOR RESPONDENTS:

SADb Date
., erra Club

23:003b
C,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C.2063

H. Richard Mayberry
1667 K StreetN.W.
Ninth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20006

Re: UR 1586
Sierra Club, Sierra Club

Committee on Political
Education and Carl Pope,
as Treasurer

C Dear Mr. Mayberry:

On , 1986, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by your clients, and a civil
penalty in settlement of violations of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter,
and it will become a part of the public record within thirty
days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) prohibits any
information derived in connection with any conciliation attempt
from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such

Cinformation to become part of the public record, please advise us
in writing.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

R. Richard Nayberry, Jr., Esq. D
1667 K Street, LW.
Ninth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: ZUR 1586
Sierra Club, Sierra Club Committee
on Political Education and Paul
Swatek, as treasurer

Dear Kr. Mayberry:

On , 1985, the Commission determined that there is
probable cause to believe your clients committed a violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended, by making and accepting corporate contributions
or expenditures and by commingling corporate treasury funds with
voluntary funds.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such violations
for a period of thirty to ninety days by informal methods of
conference, conciliation and persuasion, and by entering into a

0conciliation agreement. If we are unable to reach an agreement
during that period, the Commission may institute civil suit in United
States District Court and seek payment of a civil penalty.

C

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the

enclosed conciliation agreement, please contact Deborah Curry, the

attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ))
Sierra Club )
Sierra Club Committee on ) MUR 1586
Political Education and )
Paul Swatek, as )
treasurer )

CERTIF ICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

0Federal Election Commission executive session of June 25,

1985, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

vote of 4-2 to take the following actions in MUR 1586:

1. Find probable cause to believe that Sierra
Club and Sierra Club Committee .on Political
Education and Paul Swatek, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

2. Approve and authorize the sending of the
Cconciliation agreement and letter attached

to the General Counsel's report dated
June 14, 1984.

Commissioners Harris, McDonald, McGarry, and Reiche

voted affirmatively for the decision. 'Commissioners

Aikens and Elliott dissented.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission
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In the Matter of )
) 5JUNff4 4 j j

Sierra Club )
Sierra Club Committee ) MUR 1586
on Political Education ) -im
and Paul Swatek, as treasurer)

GEURAL Co L' sR JUN 2 5195
I * BACKGWRUD

This matter was generated by the Reports Analysis Division,

(hereinafter "RAD"), after its analysis of the disclosure reports

of the Sierra Club Committee on Political Education (hereinafter

"SCCOPE"). RAD noted during review of several of SCCOPE's

Reports of Receipts and Expenditures that SCCOPE and Sierra Club

(hereinafter all "Respondents") may have commingled treasury and

voluntary funds and also made corporate contributions possibly

constituting violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

1971, as amended (hereinafter the "Act").

Specifically RAD raised two issues in this matter:

1) Whether by using corporate treasury funds to make

contributions to federal candidates, the Sierra Club and SCCOPE

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

2) Whether the Sierra Club reimbursed SCCOPE for

administrative expenses paid by SCCOPE and SCCOPE commingled

those corporate fund reimbursements with its voluntary fund in

violation of S 441b.

The Commission, on April 10, 1984, found reason to believe

that Sierra Club and Sierra Club Committee on Political Education
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and its treasurer, Paul Swatek, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) and

an investigation was conducted.

On February 4, 1985, the Office of General Counsel sent a

brief to Sierra Club, SCCOPE and Paul Swatek as treasurer,

recommending that the Commission find probable cause to believe

that they had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On February 21, 1985,

Sierra Club, SCCOPE and Paul Swatek, as treasurer, submitted a

brief to the Commission. (Attachment 1.) Respondents submitted

additional information on February 25, 1985. (Attachment 2.)

C, II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

The factual and legal anaylsis of the Office of General

Counsel is set out in its brief dated February 4, 1985.

1. Use Of Corporate Treasury Funds To Make
Contributions To Federal Candidates

With regard to the issue of whether corporate treasury funds

were used to make contributions to federal candidates, Sierra

Club and SCCOPE contend that "[the Commission has legitimized

(in A.O. 1984-37) transactions between an SSF and its sponsor,

and the plain language of 11 C.F.R. S 114.10(a) permits these

transactions to occur with payment made after the receipt of the

goods and services purchased" (Attachment 1 page 14). Therefore,

Respondents conclude that 2 U.S.C. S 441b sets forth no

"distinction between the purchase activities of a [separate

segregated fund] and the purchase activities of other political

committees." (Attachment 1 page 20.)
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Respondents' reliance on Advisory Opinion 1984-37 and

11 C.F.R. S 114.10 is without merit. Respondents, in focusing on

the result of A.O. 1984-37 and a reading of 11 C.F.R. S 114.10

without reference to the broader purposes of the prohibitions of

2 U.S.C. S 441b, overlook the premise underlying both the

Advisory Opinion and the regulation.

In Advisory Opinion 1984-37 the Commission determined that

it was permissible for a separate segregated fund to purchase

services from its connected organization.1/ However, that result

was based upon the view that the advance payment method, proposed

by the advisory opinion requester did not involve the initial

C" disbursement of corporate treasury funds to compensate employees

Sfor services rendered to federal candidates. Thus, in Advisory

Opinion 1984-37, the purchase of services by a separate

segregated fund from its connected organization is consistent

with the requirement of 2 U.S.C. s 441b that a corporation or

labor organization direct and finance its political activities

solely through the use of voluntary contributions in its separate

segregated fund and not through the use of general treasury

funds.

Therefore, Respondents' claim that the Commission has

legitimized payment by a separate segregated fund after purchase

by the corporate connected organization is without merit. The

focal point of analysis is not whether these purchases represent

./ Advisory Opinion 1984-37 concerned the purchase of services
only. It did not address the purchase of goods. However, the
underlying rationale of the advisory opinion appears to be
applicable to goods as well as services. See concurrence of
Commissioner Reiche in Advisory Opinion 1984-37.
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vendor-vendee transactions but instead whether such transactions

are in compliance with the prohibitions of 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

As noted in the General Counsel's brief of February 4, 1984,

the initial disbursement of corporate treasury monies is a loan,

advance, or something of value to both the candidate and the

corporation's separate segregated fund. Such a transaction is

violative of 2 U.S.C. S 44lb and results in a prohibited

corporate contribution or expenditure. Accord A.0. 1984-34.

Respondents' reliance on 11 C.F.R. S 114.10 to permit

reimbursement of the corporation by its separate segregated fund

is likewise misplaced. In Advisory Opinion 1984-24 the

Commission notes that neither 11 C.F.R. S 114.9 nor 114.10

support or authorize such a reimbursement payment method.

Activities relating to the corporate sponsor and its separate

segregated fund are covered in other sections of 11 C.F.R. S 114.

The purpose of 11 C.F.R. S 114.10 is to prevent an

inadvertent corporate contribution from arising when a

corporation extends credit with a sale to a political purchaser

in the ordinary course of its business. This section was not

intended to regulate financial transactions between a separate

segregated fund and its connected organization. To hold

otherwise, would be to negate the comprehensive scheme in

2 u.S.C. S 441b that prohibits corporate disbursements of

treasury funds in support of federal candidates.

2. Commingling Of Treasury And Voluntary Monies

With regard to the issue of reimbursement of administrative

expenses, Respondents state in their brief that they have
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requested pre-probable cause conciliation on the issue, and that

this issue be separately considered by the Commission in its

deliberations. (Attachment 1 page 21.) Respondents also contend

that the "imposition of civil penalites would not be appropriate

in this matter", since the transaction has been reversed and was

the result of inadvertence. (Attachment 1 pages 17-18.)

It is the view of the Office of General Counsel that the
reimbursement of administrative expenses, though now reversed, is

nevertheless a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b. Additionally, it is

part of a larger pattern of corporate spending in support of

federal elections by Respondents in violation of the Act.

Therefore, the commingling of treasury funds funds is an

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the

Commission find probable cause to believe a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a) has occurred.

TT nTA.qgTM (P CIILIATION AND CIVIL PENALTY
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CIV. MUL'WUR ATLunt

%The Office of General Counsel recommends that the

Commission:

1. find probable cause to believe that Sierra Club and Sierra

Club Committee on Political Education and Paul Swatek, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a);
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Attachments
1. Response of Sierra Club and SCCOPE
2. Supplemental Response of Sierra Club and

SCCOPE
3. Proposed Conciliation Agreement
4. Letter to Respondents
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UNITED STATES. OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter Of ))
Sierra Club; The Sierra Club )
Committee on Political )
Education ("SCCOPE") and )
Paul Swatek, as treasurer ))

)
)

Matter Under Review 1586

RESPONSE TO THE GENERAL COUNSEL'S
PROBABLE CAUSE BRIEF

Counterstatement Of The Case

This matter under review involves two issues. In the

1981-1982 election cycle, the Sierra Club Committee on Political

Education ("SCCOPE") purchased approximately $74,384.91 worth of

goods and services from its connected organization, the Sierra

Club (the "Club"), and made available these goods and services to

candidates for federal office. "The thrust of the SCCOPE 1981-

1982 in-kind contribution program involved providing information

on environmental issues to candidates and mobilizing the

environmental community to support SCCOPE-endorsed candidates."

Affidavit of John A. McComb 8, Sierra Club v. Federal Election

Commission, Civil Action No. 84-2354 (D.D.C. 1984) (Affidavit

filed August 12, 1984).

Because SCCOPE paid for the goods and services purchased

fLOom the Sierra Club after their receipt instead of before, the



General Counsel contends that the Club violated 2 U.S.C. I 441b.

The General Counsel does not contend that the terms of payment

imposed by the Sierra Club favored SCCOPE in relation to the

terms of payment imposed on other purchasers of Club goods and

services or in relation to commercially reasonable business

practices. The General Counsel's Brief, following the

Commission's position in Advisory opinion 1984-24 (July 13,

1984), rests solely on the proposition that a payment for goods

or services that occurs one day, one hour, or one minute after

the receipt of the goods or services constitutes an illegal

corporate expenditure.

The second issue involved in this case is whether a reim-

bursement made by the Sierra Club to SCCOPE for administrative

expenses initially paid by SCCOPE constituted a violation of 2

U.S.C. §441b. The Sierra Club made this reimbursement, which

totaled $14,500.79, in order to insure that the tax credit status

of the SCCOPE campaign fund would be maintained. The

Oreimbursement was made by a Sierra Club accountant who assumed

that if the Sierra Club could directly pay for administrative

expenses, the Sierra Club could reimburse SCCOPE for such

expenses. The reimbursement was subsequently reversed through

the transfer of funds to the Club from a second hard dollar

account maintained by SCCOPE.-I/

_ The Sierra Club has requested pre-probable cause con-

ciliation on this second issue. This is not mentioned in

the General Counsel's Brief.
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The Commission's investigation of the Sierra Club was

preceded by the mailing of four similar requests for information

from the Reports Analysis Division on March 9, 1983. The Sierra

Club filed its response to these requests on March 24, 1983.

Approximately thirteen months later, on May 4, 1984 in San

Francisco, the Sierra Club received a reason-to-believe notice

from the Commission. It should be noted that prior to receiving

this notice the Sierra Club had decided to request an advisory

opinion concerning the purchase of goods and services by SCCOPE

from the Club in order to insure compliance with the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Campaign Act").

The General Counsel's implication that the Club decided to

request an advisory opinion only after receiving notice of MUR #

1586 is both inaccurate and misleading. See General Counsel's

Brief ("Brief") at 16 n.3.

Well before May 4, 1984, the Sierra Club had directed

counsel to prepare advisory opinion request 1984-24. At 11:50

a.m., Eastern Standard Time, on May 4, 1984 in W-:ashington, D.C.,

the Sierra Club filed its advisory opinion request with the

Commission without an appreciation that the Commission had

decided on April 10, 1984 to find reason-to-believe a violation

occurred involving the Club's in-kind contribution program of

1982. On the same date, i.e., May 4, 1984, the Federal Election

Commission placed MUR # 1110, involving the National Rifle

Association, on the public record in response to a request made

by the undersigned counsel in April of 1984. The General
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Counsel's Reports in MUR # 1110 constituted the first statements

of agency reasoning placed on the public record with respect to

the purchase of goods and services by a separate segregated fund

from its connected organization for subsequent use in a federal

election. These reports were placed on the record eleven months

after they were required by law to be made public. See 11 C.F.R.

§ 111.20(a).

On July 13, 1984, the Federal Election Commission in

Advisory Opinion 1984-24, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH)

1 5771, rejected the Sierra Club's request that SCCOPE be per-

- mitted to purchase goods or services using an advance payment

ccmethod involving an escrow account or using a method wherein

IN SCCOPE would pay for such goods or services within thirty days of

their receipt.

The Sierra Club filed suit in U.S. District Court for the
0

District of Columnbia challenging this advisory opinion on July

31, 1984. The district court dismissed the case on August 13,

1984, on the grounds that the Sierra Club had failed to exhaust

its administrative remedies and that the case was not ripe for

decision. The district court's dismissal was summarily reversed

by the U.S Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit

in Sierra Club v. Federal Election Commission, No. 84-5572 (D.C.

Cir. September 7, 1982). While this case was on remand, the

Commission issued Advisory Opinion 1984-37, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin.

Guide (CCH) ff5784, to the American Medical Association. Among

other things, this advisory opinion held that a separate
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segregated fund could purchase services from its connected

organization provided payment was made in advance.

On November 5, 1984, the district court again dismissed

the Sierra Club's case, holding that the Commission's

construction of 2 U.S.C. § 441b was not arbitrary or capricious

and did not violate the First Amendment. In reaching this

conclusion, the court stated that "Congress has not directly

addressed the precise question at issue." Sierra Club v. Federal

Election Commission, Civil Action No. 84-2354, slip opinion at 2

(D.D.C. November 6, .1984). The Sierra Club filed a notice of

-- appeal from this decision on December 21, 1984.

INV
I. The Campaign Act Does Not Require That A Separate

ONSegregated Fund, In Purchasing Goods And Services From
Its Connected Organization, Pay For These Goods Or
Services Before Their Receipt

Section 316 of the Campaign Act, codified at 2 TJ.S.C.

§ 441b, does not establish one set of rules for vendor-vendee

%transactions between a connected organization and a separate

Csegregated fund and a second set of rules for transactions among

other parties. The language of the statute does not contain such

a distinction. While the definition of "contribution or expen-

diture" in § 441b includes the term "advance," this provision has

not been interpreted to prohibit extensions of credit from a cor-

porate vendor.

The position taken in the General Counsel's Brief leads to

the result that "no candidate's comnittee or any other political

committee could be billed after goods, materials or services were
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rendered by any corporation or labor union; payment would have to

be made up-front." Dissenting Opinion of Commissioner Lee Ann

Elliott, Advisory Opinion 1984-24, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide

(CCH) 5771 (emphasis in original). This proposition is simply

not tenable.

In order to distinguish purchase transactions between a

separate segregated fund and its connected organization from

vendor-vendee transactions in general, the General Counsel

contends that a vendor-vendee relationship cannot exist between a

separate segregated fund and its connected organization under the

Campaign Act. Brief at 14. This contention is without merit.

In Advisory Opinion 1934-37, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) q

5784, the Commission permitted the American Medical Association

Political Action Committee to purchase services from its con-

0nected organization; these purchases represent vendor-vendee

transactions, and it is difficult to imagine in what other manner

they could be characterized. The issue of whether a vendor-

venclee relationship may exist between a separate segregated fund

and its connected organization was resolved in Advisory Opinion

1994-37.

In trying to fashion a separate set of rules for trans-

actions between a connected PAC and its sponsor, the General

Counsel emphasizes the terms "separate" and "segregated" in the

statutory phrase "separate segregated fund." Brief at 10-14.

The worls "separate" and "segregated," however, clearly fail to

skiggfest that an SSF can purchase goods or services from a
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connected organization if payment is made in advance but may not

make such purchases if payment is made afterwards.

2 U.S.C. 441b states that it is unlawful "far any

corporation whatever, or any labor organization, to make a

contribution or expenditure in connection with any [federal)

election.'" The General Counsel has not, and in point of fact

cannot, point to any language in this statute which vaguely

indicates that an 5SF may purchase goods and services from its

connected organization if payment is made in advance but will be

subjected to civil and criminal penalties if payment is made

-" after receipt of the goods or services.

W In addition, the General Counsel has not contended that

SCCOPE and the Sierra Club established their payment terms in

order to influence an election. The general definitional pro-

visions contained in 2 U.S.C. §§ 431(8) and (9) limit the scope

of a contribution or expenditure to those activities undertaken

"for the purpose of influencing [a federal] election." The fact

that SCCOPE paid for its goods and services after their receipt,

as is the case in the majority of business Purchase and sales

transactions generally, does not provide the intent necessary to

subject the Sierra Club to the sanctions of the Campaign Act. In

this respect,. it should be emphasized that SCCOPE had enough cash

on hand at all relevant times to cover its purchase of goods and

services from the Sierra Club.
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II. The Governmental Interests Underlying The Prohibition
On Corporate-And Union Political Expenditures Are Not
Served By The Mechan-ical Payment ,istinctionSet Forth
In The General Counsel's Brief

The General Counsel of the Commission states that the

situation found in MUR # 1586 "epitomizes the danger involved

when you look at the large sums of money being initially dis-

bursed from the corporate treasury on behalf of the separate

segregated fund in support of federal candidates." Brief at

18. The General Counsel, however, does not explain how this

initial disbursement of funds differs from that involved in any

purchase and sale transaction between a political committee and a

corporate vendor. The principal campaign committees of federal

candidates purchase millions of dollars worth of goods and

3% services from corporations annually. The majority of these

I Otransactions probably involve payment after the receipt of th.

goods and services purchased; the General Counsel's analysis

would suggest that the resultant initial disbursements of cor-

porate funds represents a grave threat to this nation's demo-

cracy.

Basically, the fact that a separate segregated fund pays

for its goods and services immediately after their receipt

instead of immediately before their receipt does not implicate

any of the governmental interests underlying 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

The General Counsel states that § 441b insures that corporate

wealth is not used for political purposes and that § 441b pro-

tects the First Amendment rights of dissenting shareholders.

Brief at 11. However, the General Counsel's Brief fails to
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explain in what manner, other than that present in every

transaction between a corporate vendor and a political committee,

the Sierra Club and SCCOPE have injected corporate funds into the

political process.

The General Counsel states that the history of 2 U.S.C. §

441b reflects "a concern that unrestricted reimbursements would

commingle and intertwine funds so as to obscure their sources."

Brief at 11. A potential for commingling problems exists

whenever two entities engage in a financial transaction; the

issue of commingling is a function of bookkeeping procedures, not

whether payment is made before or after a transaction. In truth,

an advance payment system requires a greater number of

bookkeeping procedures than payment after purchase, increasing

the possibility of bookkeepping errors and commingling of funds.

The General Counsel's Brief also states that the statutory

history of § 441(b) reElects "the potential for using

C reimbursement as a guise to get excess treasury funds into the

1P political fund." Brief at 11. Because a corporation can channel
funds into an SSF illegally, regardless of whether payment is

made before or after receipt of goods, this analysis is flawed.

This proposition is also contrary to the Commission's conclusion

in its collecting agent regulations that corporations could be

trusted enough to reimburse their SSFs only for those adminis-
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trative expenses actually incurred.

(c)(2)(ii).2/

See 11 C.F.R. § 102.6

The issue in this MUR is not whether a corporation can

funnel funds to its SSF through discounted prices or special

terms of payment. The issue is what governmental interests are

served by prosecuting a membership organization engaging in

transactions with its separate segregated fund in accordance with

ordinary business practice.

In addition, the General Counsel has presented no evidence

whatsoever that the statutory history of 2 U.S.C. §441b
demonstrates a concern that payment after purchase instead

of payment before purchase would result in the commingling
or the diversion of treasury monies. Counsel for the

Sierra Club has conducted a survey of disclosure reports

filed by separate segregated funds since 1947. A wide
variety of SSFs purchased goods and services from their

connected organizations and paid for these purchases after

receipt of the goods or services involved. While most of

these purchases involved goods and services of an

administrative nature, these goods and services were at the

time probably not exempted from the definition of a

prohibited contribution or expenditure. See Pipefitters v.

United States, 407 U.S. 385, 428-432 (1972). The General

Counsel's belief that there is historical support for a

before-payment and after-payment distinction is without
merit.

- 10 -
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III. 11 C.F.R. § 114.10(a) Permits SCCOPE, In Purchasing
Goods And Services From The Sierra Club, To Pay For
These Goods And Services After Their Rece' pt

11 C.F.R. § l14.10(a).!/ provides in relevant part:

A corporation may extend credit to a
candidate, political committee, or other
person in connection with a Federal
election provided that the credit is
extended in the ordinary course of the
corporation's business and the terms are
substantially similar to extensions of
credit to nonpolitical debtors which are
of similar risk and size of obligation.

The question in determining the applicability of the above

regulation is whether the sale of goods or services by the Sierra

Club to SCCOPE is within "the ordinary course of the cor-

poration's business." In Advisory Opinion 1984-37, Fed. Elec.

Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) 5784, the Commission established that a

separate segregated fund may purchase services from its connected

organization. 2 U.S.C. § 441b does not distinguish between goods

and services, and it therefore appears undisputable that an SSF

may purchase both goods and services from its connected organi-

zation. The Federal Election Commnission's decision to legitimize

these purchase and sales transactions insures that they are

within the ordinary course of business for the Sierra Club and

SCCOPE.

The business of the Sierra Club is to protect and conserve

the environment. In trying to achieve its organizational objec-

3/ Because we believe 11 C.F.R. § 114.10(a) is clearly
applicable, the General Counsel's discussion of other
regulatory provisions is not addressed herein.
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tive, the Sierra Club sells goods and services to a variety of

persons. The ability of SCCOPE to provide the staff expertise of

the Club to federal candidates helps achieve the organizational

goals of the Sierra Club. The transactions at issue in this MUR

are within the ordinary business of the Sierra Club and are

protected by 11 C.F.R. § 114.10(a).

In Advisocy Opinion 1994-24, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fi n . Guide

(CCH) q5771, the Federal Election Commission distinguished 11

C.F.R. § 114 .10(a) on the grounds that this provision only

applies to "commercial transactions." However, the language of

11 C.F.R. § 114.10(a) does not distinguish between commercial

Crtransactions and transactions consummated because of ideological

objectives. The Commission's explanation of its regulations does

not establish this distinction either. See Federal Election

Commission, Federal Election Regulations, H. R. Doc. No. 95-44,

95th Cong., Ist Sess. 116 (1977) reprinted in Fed. Elec. Camp.

CFin. Guide (CCH) q923 at 1612.

The Commission's restriction of 11 C.F.R. §114.10(a) to
commercial transactions would presumably prevent any non-profit

corporation from extending credit to a political committee

because of the presence of ideological motives in its sale of

goods and services. The Commission's interpretation of 11 C.F.R.

§114.10(a) is also inconsistent with past agency actions. In

Advisory Opinion 1984-12 (May 31, 1984) Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin.

Guide (CCH) 15765, an independent political committee formed by

the members of the board of directors of an T.R.C. § 501(c)(3)
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corporation was permitted to purchase the corporation's member-

ship list. See also Advisory Opinion 1982-63, Fed. Elec. Camp.

Fin. Guide (CCH) 5704 (Law firm composed of individuals and

professional corporations permitted to sell goods and services to

a political committee formed by the principals of the law firm).

For nonprofit corporations, the provision of goods and

servces is normally undertaken to achieve organizational

objectives, not the generation of profits. 11 C.F.R. § 114.10(a)

protects the sales of these corporations to political com-

mittees. The Commission has legitimized transactions between an

SSF and its sponsor, and the plain language of 11 C.F.R. § 114.10

(a) permits these transactions to occur with payment made after

the receipt of the goods and services purchased.

IV. The Comnission's Interpretaton Of 2 U.S.C. § 441b Is

Unconstitutionally Vague As Applied

Procedural due process requirements dictate that a statLute

give adequate notice of what is or is not prohibited. With

respect to statutes restricting First Amendment activities,

"[p]recision of regulation must be the touchstone in an area so

closely touching our most precious freedoms. "  N.A.A.C.P. v.

Button, 371 U.S. 415, 438 (1963). Basically, "a statute which

either forbids or requires the doing of an act in terms so vague

that men of common intelligence must necessarily guess at its

meaning . . . violates the first essential of due process."

Connally v. General Construction Co., 296 U.S. 385, 391 (1926).
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In his Brief, the General Counsel argues that the phrase

"separate segregated fund" dictates that an SSF be allowed to

purchase goods and services from its corporate sponsor only if

normal business custom is rejected and payment is made in

advance. This interpretation of the statute in no way con-

stitutes adequate notice of what is or is not prohibited. While

administrative constructions of a statute can narrow the

ambiguity of an otherwise vague provision, the Commission has not

chosen to engage in such constructions until recently. Its

0 statement of agency reasoning in MUR # 1110 was off the public

record for a period of over eleven months from the time the

Campaign Act requires it be made open to the public.

The district court's decision in Sierra Club v. Federal

Election Commission, Civil Action No. 84-2354 (D.D.C. November 6,

O1984), did not ieal with the question of whether 2 U.S.C. § 441b

is unconstitutionally vague as applied and in fact indirectly

supported the respondents' position on this issue. The district

court held that "Congress has not directly addressed the precise

question at issue" and in granting deference to the Commission's

interpretation of 2 U.S.C. § 441b relied on the Supreme Court's

recent decision in Chevron U.S.A., Inc. v. Natural Resources

Defense Council, Inc., 81 L.Ed.2d 694 (1984). See Sierra Club v.

Federal Election Commission, Civil Action No. 84-2354, slip

opinion at 2 (D.D.C. November 6, 1984). In Chevron, the Court

ruled that if a statute is "silent or ambiguous" on an issue,
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deference should be accorded the agency's interpretation of the

provision. 81 L.Ed.2d at 703 (emphasis added).A/

The district court's reliance on Chevron and the district

court's holding that Congress had not addressed the issue at hand

strongly suggests that § 441b, as applied to SCCOPE's 1981-1982

in-kind contribution program, does not provide adequate notice of

the violations alleged in this MUR. In considering the notice

given by a statute of permissible and prohibited conduct,

"[w~here First Amendment rights are involved, an 'even greater

degree of specificity' is required." Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S.

C%# 1, 77 (quoting Smith v. Goguen, 415 U.S. 566, 573 (1974)). This

ospecificity is lacking in MUR # 1586.

In United States v. Insco, 496 F.2d 204, 208-209 (5th Cir.

1974), the appellate court reversed a conviction of a federal

candidate under former 18 U.S.C. § 612 for failing to include an

Tidentification disclaimer on his bumper stickers. The court

C initially noted that the government's interpretation of the

statutory provision was correct and that bumpec stickers did fall

within the reach of former 13 U.S.C. § 612. 496 F.2d at 208.

However, the court held that the amnbiguity of the statute and the

lack of administrative guidance resulted in the defendant being

A/ It should be noted that the question of whether a statute
is unconstitutionally vague and the question of whether
deference should be accorded an agency interpretation are
distinct issues. One question involves the proper
interpretation of a statute and the other involves the due
pr-ocess rights of the accused.
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"inadequately alerted to the statute's possible coverage." 496

F.2d at 208.

The Commission has had the opportunity -- and the
obligation -- to provide guidance on the proper method to finance

in-kind contributions for the PAC community and federal
candidiates receiving such contributions. Uncertainty has been
present at all levels of the Commission for at least several
years. In fact, when the underlying transactions to this MUR
were discussed in 1983 with the Reports Analysis Division staff,

N they were unable to advise the Club on the Commission's position
on this issue. The Commission has not issued regulations, or to

rthe best of our information, ever instituted rule-making
procedures on this specific issue. The Sierra Club believes that
a court may very well make a finding of unconstitutional

vagueness on the issues raised in this matter similar to that in

United States v.rInsco.

V. The Reimbursement By The Sierra Club Of The
Administrative Expenses Of SCCOPE Should Not Result InThe Imposition Of Sanctions Under The.Campaign Act

The reimbursement of administrative expenses by the Sierra
Club to SCCOPE has been fully reversed, and respondents contend

that the imposition of civil penalties would not be appropriate

in this matter. This reimbursement was imade by a Sierra Club
accountant who had assumed that if the Sierra Club was permitted
to pay for these expenses, the Sierra Club could reimburse SCCOPE

for such expenses. The reimbursement was fully reportel to the
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Commission and did not involve any malevolent intent to disobey

federal election laws.

The original disbursements of SCCOPE funds can clearly be

viewed as inadvertent in that the tax-credit status of the funds

was not fully considered when the disbursements were made. In

Advisory Opinion 1979-72, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH)

i5456, a separate segregated fund was permitted to receive a

$18,906.54 reimbursement of funds orginally expended because of

an inaccurate interpretation of the Commission's raffle

regulation. The inadvertence of the PAC's expenditure in this
Ckt

advisory opinion involved a mistake of law, not a mistake of

fact. The Commission's holding in Advisory Opinion 1979-72

suggests that the reimbursement at issue in this MUR not be made

the basis for the imposition of civil sanctions. The Sierra Club

C'was attempting to achieve compliance with the Internal Revenue

Code and was not attempting to exchange treasury funds for

voluntary contributions.

The General Counsel states that the reversal of the

reimbursement "is a mitigating factor • ",5 Brief at 20.

However, the General Counsel further stated that the reversal "in

no way negates the § 441b violation." Id. The Sierra Club

respectfully submits that the existence of mitigating circum-

stances goes not only to the question of the size of the

penalties to be imposed but to the question of whether penalties

5/' This inadvertence of the transaction is an additional
mitigating factor.
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should be imposed in the first place. In MUR # 1534, a union had

placed a substantial amount of treasury funds into its PAC

account. Because the union decided to reverse the transaction

and start a new PAC account, the Commission, as reflected in the

analysis of its General Counsel Report, found reason-to-believe

and closed the file.

In MUR # 1401, the Commission found that the 1980 Reagan

Bush Committee had made $322,332.11 in operating expenditures

from its compliance fund. Because a reimbursement of $137,883.67

was made and because the Reagan Bush Committee had paid a

sufficient amount of compliance expenses from its federal fund

accounts, the Commission took no further action in this matter

and closed the file. In MUR # 1613, the Commission took no

further action against a congressional candidate's principal

campaign committee after it had refunded an excessive contri-

bution made by three affiliated state party committees. In

eshort, the existence of mitigating factors may not negate a

violation but such factors have been considered by the Commission

in determining whether to continue the enforcement process.

The situation at hand is not analogous to the one found in

MUR # 1544. In this MUR, the Signal Companies, Inc., and its PAC

paid a civil penalty of $2,500 in a conciliation agreement

because of the reimbursement of $68,497.53 of PAC administrative

expenses over a five year period. Unlike the facts found in this

MUR, SCCOPE has fully reported the transaction in question, made
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the reimbursement to insure compliance with the Internal Revenue

Code, and has reversed the transaction.

CONCLUSION

We respectfully request the Commission not find probable

casue on the first issue of this matter under review. The

purchase by SCCOPE of goods and services from the Sierra Club

helps the Club to achieve its organizational objectives. In

Advisory Opinion 1984-37, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH)

5784, the Federal Election Commission held that a separate
(V segregated fund could purchase services, in the form of staff

expertise, from its connected organization. Section 441b does

not distinguish between goods and services, and the Commission in

Advisory Opinion 1984-37 has effectively held that a separate

segregated fund and its connected organization may engage in a

vendor-vendee relationship.

C The General Counsel's Brief places one issue before the

*0 Comission with respect to SCCOPE's purchase of goods and
services in the 1981-1982 election cycle from the Sierra Club:

whether 2 U.S.C. § 441b sets forth a distinction between the

purchase activities of an SSF and the purchase activities of

othe- political committees. The statute contains no such

distinction.

The General Counsel's Brief states that the efforts of the

Sierra Club to demonstrate that 2 U.S.C. § 441b does not contain

a before-and-after payment distinction are mnerely an attempt "to

- 19 -



Sierra Club asks that this second issue be separately considered

by the Commission in its deliberations as to the existence or

absence of probable cause. Should the Commission find probable

cause on the second issue to this MUR, we respectfully request

the Commission take no further action and close the file. Th"e

reimbursement to SCCOPE for administrative expenses was fully

disclosed to the Commission and has been reversed; this

reimbursement was not undertaken to exchange treasury funds for

voluntary contributions but to insure compliance with the tax

code.

)' o- -2 i l)55
Respectfully submitted,

H. Richard Mayber Jr

Jonathan I. Epstein

LAW OFFICE OF
H. RICHARD MAYBERRY, JR.
Ninth Floor
1667 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
(202) 822-9622
Counsel to the Sierra Club

mask the illegality of the transaction in question." Brief at
13. The Sierra Club, however, remains of the view that 2 U.S.C.
j 441b does not contain the distinction set forth by the General

Counsel and that this part of MUR # 1586 is without merit.

)
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The Respondents respectfully submit for the Commission's

consideration in its probable cause determination a cash balance

chart. The computations contained within the chart show that

SCCOPE had enough cash on hand at all relevant times to cover its

purchases of goods and services from the Sierra Club. See

Respondents' Response to the General Counsel's Probable Cause

Brief at 7.
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zxp]lanation of Cash ftLahoe bazrt

The following cash-on-hand analysis demonstrates that at
all relevant times, SCCOPE had enough funds on deposit to cover

any debts owing as a result of the purchase of goods. 
and services

from the Sierra Club. This analysis is based on the disclosure

reports filed by SCCOPE with the Federal Blection Commission and

incorporates a number of conservative assumptions.

The first assumption is that SCCOPE purchased the Sierra

Club goods and services at issue in tUR # 1586 on August 1, 1982,

and that therefore a debt of $74,405.49 was owing to the Sierra

Club on that date. In reality. SCCOPE purchased goods and

services from the Sierra Club throughout the reporting periods at

issue and the assumption that all goods and services were

purchased on August l 1982. is made only for purposes of this

cash-on-hand analysis.

The second assumption. which is employed for every

reporting period except the post-election reports is that all

CD disbursements by SCCOPE were made at the very beginning of a

reporting period. Therefore, any cash remaining after the

subtraction of these disbursements would represent the minimum

amount of cash-on-hand during that reporting 
period.

The manner in which these assumptions work is straight-

forward. The report for August 1982 activity filed by SCCOPE

shows a beginning cash-on-hand balance of $205,528.85. It is

assumed that all disbursements made by SCCOPE in August 
occurred

at 12:01 a.m. of August 1. 1982, leaving a minimum cash-on-hand

balance of $190,729.40. This figure is substantially more than

the artificially large $74,384.91 figure listed as debts owed to

the Sierra Club as of August 1, 1982.

For the post-election reporting period, it is assumed that

SCCOPE disbursements which were not used to pay for Sierra Club

goods and services were made at 12:01 a.m. of the first day of

Cthe reporting period. This assumption leads to the result that

$47,838.02 was the minimum amount of cash on hand to pay debts

owing for goods and services purchased from the Sierra 
Club.

SCCOPE's cash-on-hand analysis does not include debts

owing to individuals because these debts are considered to be

contributions to SCCOPE from these individuals. Advisory Opinion

1984-37, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) 15784 at 11,107 n.2.

In addition, the year-end report Includes in its beginning cash-

on-hand balance, the $14,500.79 reimbursement made by 
the Sierra

Club for administrative expenses, a reimbursement subsequently

reversed. Even without this amount, the cash-on-hand balances

for the year-end report were clearly large enough to cover the

debts outstanding in that period for goods and services 
purchased

from the Sierra Club.

- 1 -
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understates the amount of fu ai4 avaiablo to pay the debts

incurred by SCCOPE in the "Oh pUfO orerra Club goods and
services. The inizswl cash on hInd .asIr9r than tha t so
the chart. This analysis makes clesr t.at the. relationship

between the Sierra Club and SCCOPZ was that of a vondor and
vendee and not that of a corporation making illegal contributions
to a PAC.
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- D
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4. Pot-Election ReIort 1

B OH
- D

E ODH

$104,312.09
95.741.40
30.738.2939 198.

SCCOPE Disbursements not made to the Sierra Club and its dapters in the post-
election period equals

D $ 95,741.40
- DR 39,267.33

$ 56; 47t.r t

Min COH SC detsfor the post-election reporting eriod equals

B CDH- SCDPE disbursements not made tc

the Sierra Club wA its
chapters in the post-
election period

$104,312.09

S56474, .0
$4, 83.02v

5. Year-end

B OH
-D
MIN COH
+ R
E ODH

$ 39,308.98
5,695.23 $ 2,225.38
3361375 - -DR 2,225.38

1,181.72 -0-
34,795.47
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Legends Used In Cash Balance Chart

Beginning cash on hand on first day of
the reporting period.

Minus total disbursements for the reporting
period.

Minimum amount of cash on hand during the
reporting period.

MIN COH SC Debts:

+ R.

DR:

E COH:

Minimum amount of cash on hand for the
reporting period to pay debts incurred in the
purchase of Sierra Club goods and services.

Plus total receipts for the reporting period.

Debts owed for Sierra Club goods and services
that were retired during the reporting period.

Ending cash on hand on last day of the
reporting period.

- 5-
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2063

H. Richard Nayberry, Jr., Esq.
1667 K Street, .N.
Ninth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1586
Sierra Club, Sierra Club Committee
on Political Education and Paul
Swatek, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

On , 1985, the Commission determined that there is
probable cause to believe your clients committed a violation of2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act

C" of 1971, as amended, by making and accepting corporate contributions
or expenditures and by commingling corporate treasury funds with
voluntary fundso

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such violations
, ~. for a period of thirty to ninety days by informal methods of

conference, conciliation and persuasion, and by entering into a
conciliation agreement. If we are unable to' reach an agreement
during that period, the Commission may institute civil suit in United
States District Court and seek payment of a civil penalty.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
enclosed conciliation agreement, please contact Deborah Curry, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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The Respondents respectfully submit for the Commission's

consideration in its probable cause determination a cash balance

chart. The computations contained within the chart show that

SCCOPE had enough cash on hand at all relevant times to cover its

purchases of goods and services from the Sierra Club. See

Respondents' Response to the General Counsel's Probable Cause

Brief at 7.

Respectfully submitted,

H. Richard Mayberty, J-T

Jonathan I. Epstein

LAW OFFICE OF
H. RICHARD MAYBERRY, JR.
Ninth Floor
1667 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
(202) 822-9622

Counsel to the Sierra Club



Explanatilon of cash Balac Chart

The following cash-on-hand analysis demonstrates that at
all relevant times, SCCOPE had enough funds on deposit to cover
any debts owing as a result of the purchase of goods and services
from the Sierra Club. This analysis is based on the disclosure
reports filed by SCCOPE with the Federal Election Commission and
incorporates a number of conservative assumptions.

The first assumption is that SCCOPE purchased the Sierra
Club goods and services at issue in MUR # 1586 on August 1, 1982,
and that therefore a debt of $74,405.49 was owing to the Sierra
Club on that date. In reality, SCCOPE purchased goods and
services from the Sierra Club throughout the reporting periods at
issue and the assumption that all goods and services were
purchased on August 1, 1982, is made only for purposes of this
cash-on-hand analysis.

The second assumption, which is employed for every
reporting period except the post-election report, is that alldisbursements by SCCOPE were made at the very beginning of a

reporting period. Therefore, any cash remaining after the
subtraction of these disbursements would represent the minimum

0amount of cash-on-hand during that reporting period.

The manner in which these assumptions work is straight-
forward. The report for August 1982 activity filed by SCCOPE
shows a beginning cash-on-hand balance of $205,528.85. It is
assumed that all disbursements made by SCCOPE in August occurred
at 12:01 a.m. of August 1, 1982, leaving a minimum cash-on-hand
balance of $190,729.40. This figure is substantially more than
the artificially large $74,384.91 figure listed as debts owed to
the Sierra Club as of August 1, 1982.

For the post-election reporting period, it is assumed that
SCCOPE disbursements which were not used to pay for Sierra Club
goods and services were made at 12:01 a.m. of the first day of

Cthe reporting period. This assumption leads to the result that
$47,838.02 was the minimum amount of cash on hand to pay debts
owing for goods and services purchased from the Sierra Club.

SCCOPE's cash-on-hand analysis does not include debts
owing to individuals because these debts are considered to be
contributions to SCCOPE from these individuals. Advisory Opinion
1984-37, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) q5784 at 11,107 n.2.
In addition, the year-end report includes in its beginning cash-
on-hand balance, the $14,500.79 reimbursement made by the Sierra
Club for administrative expenses, a reimbursement subsequently
reversed. Even without this amount, the cash-on-hand balances
for the year-end report were clearly large enough to cover the
debts outstanding in that period for goods and services purchased
from the Sierra Club.

- 1 -
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vendee and not that of a corporation making illOgal contributions
to a PAC.
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4. Pqst-1eotiCn 'aOrt:4

B OOH
-mD

+ Rx

$104,312.09
95,741.40
30,738.29$39#308.98

SCCOPE Dis -rs nta not =As to the Sierra Club and its dhapters in the post-
election period equal:

D $ 95,741.40
-R 39,267.33$ 6474.07

Min (0H SC debts for the post-election reporting

B 02OH $104,312.09
- SCOOPE di sbsam ts not node to

the Sierra Club and its
cptr in the post-
election period 56,474.071$ 47838.02

eriod equal:

5. Year-end Report

B OH
-D
MIN WDH
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$ 39,308.98
5,695.23 2,225.38

$ 33,613.75(- "R 2,225.38
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l_ en, mse-d Zn- cash -afatuI e ,hrt

Beginning cash on hand on first day of

the reporting period.

Minus total disbursements for the reporting
period.

MIN COH:

MIN COH SC Debts:

DR:

E COH:

Minimum amount of cash on hand during the
reporting period.

Minimum amount of cash on hand for the
reporting period to pay debts incurred in the
purchase of Sierra Club goods and services.

Plus total receipts for the reporting period.

Debts owed for Sierra Club goods and services

that were retired during the reporting period.

Ending cash on hand on last day of the
reporting period.

- 5 -
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Explanation of Cash Balance Chart

The following cash-on-hand analysis demonstrates that at

all relevant times* SCCOPE had enough funds on deposit to cover

any debts owing as a result of the purchase of goods 
and services

from the Sierra Club. This analysis is based on the disclosure

reports filed by SCCOPE with the Federal Election Commission and

incorporates a number of conservative assumptions.

The first assumption is that SCCOPE purchased the Sierra

Club goods and services at issue in MUR # 1586 on August 1, 1982s

and that therefore a debt of $74,405.49 was owing to the Sierra

Club on that date. In reality, SCCOPE purchased goods and

services from the Sierra Club throughout the reporting 
periods at

issue and the assumption that all goods and services were

purchased on August 1, 1982, is made only for purposes of this

cash-on-hand analysis.

The second assumption. which is employed for every

__ reporting period except the post-election report, is that all

disbursements by SCCOPE were made at the very beginning of a

IV reporting period. Therefore, any cash remaining after the

subtraction of these disbursements would represent the minimum

amount of cash-on-hand during that reporting period.

The manner in which these assumptions work is straight-

forward. The report for August 1982 activity filed by SCCOPE

shows a beginning cash-on-hand balance of $205,528.85. It is

assumed that all disbursements made by SCCOPE in. August occurred

at 12:01 a.m. of August 1, 1982, leaving a minimum cash-on-hand

obalance of $190,729.40. This figure is substantially more than

the artificially large $74,384.91 figure listed as debts owed to

the Sierra Club as of August 1. 1982.

For the post-election reporting period, it is assumed that

'SCCOPE disbursements which were not used to pay for Sierra Club

goods and services were made at 12:01 a.m. of the first day of

the reporting period. This assumption leads to the result that

$47,838.02 was the minimum amount of cash on hand to pay debts

owing for goods and services purchased from the Sierra Club.

SCCOPE's cash-on-hand analysis does not include debts

owing to individuals because these debts are considered to be

contributions to SCCOPE from these individuals. Advisory Opinion

1984-37, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) 15784 at 11,107 n.2.

In addition, the year-end report Includes in its beginning cash-

on-hand balance, the $14,500.79 reimbursement made by the Sierra

Club for administrative expenses, a reimbursement subsequently
reversed. Even without this amount, the cash-on-hand balances

for the year-end report were clearly large enough to cover the

debts outstanding in that period for goods and services purchased

from the Sierra Club.

- 1 -
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$ m56,47
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the Sierra Club and its
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Legends'Used 'n Cash alance Chart

Beginning cash on hand on first day of
the reporting period.

Minus total disbursements for the reporting
period.

MIN COH:

MIN COH SC Debts:

+ R:

DR:

E COH:

Minimum amount of cash on hand during the
reporting period.

Minimum amount of cash on hand for the
reporting period to pay debts incurred in the
purchase of Sierra Club goods and services.

Plus total receipts for the reporting period.

Debts owed for Sierra Club goods and services
that were retired during the reporting period.

Ending cash on hand on last day of the
reporting period.

Nr

-5-
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February 21, 1.985

Marjorie W. Emmons, Commission Secretary
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Re: MUR # 1586

Dear Ms. Emmons:

Please find enclosed the original and nine (9) copiesof the Sierra Clubls response to the General Counsel'sprobable cause brief in the above-referenced matter. Werespectfully request leave to submit additional information
on Monday, February 25, 1985.

Sincerely,

H. Richard Mayberry, Jr.

HRM/reh
Enclosures
cc: Charles Steele, Esquire, w/3 copies of Enclosure



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CO1M151ON

In the Matter Of ))
Sierra Club; The Sierra Club )
Committee on Political )
Education ("SCCOPE") and )
Paul Swatek, as treasurer ))

)

Matter Under Review, 1586

T" RESPONSE TO THE GENERAL COUNSELIS

or PROBABLE CAUSE 531EV

Counterstatement Of The Case
This matter under review involves two issues. In the

1981-1982 election cycle, the Sierra Club Committee on Political

T Education ("SCCOPE") purchased approximately $74,384.91 worth of

goods and services from its connected organization, the Sierra

Club (the "Club"), and made available these goods and services to

ccandidates for federal office. "The thrust of the SCCOPE 1981-

1982 in-kind contribution program involved providing information

on environmental issues to candidates and mobilizing the

environmental community to support SCCOPE-endorsed candidates."

Affidavit of John A. McComb q8, Sierra Club v. Federal Election

Commission, Civil Action No. 84-2354 (D.D.C. 1984) (Affidavit

filed August 12, 1984).

Because SCCOPE paid for the goods and services purchased

from the Sierra Club after their receipt instead of before, the



General Counsel contends that the Club violated 2 U.S.C. I 441b.

The General Counsel does not contend that the terms of payment

imposed by the Sierra Club favored SCCOPE in relation to the

terms of payment imposed on other purchasers of Club goods and

services or in relation to commercially reasonable business

practices. The General Counsel's Brief, following the

Commission's position in Advisory Opinion 1984-24 (July 13,

1984)t rests solely on the proposition that a payment for goods

or services that occurs one days one hour, or one minute after

the receipt of the goods or services constitutes an illegal

corporate expenditure.

The second issue involved in this case is whether a reim-

bursement made by the Sierra Club to SCCOPE for administrative

expenses initially paid by SCCOPE constituted a violation of 2

U.S.C. §441b. The Sierra Club made this reimbursement, which

totaled $14,500.79, in order to insure that the tax credit status

of the SCCOPE campaign fund would be maintained. The

reimbursement was made by a Sierra Club accountant who assumed

that if the Sierra Club could directly pay for administrative

expenses, the Sierra Club could reimburse SCCOPE for such

expenses. The reimbursement was subsequently reversed through

the transfer of funds to the Club from a second hard dollar

account maintained by SCCOPE.II

1/ The Sierra Club has requested pre-probable cause con-
ciliation on this second issue. This is not mentioned in
the General Counsel's Brief.
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The Commission's investigation of the Sierra Club was

preceded by the mailing of four similar requests for information

from the Reports Analysis Division on March 9, 1983. The Sierra

Club filed its response to these requests on March 24, 1983.

Approximately thirteen months later, on May 4, 1984 in San

Francisco, the Sierra Club received a reason-to-believe notice

from the Commission. It should be noted that prior to receiving

this notice the Sierra Club had decided to request an advisory

opinion concerning the purchase of goods and services by SCCOPE

from the Club in order to insure compliance with the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Campaign Act").

The General Counsel's implication that the Club decided to

request an advisory opinion only after receiving notice of MUR #

1586 is both inaccurate and misleading. See General Counsel's

Brief ("Brief") at 16 n.3.

Well before May 4, 1984, the Sierra Club had directed

counsel to prepare advisory opinion request 1984-24. At 11:50

a.m., Eastern Standard Time, on May 4, 1984 in Washington, D.C.,

the Sierra Club filed its advisory opinion request with the

Commission without an appreciation that the Commission had

decided on April 10, 1984 to find reason-to-believe a violation

occurred involving the Club's in-kind contribution program of

1982. On the same date, i.e., May 4, 1984, the Federal Election

Commission placed MUR # 1110, involving the National Rifle

Association, on the public record in response to a request made

by the undersigned counsel in April of 1984. The General

-3-



Counsel's Reports in MUR # 1110 constituted the first statements

of agency reasoning placed on the public record with respect to

the purchase of goods and services by a separate segregated fund

from its connected organization for subsequent use in a federal

election. These reports were placed on the record eleven months

after they were required by law to be made public. See 11 C.F.R.

1 111.20(a).

On July 13, 1984, the Federal Election Commission in

Advisory Opinion 1984-24, fed, Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH)

15771, rejected the Sierra Club's request that SCCOPE be per-

mitted to purchase goods or services using an advance payment

method involving an escrow account or using a method wherein

SCCOPE would pay for such goods or services within thirty days of

their receipt.

The Sierra Club filed suit in U.S. District Court for the

District of Columbia challenging this advisory opinion on July

31, 1984. The district court dismissed the case on August 13,

1984, on the grounds that the Sierra Club had failed to exhaust

its administrative remedies and that the case was not ripe for

decision. The district court's dismissal was summarily reversed

by the U.S Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit

in Sierra Club v. Federal Election Commission, No. 84-5572 (D.C.

Cir. September 7, 1982). While this case was on remand, the

Commission issued Advisory Opinion 1984-37, Fed . Elec.Campo Fine

Guide (CCH) 15784, to the American Medical Association. Among

other things, this advisory opinion held that a separate

-4-



segregated fund could purchase services from its connected

organization provided payment was made in advance.

On November 5, 1984, the district court again dismissed

the Sierra Club's case, holding that the Commission's

construction of 2 U.S.C. 441b was not arbitrary or capricious

and did not violate the First Amendment. In reaching this

conclusion, the court stated that "Congress has not directly

addressed the precise question at issue." Sierra Club v. Federal

Election Commission, Civil Action No. 84-2354, slip opinion at 2

(D.D.C. November 6, 1984). The Sierra Club filed a notice of

appeal from this decision on December 21, 1984.

I. The Campaign Act Does Not ReSuire That A Searate
Segregated Fund, In Purchasing Goods And Services From
Its Connected Organization, Pay For These Goods Or
Services Refore Their Receipt

Section 316 of the Campaign Act, codified at 2 U.S.C.

§ 441b, does not establish one set of rules for vendor-vendee

transactions between a connected organization and a separate

Ssegregated fund and a second set of rules for transactions among

other parties. The language of the statute does not contain such

a distinction. While the definition of "contribution or expen-

diture" in § 441b includes the term "advance," this provision has

not been interpreted to prohibit extensions of credit from a cor-

porate vendor.

The position taken in the General Counsel's Brief leads to

the result that "no candidate's committee or any other political

committee could be billed after goods, materials or services were
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rendered by any corporation or labor union; payment would have to

be made up-front." Dissenting Opinion of Commissioner Lee Ann

Elliott, Advisory Opinion 1984-24, Fed. Elea. ,Camp* Fin. Guide

(CCH) 15771 (emphasis in original). This proposition is simply

not tenable.

In order to distinguish purchase transactions between a

separate segregated fund and its connected organization from

vendor-vendee transactions in general, the General Counsel

contends that a vendor-vendee relationship cannot exist between a

separate segregated fund and its connected organization under the
'p

Campaign Act. Brief at 14. This contention is without merit.

In Advisory Opinion 1984-37, Fed, Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) q

5784, the Commission permitted the American Medical Association

Political Action Committee to purchase services from its con-

nected organization; these purchases represent vendor-vendee

transactions, and it is difficult to imagine in what other manner

they could be characterized. The issue of whether a vendor-

vendee relationship may exist between a separate segregated fund

and its connected organization was resolved in Advisory Opinion

1984-37.

In trying to fashion a separate set of rules for trans-

actions between a connected PAC and its sponsor, the General

Counsel emphasizes the terms "separate" and "segregated" in the

statutory phrase "separate segregated fund." Brief at 10-14.

The words "separate" and "segregated," however, clearly fail to

suggest that an SSF can purchase goods or services from a
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connected organization if payment is made in advance but may not

make such purchases if payment is made afterwards.

2 U.S.C. § 441b states that it is unlawful "for any

corporation whatever, or any labor organization, to make a

contribution or expenditure in connection with any tfederalj

election." The General Counsel has not, and in point of fact

cannot, point to any language in this statute which vaguely

indicates that an SSF may purchase goods and services from its

connected organization if payment is made in advance but will be

subjected to civil and criminal penalties if payment is made

after receipt of the goods or services.

In addition, the General Counsel has not contended that

SCCOPE and the Sierra Club established their payment terms in

order to influence an election. The general definitional pro-

Cvisions contained in 2 U.S.C. if 431(8) and (9) limit the scope

of a contribution or expenditure to those activities undertaken

"for the purpose of influencing [a federal] election." The fact

that SCCOPE paid for its goods and services after their receipt,

as is the case in the majority of business purchase and sales

transactions generally, does not provide the intent necessary to

subject the Sierra Club to the sanctions of the Campaign Act. In

this respect, it should be emphasized that SCCOPE had enough cash

on hand at all relevant times to cover its purchase of goods and

services from the Sierra Club.
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II, The Governmental Interests Undolying The Prohibition
on Corporate A53 Union Political ZzM ndtures Are Not'
Served By The Manical Payment Distinct ion Set FOt
in The General CounselsR.e

The General Counsel of the Commission states that the

situation found in MUR # 1586 "epitomizes the danger involved

when you look at the large sums of money being initially dis-

bursed from the corporate treasury on behalf of the separate

segregated fund in support of federal candidates." Brief at

18. The General Counsel, however, does not explain how this

initial disbursement of funds differs from that involved in any

Purchase and sale transaction between a political committee and a

corporate vendor. The principal campaign committees of federal

candidates purchase millions of dollars worth of goods and

services from corporations annually. The majority of these

transactions probably involve payment after the receipt of the

goods and services purchased; the General Counsel's analysis

would suggest that the resultant initial disbursements of cor-

porate funds represents a grave threat to this nation's demo-

cracy,

Basically, the fact that a separate segregated fund pays

for its goods and services immediately after their receipt

instead of immediately before their receipt does not implicate

any of the governmental interests underlying 2 U.S.C. J 441b,

The General Counsel states that § 441b insures that corporate

wealth is not used for political purposes and that I 441b pro-

tects the First Amendment rights of dissenting shareholders.

Brief at 11. However, the General Counsel's Brief fails to
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explain in what manner, other than that present in every

transaction between a corporate vendor and a political committee,

the Sierra Club and SCCOPE have injected corporate funds into the

political process.

The General Counsel states that the history of 2 U.S.C. 

441b reflects "a concern that unrestricted reimbursements would

commingle and intertwine funds so as to obscure their sources."

Brief at 11. A potential for commingling problems exists

whenever two entities engage in a financial transaction, the

issue of commingling is a function of bookkeeping procedures, not

whether payment is made before or after a transaction. In truth,

an advance payment system requires a greater number of

bookkeeping procedures than. payment after purchase, increasing

the possibility of bookkeepping errors and commingling of funds.

oThe General Counsel's Brief also states that the statutory

history of § 441(b) reflects "the potential for using

reimbursement as a guise to get excess treasury funds into the

political fund." Brief at 11. Because a corporation can channel

funds into an SSF illegally, regardless of whether payment is

made before or after receipt of goods, this analysis is flawed.

This proposition is also contrary to the Commission's conclusion

in its collecting agent regulations that corporations could be

trusted enough to reimburse their SSFs only for those adminis-
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trative expenses actually incurred. gee 11 C.F.R. 1 102.6alwa

The issue in this tJR is not whether a corporation can

funnel funds to its 8SF through discounted prices or special

terms of payment. The issue is what governmental interests are

served by prosecuting a membership organization engaging in

transactions with its separate segregated fund in accordance with

ordinary business practice.

In addition, the General Counsel has presented no evidence
whatsoever that the statutory history of 2 U.S.C. 1441b
demonstrates a concern that payment after purchase instead
of payment before purchase would result in the commingling
or the diversion of treasury monies. Counsel for the
Sierra Club has conducted a survey of disclosure reports
filed by separate segregated funds since 1947. A wide
variety of SSFs purchased goods and services from their
connected organizations and paid for these purchases after
receipt of the goods or services involved. While most of
these purchases involved goods and services of an
administrative nature, these goods and services were at the
time probably not exempted from the definition of a
prohibited contribution or expenditure. See Pipefitters v.
United States, 407 U.S. 385, 428-432 (1972). The General
Counsel's belief that there is historical support for a
before-payment and after-payment distinction is without
merit.
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I11. 11 C.P.R. 114.10(a) Permits SCCOPE, In Purdhasing
MoM; And Services From The Sierra Club& ToPay For
Tese Good3s And Services After Their Receipt

11 C.F.R. I 114.10(a).2 provides in relevant part:

A corporation may extend credit to a
candidate, political committee, or other
person in connection with a Federal
election provided that the credit is
extended in the ordinary course of the
corporation's business and the terms are
substantially similar to extensions of
credit to nonpolitical debtors which are
of similar risk and size of obligation.

The question in determining the applicability of the above

regulation is whether the sale of goods or services by the Sierra

Club to SCCOPE is within "the ordinary course of the cor-

poration's business." In Advisory Opinion 1984-37, Fed. Elec.

Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) q5784, the Commission established that a

separate segregated fund may purchase services from its connected

organization. 2 U.S.C. I 441b does not distinguish between goods

and services, and it therefore appears undisputable that an SSF

may purchase both goods and services from its connected organi-

zation. The Federal Election Commission's decision to legitimize

these purchase and sales transactions insures that they are

within the ordinary course of business for the Sierra Club and

SCCOPE.

The business of the Sierra Club is to protect and conserve

the environment. In trying to achieve its organizational objec-

3_/ Because we believe 11 C.F.R. S 114.10(a) is clearly
applicable, the General Counsel's discussion of other
regulatory provisions is not addressed herein.
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tive, the Sierra Club sells goods and services to a variety of

persons. The ability of SCCOPE to provide the staff expertise of

the Club to federal candidates helps achieve the organizational

goals of the Sierra Club. The transactions at issue in this NUR

are within the ordinary business of the Sierra Club and are

protected by 11 C.F.R. § 114.10(a).

In Advisory Opinion 1984-24, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide

(CCH) 15771, the Federal Election Commission distinguished 11

C.F.R. I 114.10(a) on the grounds that this provision only

applies to "commercial transactions." However, the language of

11 C.F.R. § 114.10(a) does not distinguish between commercial

transactions and transactions consummated because of ideological

objectives. The Commission's explanation of its regulations does

not establish this distinction either. See Federal Election

Commission, Federal Election Regulations, H. R. Doc. No. 95-44,

95th Cong., 1st Sess. 116 (1977) reprinted in Fed. Elec. Camp .

Fin. Guide (CCH) q923 at 1612.

The Commission's restriction of 11 C.F.R. §114.10(a) to

commercial transactions would presumably prevent any non-profit

corporation from extending credit to a political committee

because of the presence of ideological motives in its sale of

goods and services. The Commission's interpretation of 11 C.F.R.

1114.10(a) is also inconsistent with past agency actions. In

Advisory Opinion 1984-12 (May 31, 1984) Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin.

Guide (CCH) T5765, an independent political committee formed by

the members of the board of directors of an I.R.C. § 501(c)(3)
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corporation was permitted to purchase the corporation's member-

ship list. See also Advisory Opinion 1982-63, Fed, Blec. Camp,

Fin. Guide (CCH) 15704 (Law firm composed of individuals and

professional corporations permitted to sell goods and services to

a political committee formed by the principals of the law firm).

For nonprofit corporations, the provision of goods and

servces is normally undertaken to achieve organizational

objectives, not the generation of profits. 11 C.F.R. I 114.10(a)

protects the sales of these corporations to political com-

ymittees. The Commission has legitimized transactions between an

8SF and its sponsor, and the plain language of 11 C.F.R. J 114.10

(a) permits these transactions to occur with payment made after

the receipt of the goods and services purchased.

IV. The Commission's Interpretaton of 2 U.S.C. I 441b Is

Unconstitutlonally Vague As Applled

Procedural due process requirements dictate that a statute

give adequate notice of what is or is not prohibited. With

respect to statutes restricting First Amendment activities,

"[plrecision of regulation must be the touchstone in an area so

closely touching our most precious freedoms." N-.A.A.C.P. v.

Button, 371 U.S. 415, 438 (1963). Basically, "a statute which

either forbids or requires the doing of an act in terms so vague

that men of common intelligence must necessarily guess at its

meaning . . . violates the first essential of due process."

Connally v. General Construction Co., 296 U.S. 385, 391 (1926).
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In his Brief, the General Counsel argues that the phrase

"separate segregated fund" dictates that an 88P be allowed to

purchase goods and services from its corporate sponsor only if

normal business custom is rejected and payment is made in

advance. This interpretation of the statute in no way con-

stitutes adequate notice of what is or is not prohibited. While

administrative constructions of a statute can narrow the

ambiguity of an otherwise vague provision, the Commission has not

chosen to engage in such constructions until recently. Its

statement of agency reasoning in MUR # 1110 was off the public

record for a period of over eleven months from the time the

Campaign Act requires it be made open to the public.

The district court's decision in Sierra Club v. Federal

Election Commission, Civil Action No. 84-2354 (D.D.C. November 6,

C1984), did not deal with the question of whether 2 U.S.C. I 441b

is unconstitutionally vague as applied and in fact indirectly

supported the respondents' position on this issue. The district

court held that "Congress has not directly addressed the precise

question at issue" and in granting deference to the Commission's

interpretation of 2 U.S.C. § 441b relied on the Supreme Court's

recent decision in Chevron U.S.A., Tnc. v. Natural Resources

Defense Council, Inc., 81 L.Ed.2d 694 (1984). See Sierra Club v.

Federal Election Commission, Civil Action No. 84-2354, slip

opinion at 2 (D.D.C. November 6, 1984). In Chevron, the Court

ruled that if a statute is "silent or ambiguous" on an issue,
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deference should be accorded the agency's interpretation of the

provision. 81 L.Ed.2d at 703 (emphasis added) 4/

The district court's reliance on Chevron and the district

court's holding that Congress had not addressed the issue at hand

strongly suggests that I 441b, as applied to SCCOPE's 1981-1982

in-kind contribution program, does not provide adequate notice of

the violations alleged in this MUR. In considering the notice

given by a statute of permissible and prohibited conduct,

"[w~here First Amendment rights are involved, an 'even greater

degree of specificity' is required." Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S.

1, 77 (quoting Smith v. Goguen, 415 U.S. 566, 573 (1974)). This

specificity is lacking in MUR # 1586.

In United States v. Insco, 496 F.2d 204, 208-209 (5th Cir.

1974), the appellate court reversed a conviction of a federal

candidate under former 18 U.S.C. j 612 for failing to include an

identification disclaimer on his bumper stickers. The court

initially noted that the government's interpretation of the

statutory provision was correct and that bumper stickers did fall

within the reach of former 18 U.S.C. § 612. 496 F.2d at 208.

However, the court held that the ambiguity of the statute and the

lack of administrative guidance resulted in the defendant being

4_/ It should be noted that the question of whether a statute
is unconstitutionally vague and the question of whether
deference should be accorded an agency interpretation are
distinct issues. One question involves the proper
interpretation of a statute and the other involves the due
process rights of the accused.
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"inadequately alerted to the statute's possible coverage." 496

F.2d at 208.

The Commission has had the opportunity -- and the

obligation -- to provide guidance on the proper method to finance

in-kind contributions for the PAC community and federal

candidiates receiving such contributions. Uncertainty has been

present at all levels of the Commission for at least several

years. In fact, when the underlying transactions to this MUR

were discussed in 1983 with the Reports Analysis Division staff,

they were unable to advise the Club on the Commission's position

on this issue. The Commission has not issued regulations, or to

the best of our information, ever instituted rule-making

procedures on this specific issue. The Sierra Club believes that

a court may very well make a finding of unconstitutional

vagueness on the issues raised in this matter similar to that in

Tr United States v. Insco.

V. The Reimbursement By The Sierra Club Of The
Administrative Expenses Of SCCOPE Should Not Result In
The Imposition 0f Sanctions Under The Cam~aign-Act

The reimbursement of administrative expenses by the Sierra

Club to SCCOPE has been fully reversed, and respondents contend

that the imposition of civil penalties would not be appropriate

in this matter. This reimbursement was made by a Sierra Club

accountant who had assumed that if the Sierra Club was permitted

to pay for these expenses, the Sierra Club could reimburse SCCOPE

for such expenses. The reimbursement was fully reported to the
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Commission and did not involve any malevolent intent to disobey

federal election laws.

The original disbursements of SCCOPE funds can clearly be

viewed as inadvertent in that the tax-credit status of the funds

was not fully considered when the disbursements were made. In

Advisory Opinion 1979-72, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH)

15456, a separate segregated fund was permitted to receive a

$18,906.54 reimbursement of funds orginally expended because of

an inaccurate interpretation of the Commission's raffle

regulation. The inadvertence of the PAC's expenditure in this

advisory opinion involved a. mistake of law, not a mistake of

fact. The Commission's holding in Advisory Opinion 1979-72

suggests that the reimbursement at issue in this MUR not be made

the basis for the imposition of civil sanctions. The Sierra Club

was attempting to achieve compliance with the Internal Revenue

Code and was not attempting to exchange treasury funds for

voluntary contributions.

The General Counsel states that the reversal of the

reimbursement "is a mitigating factor .*. ._5/ Brief at 20.

However, the General Counsel further stated that the reversal "in

no way negates the § 441b violation." Id. The Sierra Club

respectfully submits that the existence of mitigating circum-

stances goes not only to the question of the size of the

penalties to be imposed but to the question of whether penalties

This inadvertence of the transaction is an additional
mitigating factor.
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should be imposed in the first place. In tUR # 1534, a union had

placed a substantial amount of treasury funds into its PAC

account. Because the union decided to reverse the transaction

and start a new PAC account, the Commission, as reflected in the

analysis of its General Counsel Report, found reason-to-believe

and closed the file.

In MUR # 1401, the Commission found that the 1980 Reagan

Bush Committee had made $322,332.11 in operating expenditures

from its compliance fund. Because a reimbursement of $137,883.67

was made and because the Reagan Bush Committee had paid a

sufficient amount of compliance expenses from its federal fund

accounts, the Commission took no further action in this matter

and closed the file. In HUR # 1613, the Commission took no

further action against a congressional candidate's principal

campaign committee after it had refunded an excessive contri-

bution made by three affiliated state party committees. In

short, the existence of mitigating factors may not negate a

violation but such factors have been considered by the Commission

in determining whether to continue the enforcement process.

The situation at hand is not analogous to the one found in

MUR # 1544. In this MUR, the Signal Companies, Inc., and its PAC

paid a civil penalty of $2,500 in a conciliation agreement

because of the reimbursement of $68,497.53 of PAC administrative

expenses over a five year period. Unlike the facts found in this

MUR, SCCOPE has fully reported the transaction in question, made
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the reimbursement to insure compliance with the Internal Revenue

Code, and has reversed the transaction.

CONCLUSION

We respectfully request the Commission not find probable

casue on the first issue of this matter under review. The

purchase by SCCOPE of goods and services from the Sierra Club

helps the Club to achieve its organizational objectives. In

Advisory Opinion 1984-37, Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH)

q5784, the Federal Election Commission held that a separate

segregated fund could purchase services, in the form of staff

expertise, from its connected organization. Section 441b does

not distinguish between goods and services, and the Commission in

Advisory Opinion 1984-37 has effectively held that a separate

segregated fund and its connected organization may engage in a

vendor-vendee relationship.

The General Counsel's Brief places one issue before the

Commission with respect to SCCOPE's purchase of goods and

services in the 1981-1982 election cycle from the Sierra Club:

whether 2 U.S.C. I 441b sets forth a distinction between the

purchase activities of an SSF and the purchase activities of

other political committees. The statute contains no such

distinction.

The General Counsel's Brief states that the efforts of the

Sierra Club to demonstrate that 2 U.S.C. § 441b does not contain

a before-and-after payment distinction are merely an attempt "to
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mask the illegality of the transaction in question." Brief at

13. The Sierra Club, however, remains of the view that 2 U.s.c.

I 441b does not contain the distinction set forth by the General

Counsel and that this part of HUR # 1586 is without merit.

Sierra Club asks that this second issue be separately considered

by the Commission in its deliberations as to the existence or
absence of probable cause* Should the Commission find probable

cause on the second issue to this MUR, we respectfully request

the Commission take no further action and close the file. The

reimbursement to SCCOPE for administrative expenses was fully

disclosed to the Commission and has been reversed; this

0 reimbursement was not undertaken to exchange treasury funds for

voluntary contributions but to insure compliance with the tax

code.

Respectfully submitted,

H. Richard MayberJr

Jonathan 1, Epstein

LAW OFFICE OF
H. RICHARD MAYBERRY, JR.
Ninth Floor
1667 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
(202) 822-9622
Counsel to the Sierra Club
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MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Stee
General Counsel( l(

SUBJECT: MUR # 1586 (Sierra Club and Sierra Club
Committee on Political Education and
Paul Swatek as treasurer)

Attached for the Commission's review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues
of the above-captioned matter. A copy of this brief and a letter
notifying respondent of the General Counsel's intent to recommend

cc to the Commission a finding of probable cause to believe was
mailed on February 4 , 1985. Following receipt of the
e Respondent's reply to this notice, this Office will make a
further report to the Commission.

Attachments
1. Brief
2. Letter to Respondent
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BEFORE THEEDEA LC, COMMISS ION

In the Matter of )
)

Sierra Club )
Sierra Club Committee ) XUR 1586
on Political Education )
and Paul Swatek )
as treasurer )

GENERAL COUNSEL S BRIEF

I. STATEMhNT OF THE CASE

This matter was generated by the Reports Analysis Division,

(hereinafter ORAD"), after its analysis of the disclosure reports

of the Sierra Club Committee on Political Education (hereinafter

WSCCOPE"). RAD noted during review of several of SCCOPE's

Reports of Receipts and Expenditures that SCCOPE and Sierra Club

(hereinafter all *Respondents") may have commingled treasury and

t'. voluntary funds and also made corporate contributions possibly

0 constituting violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

V 1971, as amended (hereinafter the "Act").

Specifically RAD raised two issues in this matter:

cc 1) By using corporate treasury funds to make contributions

to federal candidates, the Sierra Club and SCCOPE violated 2

U.S.C. S 441b(a).

2) The Sierra Club reimbursed SCCOPE for administrative

expenses paid by SCCOPE and SCCOPE commingled those corporate

fund reimbursements with its voluntary fund in violation of

S 441b.

The Commission, on April 10, 1984, found reason to believe

that Sierra Club and Sierra Club Committee on Political Education
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and its treasurer, Paul Swatek, violated.2 U.S.C. S 44lb(a).

Shortly thereafter the Commission authorized and approved the

sending of letters and interrogatories to the Respondents. On

June 18, 1984, the Office of General Counsel received

Respondents' answer to the interrogatories and a additional

written response with regard to the legal and factual issues in

this matter.

In a letter dated May 4, 1984, and supplemented by letters

dated June 1 and 28, 1984, Respondents requested an

advisory opinion, concerning application of the Act and

Commission regulations to SCCOPE's proposed payment procedures

for in-kind contributions to candidates for Federal office

through the use of Club employees and facilities. The Commission

issued an advisory opinion, AO 1984-24, on July 13, 1984. In
0 AO 1984-24, the Commission concluded that "neither the

Nr reimbursement payment method nor the advance payment method using

an escrow account as described in (the] request is permissible

under the Act.0

On July 31, 1984, the Sierra Club and SCCOPE filed a

complaint in the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia

challenging the Commission's construction and application of

2 U.S.C. S 441b to specific factual situations presented in

MUR 1586 and in AO 1984-24. Plaintiffs also sought to enjoin the

FEC from initiating or continuing any enforcement proceeding

relating to the activities proposed in AO 1984-24. Plaintiffs'

motion for a temporary restraining order and preliminary
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injunction were heard on August 2 and August 8 respectively and a

hearing on the merits was held on August 10. Judge Penn

dismissed the complaint on the grounds of ripeness and failure to

exhaust administrative remedies on August 13, 1984.

On August 20p 1984, the Sierra Club filed its notice of

appeal and on August 23, 1984, moved for expedited action. The

Court of Appeals treated this motion as tantamount to a motion

for summary reversal which the Court granted on September 7,

1984. The Court held that dismissal for failure to request
0 reconsideration of the advisory opinion was contrary to the

Administrative Procedures Act, 5 U.S.C. S 704 and remanded theor
case for further consideration.

3On remand, additional memoranda were filed by the parties

and on November 5, 1984, the District Court granted the

o Commission's motion to dismiss, holding that the Commission's

interpretation of S 441b "is reasonable, and is not arbitrary,

capricious, or manifestly contrary to the statute." The Court

also found that AO 1984-24 does not violate the First Amendment.

II. FACTUAL ANALYSIS

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions

to federal candidates

The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day

Pre-General, 30 Day Post-General, and Year End Reports filed by

SCCOPE disclosed thirty-four (34) payments to its connected

organization, the Sierra Club, totalling $72,445.46. The
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transactions were disclosed as reimbursements for activities

conducted on behalf of federal candidates involved in the 1982

primary and general elections.

On March 9, 1983, the Reports Analysis Division sent

Requests for Additional Information (ORFAXs*) advising SCCOPU

that contributions by corporations are prohibited under the Act.

The notice further advised SCCOPZ to disclose any debts to its

connected organization that were outstanding for a period of

sixty (60) days or more, or in an amount that exceeded $500.

Counsel for SCCOPE telephoned on March 17, 1983, to make

arrangements for a conference call that afternoon between the

political director of the Sierra Club, the treasurer of SCCOPE,

and representatives of the Reports Analysis Division. During the

conference call, SCCOPE representatives explained that the

reimbursements to the Sierra Club were for such things as mailing

labels, staff salaries, and travel expenses. A RAD Analyst

C explained that such activity might result in prohibited in-kind

contributions. The treasurer was advised to explain the matters
in detail.

A response received on March 24, 1983, stated that attempts

were made to ensure that all expenses associated with the goods

and services (which, it was argued, could only be provided by the

Sierra Club) were paid by the separate segregated fund, SCCOPE.

The response cited 11 C.F.R. SS 100.7(a)(1)(iii) and 114.9 and

Advisory Opinion 1982-63, and provided examples of the procedures

utilized by SCCOPE to repay the connected organization. SCCOPE
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argued that the "normal and usual charge" was assessed for the

goods and services provided by the Sierra Club, and that SCCOPI0s

staff and volunteers were directed to give SCCOPU 'prompt reports

on any use of Sierra Club resources." The response also

maintained that SCCOPE reimbursements were given "priority for

immediate payment.'

Amended. Reports for the 1982 October Monthly, 1982

Pre-General Election, 1982 Post General Election and 1983 Year

End, listing additional information, were also submitted with the

March 24, 1983, response. Among other things the amended reports

indicated the type of expenses incurred by the Sierra Club and/or

individuals on behalf of SCCOPE. For example, SCCOPE reimbursed

the expenses of Sierra Club and individuals for travel, salaries,

postage, lables, printing, telephones etc.

In addition to the $72,445.46 in reimbursements made by

SCCOPE for expenditures by the Sierra Club, SCCOPE's reports

during the period from September 1 through December 31, 1982,

show additional reimbursements by SCCOPE to individuals and

Sierra Club Chapters of $32,342.91.1/ These reimbursements were

V This figure does not Include two transactions, one for $70
to Westchester-Putnam and the other for $250 to J. Spratt.
Respondents in answer to the interrogatories noted that these two
transactions were not reimbursements by SCCOPE. Respondents
indicated that Westchester-Putnam is a hotel to which an
expenditure was made and that J. Spratt was a federal candidate
from South Carolina who received a direct contribution.



-06-

for campaign related expenditures. This amount includes a total

of $1,939.45 In reimbursements made to three Sierra Club

Chapters. (Loma-Prieta Chapter, Angeles Chapter and the

Connecticut Chapter). The other reimbursements vere made to

individuals In 23 states and the District of Columbia who were

reported to have advanced services to candidates on behalf of

SCCOPZ.

Respondents' answers to the Interrogatories described the

nature and relationship of the local chapters to the national

Sierra Club organization. Respondents indicated in their

answers that each Sierra Club chapter is a subdivision of the

Sierra Club Corporation. Financial dealings between the national

organization and its chapters are determined by policies set by

the Board of Directors and not the Articles of Incorporation

and/or By-laws. Local chapters are funded by a dues subvention

system that allocates through a formula which takes into account

membership of the chapter, geographic area covered and other

factors. Additional funds may be raised under the guidelines and

regulations set by the National Board of Directors. From time to

time the national office may make grants to local chapters on a

case by case basis. Dues from local chapter memberships accrue

directly to the national organization. According to the

response, generally, chapters do not otherwise fund national

activities.
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In short, Respondents state that =Sierra Club does not

contest its control over its chapters....Furthermore, all chapter

endorsements in federal races must be approved by the national

SCCOPE Committee."

With regard to Commission interrogatories directed at SCCOPE

reimbursements to invididuals, Sierra Club and SCCOPE stated that

"the originai sources of funding used to pay for the goods and

services purchased by the individuals listed in Part B were the

personal assets of these individuals or SCCOPE advances and did

not involve corporate sources of funding," As to the original

sources of chapter payments, Respondents state that these were

made from Sierra Club (treasury money) funds. According to the

SCCOPE response, all of the individuals and chapters were acting

on SCCOPE's behalf.

2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Funds

SCCOPE's 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report disclosed

a $14,500.79 receipt from the Sierra Club on November 2, 1982.

The supporting receipt schedule explained that the transaction

constituted a "refund for SCCOPE administrative, political

education, and fundraising expenses in the period January-May

1982."

An RFAI was sent to SCCOPE On March 9', 1983, regarding the

receipt of apparent prohibited funds. The notice advised SCCOPE

that a sponsoring organization may pay for the administrative

expenses of running its separate segregated fund, but that

voluntary funds may not be commingled with prohibited funds.
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SCCOPE responded to the letter on March 24, 1983, by

explaining that in 1982 it established two separate bank accounts

-- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund. The Campaign Fund is used

to make contributions to federal candidates, and the General Fund

is used to pay for =non-partisan administrative, fundraising and

educational expenses. The response explained that the separate

accounts were established to maintain distinctions between

certain activities, as required by the Internal Revenue Service,

so that contributors could utilize the federal income tax credit

for political contributions.

In October of 1982, SCCOPE determined that the Campaign Fund

had inadvertantly paid $14,500.79 towards administrative,

fundraising and educational expenses. SCCOPE states that in

order "to protect the tax credit of SCCOPE donors, = the Sierra

Club reimbursed the Campaign Fund for these expenses. After

being notified of a possible violation by RAD, SCCOPE's treasurer

directed that the $14,500.79 payment by the Sierra Club be

refunded. The refund was made "from the funds in the SCCOPE

General Fund." SCCOPE's 1983 April Monthly Report disclosed the

$14,500.79 refund to the Sierra Club. The supporting schedule B

noted that =[tjhis refunds a payment made by the Sierra Club to

SCCOPE on 11/2/82 as a 'refund for SCCOPE administrative,

political education and fundraising expenses in the period

January - May 1982'.0

Though SCCOPE reimbursed Sierra Club from its General fund

instead of from the Campaign fund, in the response attached to

the answers to the interrogatories, Respondents stated that both

the General Fund and Campaign Fund contain [only) monies
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subject to the prohibitions and limitations of the Act.

Respondents stated further that [slince the two accounts ..

contained hard dollars, they should be considered a single

account for Campaign Act purposes, and are so reported on SCCOPS

FEC reports. = Respondents again explained that the purpose of

having two funds was solely for tax considerations. Respondents

claim that there was no intent to violate the law and that there

has been no reoccurrence of this type of reimbursement.

III LBGL ANALYSIS

A) The Scope of 2 U.S.C. S 441b

2 U.S.c. S 441b(a) expressly prohibits corporate

contributions or expenditures in connection with federal

elections. See also 11 C.F.R. S 114.2(b). Similarly, 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) prohibits the acceptance of such prohibited

C contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2) elaborates and underscores

the restrictive meaning of the term contribution or expenditure

stating:

(2) for purposes of this section... the term "contribution
or expenditure" shall include any direct or indirect
payment, distribution, loan, advance, deposit, or gift
of money, or any services, or anything of value.., to
any candidate, political party or organization, in
connection with any of the offices referred to in this
section... (emphasis added). See also 11 C.F.R.
S 114.1(a)(1).

While 2 U.S.C. S 441b expressly forbids corporate

contributions and the acceptance of such corporate contributions

in connection with a federal election it does provide for an

exception to this broad prohibition. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b) (2) (C)

provides an exemption for corporate funds used in the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions
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to a separate segregated fund of the corporation. These monies

are not considered contributions or expenditures under 
the Act.

11 C.F.R. S 114.l(a)(2)(iii). However, this exemption for

establishment, administration and solicitation costs may not be

used as a means to exchange treasury monies for voluntary

contributions to a separate segregated fund. 11 C.F.R.

S 114.5(b).

Therefore, except for specific enumerated activities, the

Act requires that a corporation or labor organization direct and

finance its political activities solely through the use of

voluntary contributions in its separate segregated fund and not

through the use of general treasury funds.

3The Act at 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2) allows a corporation or

labor union to establish a "separate segregated fund" for

political purposes. The Supreme Court in Pipefitters v. United

N" States (Pipefitters), 407 U.S. 385 (1972) has interpreted the

term "separate segregated fund" as requiring a strict segregation

Sof political funds from treasury funds. The Court construed the

terms "separate" and "segregated" when referring to a union's

control of its political fund, stating that sa fund must be

separate from the sponsoring union only in the sense that there

must be strict segregation of its monies from union dues and

assessments." 407 U.S. at 414 (emphasis added) This same

requirement of segregation of voluntary funds from treasury funds

applies to corporations as well' as unions.



In discussing the issue of repayment of a loan to a

political fund, the Court in American Federation of Labor and

Congress of Industrial Organization v. FEC (AFL-CIO), 628 F.2d 97

(D.C. Cir. 1979), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982 (1980), upheld the

finding of a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b and agreed with the

lower court that the requirement for a political fund to be

separate and segregated from treasury funds means that no part of

the monies of a political fund may be commingled even temporarily

with dues (or in this case corporate monies).

CO The long statutory history of 2 U.S.C. S44lb clearly reveals
N**
or the strong policy considerations at the base of the "separate"

-.'I and "segregated" rule. That history reflects the following:

71.a) a concern that corporate treasuries would be diverted

Poe, for political purposes and the resultant effect of that

C aggregated wealth on the political process;

b) a concern for dissenting members or stockholders;

c) a concern that unrestricted reimbursements would

commingle and intertwine funds so as to obscure their

sources; and

d) the potential for using reimbursement as a guise to get

excess treasury funds into the political fund.

These concerns represent some of the underlying reasons

behind the strong statutory prohibition on strict segregation of

treasury and political funds. Indeed, as noted by the Court, in

Federal Election Commission v. National Right to Work Committee,
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tal..u.S. , 103 S. Ct. 552 (1982) at 560 [tjhe

statute reflects a legislative judgement that the special

characteristics of the corporate structure require particularly

careful regulation."

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to

federal candidates

The issue raised by this matter, is whether or not the

Sierra Club and SCCOPE made corporate in-kind contributions when

they allowed Sierra Club treasury funds, to be used initially, to

provide goods (e.g. mailing, labels, postage etc.) and services

(e.g. travel expenses, staff salaries, etc.) in connection with

SCCOPE's support of 128 federal candidates. The Commisison found

2 reason to believe a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) had occurred,

based on the fact that general treasury funds (Sierra Club) and

not the monies of the separate segregated fund (SCCOPE) were

initially disbursed to pay for the provision of goods and

services in direct support of federal candidates. Thus, the

expenditures of Sierra Club treasury funds with the requisite

effect of making a corporate in-kind contribution to the federal

candidates, falls squarely within the parameters of the 2 U.S.C.

S 441b prohibition.

In their response, Respondents make basically two arguments

for the legality of SCCOPE reimbursements to the Sierra Club for

the purchase of campaign related goods and services. First,

Respondents contend that in providing goods and services, the

relationship between SCCOPE and Sierra Club should be viewed as
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that of a vendor-vendee. Respondent's second argument is that 11

C.F.R. S 114.9(c) and (d) expressly permit a separate segregated

fund to purchase the use of facilities from its connected

organization.

With regard to the first argument, Respondents state that

the Act does not require that a vendor be independent from a

vendee. According to Respondents, the pivotal issue is not the

interrelationship between "vendor-vendee but market prices.*

Respondents cite the Commission's concern with the difficulty in

ascertaining the fair market value pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S

100.7(a)(1)(iii)(B) as the cause of the Commission's

determination of illegality. Respondents seek to further

buttress their position that an arms length relationship need not

exist by reliance on 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b)(2) which allows a

separate segregated fund to purchase goods or services from its

connected organization if a fundraising device is used.

Consequently, Respondents state that the Commissin's position

that such transactions are illegal is "plainly erroneous.0

The contentions of Respondents misconstrue the history of

441b, the Act, Commission Regulations and the Commission's

interpretation and position on these issues. In so doing,

Respondents merely seek to broaden the exception to mask the

illegality of the transaction in question. It is the view of the

Commission that such a position is untenable and inconsistent

with the Act.
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The rationale that a vendor-vendee relationship exists

between a separate segregated fund and Its. connected organization

is not supported by the Act nor judicial and Comission

interpretation, and the Commission has rejected such reasoning in

the past. It has been noted, supra, that a separate segregated

fund is only a separate account of the corporation or union,

consisting solely of voluntary contributions, through which a

corporation or union finances certain political activity which it

cannot finance with general treasury funds. Pigefitters at 414.

The interdependent relationship between a separate

segregated fund and its connected organization is specifically

addressed by Commission regulations at Part 114. It is accepted,

that a separate segregated fund need not be formally or

functionally independent of its connected organization's control.

Accordingly, Commission regulations specifically give a connected

organization the right to control its separate segregated fund.

See 11 .C.F.R S 114.5(d). Additionally, the separate segregated

fund is required to include the name of its connected

organization in the name of the separate segregated fund. See 2

U.S.C. S 432(e)(5) and 11 C.F.R. S 102.14(c).

Respondents belief that the pivotal issue is market prices

according to 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a)(1)(iii)(B) is incorrect. The

nature of the two parties involved in a transaction is a major

point in determining which sections of the Act are controlling on

any given transaction. Here, due to the nature of the parties as

a separate segregated fund and a connected organization, 2 U.S.C.



S441b and 11 CF.R. S 114 govern the activities in question. in

this case, Respondents' market price analysis of the issue with

regard to the usual and normal charge for goods in the market,

would only be relevant if the separate segregated fund had made a

advance payment to the connected organization for goods and

services. The use of usual and normal charge of goods and

services in the market, is necessary to prevent the making of a

corporate contribution when goods and services are sold by the

vendor at less than the usual and normal charge in the market

place. Additionally, Respondents misconstrue the import of 11

C.F.R. S 114.5(b)(2). 11 C.F.R. 114.5(b) (2) limits the ability

0

-,Nv solicitation costs.

ON While Respondents cite 11 COF.R. S 114.5(b) (2) for the

tp proposition that a separate segregated fund can reimburse its

C connected organization, there a crucial difference between the

activities covered by that section and Respondents' transactions

cited herein. The payments by SCCOPE to Sierra Club were for

CC activities that are prohibited by the Act because they fall

outside of the exemption for administrative and solicitation

costs.

Respondents rely in the second argument on 11 C.F.R.

S 114.9(c) & (d) for permitting a separate segregated to make

payments to connected organization for campaign related activity.

According to Respondents such activity is permissible so long as

the connected organization is reimbursed within a commercially

reasonable amount of time and at the normal and usual charge.

Respondent reads any person at 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(c) to include a
separate segregated fund and cites to AO 1979-52 in support. 11



S S
C.F.R. S 114.9(c) & (d), however, in no way relates to the

transactions involving a separate segregated fund and its

connected organization. Therefore, Respondents reliance on these

provisions is misplaced.

First, 11 C.F.R. S 114.9 covers only the use of corporate or

labor facilities. It does not cover compensated services of

corporate employees.2/ Second, 11 C.F.R. S 114.9 was intended to

deal with two situations related to the use of corporate

facilities by persons other than a separate segregated fund.

The Commission has had occasions to address proposals

involving transactions between a corporation and its separate

segregated fund. In A.O. 1984-242/, the Commission discussed at

length the meaning and import of 11 C.F.R. S 114.9. In A.O.

1984-24, the Commission notes that S 114.9 "was not intended to
0 apply to permissible corporate disbursements of treasury funds or

to disbursements by a corporation's separate, segregated funds

because such activities are covered in other sections of Part

114." Prior to AO 1984-24, the Commission noted in its

Explanation and Justification of the Regulations, that 11 C.F.R.

S 114.9 was generally intended to provide an exemption for

volunteer activity and the isolated or incidental use of

corporate facilities by a corporation's employees and

stockholders. This point of view was again highlighted in AO

1984-24 when the Commission stated:

2/ Here, SCCOPE purchased both goods and services from the
Sierra Club or its local chapters.

3/. Both Sierra.Club and SCCOPE were requestors in this advisoryinion after this enforcement action had begun.
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This section applies only to the use of corporate facilities
by stockholders and employees engaged in Individual
volunteer activity and by persons, other than stockholders
and employees such as candidates and their committees for
activity in connection with a Federal election. It does not
purport to apply to the use of corporate facilities in
connection with a Federal election by corporate employees
who are being compensated for rendering their services to a
Federal candidate.

In the Commission's view, the initial disbursement of

corporate treasury monies is a loan, advance, or something of

value to both the candidate and the corporation's separate

segregated fund. Such a transaction Is violative of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b and results in a prohibited corporate contribution or
expenditure. Accord AO 1984-37.

Cr
Furthermore, after failing to convince the Commission of the

alegality of Respondents' activities in both the enforcement

to. action and AO 1984-24, Respondents filed a complaint in U.S.

e District Court for the District of Columbia challenging and

enjoining the Commission's construction and application of 2

U.S.C. S 441b to the factual situations presented in this matter

(MUR 1586 and in AO 1984-24). On October 31, 1984, the Court

granted the Commission's motion to dismiss, and held as noted,

supra, in its memorandum that the Commission's interpretation of

2 U.S.C. S 441b "is reasonable, and is not arbitrary,

capricious, or manifestly contrary to the statute." The Court

also found that AO 1984-24 did not violate the First Amendment.

Sierra Club et. al.. v. Federal Election Commission, 84 Civ. 2354

(D.D.C. Nov 5, 1984).



Therefore, to otherwise accept Respondent's arguments would

be to ignore the legislative history, the judicial history and

the underlying concerns at the base of the 441b prohibition. To

allow the wealth of the corporation to be diverted to the

political process even temporarily is clearly prohibited and

subject to abuse. AFL-CIO, supra. In fact, this matter

epitomizes the danger involved when you look at the large sums of

money being initially disbursed from the corporate treasury on'

behalf of the separate segregated fund in support of federal

candidates.

In short, the Commission rejects any proposition that would

have the effect of expanding the exception and effectively

negating the general rule on corporate activity with regard to

federal elections. Here, The Sierra Club and three local'

CS, chapters disbursed a total of $74,384.91 in treasury funds to pay

employees and/or others for political goods and services rendered

to a Federal candidate on behalf of SCCOPE and for the use of

Sierra Club facilities in rendering those services on behalf of

SCCOPE which resulted in a corporate contribution or expenditure

in violation of the Act.±/ Therefore, The Sierra Club and SCCOPE

transactions

4/ The $30,403.46 in reimbursements to individuals did not
involve corporate funds but SCCOPE advances or the advances of
the personal funds of the individual.
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fall squarely within the prohibition of 2 U.S.C. I 441b.

Consequently, the Office of General Counsel recommends the

Commission find probable cause to believe a violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b has occurred.

2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Dollars

As noted above, Sierra Club made a $14,500.79 payment to

SCCOPE for administrative, political education, and fundraising

expenses incurred by SCCOPE during January-May 1982. 2 U.S.Co

S 441b(b)(2)(C) provides for an exception, when corporate funds

are used in the establishment, administration, and solicitation

of contributions to the separate segregated fund of the

corproation. However, the exemption may not be used as a means

to exchange treasury funds for voluntary contributions to a

separate segregated fund. 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b). Therefore, the

C payment of $14,500.79 to SCCOPE by the Sierra Club is also a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by the Sierra Club and SCCOPE.

C While it was permissible for the Sierra Club to pay for the

administrative and solicitation expenses of SCCOPE (2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b) (2) (C)), at the time these events occurred, it had to do

so directly.A/ The Commission has on occasion allowed a

connected organization to reimburse its separate segregated fund

for administrative expenses. However, each of these factual

A/ The Commission's Regulations at S 114.5(b)(3), as recently
amended, provide that a separate segregated fund may be
reimbursed by its sponsor for those costs that it paid which may
have originally been paid by the sponsor provided that any such
reimbursement is made within 30 days from the time that the
expense was paid by the separate segregated fund. However, this
Regulation had not been promulgated at the time that the
transactions in this case occurred.
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situations involved -

1) an isolated act not a continuous.course of conducti

2) a mistake of fact or inadvertencel and,

3) a reimbursement made within a reasonable time.

See AOs 1982-42, 1979-72, 1979-33 and AOR 1976-111.

Sierra Club made the $14,500.79 reimbursement in November

1982 in payment for administrative expenses incurred from January

through May 1982. The Sierra Club $14,500.79 reimbursement did

not fall within the parameters of the limited exceptions.

Respondents make no claim that the reimbursement of

administrative expenses fall within the boundaries of these

limited exceptions. Respondents have never cited inadvertence or

mistake as the reason for the reimbursement. The reimbursement

was not made in a reasonable time and the administrative expenses

were incurred over a long period of time.

Though SCCOPE refunded the reimbursement made by Sierra Club

to the SCCOPE Campaign fund from its General fund, SCCOPE does

not now retain any corporate monies from Sierra Club since the

General Fund contains only monies subject to the prohibitions and

limitations of the Act. It is a separation made solely for tax

purposes. The refund is amitigating factor and in no way

negates the 441b violation. Therefore, the Office of General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find probable cause to

believe a S 441b violation has occurred.
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IV GENERAL COUNSEL'S REOONNENDATION

1. Find probable cause to believe the Sierra Club and the

Sierra Club Committee on Political Education, and Paul Swatek, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441b(a).

Date Cs N. Steele
General Counsel

00

cr
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 4, 1985

H. Richard Mayberry, Jr., Esquire
1667 K Street, N.W.
Ninth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1586
Sierra Club; Sierra Club
Committee on Political
Education and Paul Swatek as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, and information
supplied by your clients the Federal Election Commission, on
April 10, 1984, found reason to believe that your clients, Sierra
Club and Sierra Club Committee on Political Education,
Paul Swatek as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), and
instituted an investigation in this matter.

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

Ca violation has occurred.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of
the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies if
possible) stating your position on the issues and replying to the
brief of the General Counsel. (Three copies of such brief should
also be forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.)
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may submit
will be considered by the Commission before proceeding to a vote
of probable cause to believe a violation has occurred.
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If you are unable to file a responsive brief within 15 days,
you may submit a written request to the Commission for an
extension of time in which to file a brief. The Commission will
not grant any extensions beyond 20 days.

A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the
Office of General Counsel attempt for a period of not less than
thirty, but not more than ninety, days to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Deborah Curry,
the attorney assigned to handle this mattep, a (202) 523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY C. RANSOM/t

NOVEMBER 28, 1984

MUR 1586 - Comprehensive Investigative
Report *1 signed November 21, 1984

The above-captioned matter was circulated to the

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

November 26, 1984.

There were no objections to the Comprehensive

Investigative Report at the time of the deadline.

0
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In the Matter ) F. :l3
)

Sierra Club ) MR 1586
Sierra Club Committee on )

Political Education and )
Paul Swatek, as treasurer )

COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #1

BACKGROUND

This matter was generated by the Reports Analysis Division

(hereinafter ORADO) , after its analysis of the disclosure reports

of the Sierra Club Committee on Political Education (hereinafter

CA "SCCOPE"). RAD noted during review of several of SCCOPE's

W Reports of Receipts and Expenditures that SCCOPE and Sierra Club

\(hereinafter all "Respondents*) had commingled itreasury and

kvoluntary funds and also made corporate contributions possibly

constituting violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
0

1971, as amended (hereinafter the "Act").

On April 10, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

Sierra Club and the Sierra Club Committee on Political Education

Cand its treasurer, Paul Swatek, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). The

Commission authorized and approved the sending of letters and

interrogatories shortly thereafter to the Respondents. The

Respondents requested and were granted an extension of time to

answer the interrogatories. On June 18, 1984, the Office of

General Counsel received Respondents' answers to the

interrogatories and an additional written response to the legal

and factual issues in this matter.
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SCCOPE, in its reports filed w tb , Commissin diooned

Payments to its connected ortart to*teSer lb h

transactions were disclosed as 8r*iu6nt for activities

conducted on behalf of federal' .andida.os. C'OPZ also disclosed

payments to local chapters of the Sierra Club and to individuals

which were disclosed as reimbursements for activities conducted

on behalf of federal candidates.

Respondents' answers to the interrogatories described the

nature- and relationship of the local chapters to the national

Sierra Club organization. Respondents indicated in their answers

that each Sierra Club chapter is a subdivision of the Sierra Club

corporation. Financial dealings between the national

organization and its chapters are determined by policies set by

o the Board of Directors and not the Articles of Incorporation

qT and/or By-laws. Local chapters are funded by a dues subvention

C system that allocates by a formula that takes into account

membership of the chapter, geographic area covered, and other

factors. Additional funds may be raised under guidelines and

regulations set by the national Board of Directors. From time to

time the national office may make grants to local chapters on a

case-by-case basis. Dues from local chapter memberships accrue

directly to the national office.

In short, Respondents state that "Sierra Club does not

contest its control over its chapters. .. . Furthermore, all
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chapter endorsements L ff.4wa1 rases sust be approved by th! j

national SCCOPB Committee..

With regard to Commission interrogatorLes directed at SCCOPI

reimbursements to individuals, Sierra Club and SCCOPE state that

"the original funding used to pay for the goods and services

purchased by the individuals listed were the personal assets of

those individuals or SCCOPE advances and did not involve

corporate sources of funding." As to the original sources of

chapter payments, Respondents state that these were made from

corporate funds. According to the SCCOPE response, all of the

Oindividuals and chapters were acting on SCCOPE's behalf.

Therefore, the Sierra Club and three local chapters (Loma-

Prieta, Angeles and Connecticut)_/ disbursed a total of

$74,384.91 in treasury funds for political services rendered on

behalf of SCCOPE and for the use of Sierra Club facilities in

rendering those services on behalf of SCCOPE.

COMMINGLING OF TREASURY AND VOLUNTARY FUNDS

SCCOPE, in its 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report,

cc disclosed receiving $14,500.79 from the Sierra Club. It was

explained that SCCOPE had paid $14,500.79 for administrative,

political education, and fundraising expenses which could have

directly been paid for by Sierra Club. The Sierra Club then

reimbursed SCCOPE and the money was deposited in SCCOPE's

Respondents indicated in the answers to the interrogatories
that Westchester-Putnam, noted by us as a Sierra Club
chapter, is a hotel. Therefore, the total amount in
question is reduced by $250.

l/
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- rrCampaign. PO* . fter be~ng notifie.1d. t po"sible V40 Ati.9h

RA D, SCCOPE attempted t6cortect the iolatt4 'by *0 ng the,

$14,500.79 back to the Sierra-Clab. The relfd " m&

BCCOP's General Fund, instead of from the b* a

According to Respondents' answer to the int*errogatorles,

both the General Fund and the Campaign Fund "contain [only]l.-

monies subject to the prohibitions and limitations of the Act.'

Respondents state further that "[sjince the two accounts . .

contained hard dollars, they should be considered a single

account for Campaign Act purposes, and are so reported on SCCOPE

FEC reports." Respondents explain that the purpose of having two

funds is solely for tax considerations. Respondents claim that

there was no intent to violate the law and that there has been no

reoccurrence of this type of reimbursement.

OTHER DEVELOPMENTS

In a letter dated May 4, 1984, and supplemented by letters

dated June 1 and 28, 1984, Respondents requested an

%M advisory opinion, concerning application of the Act and

Cr Commission regulations to SCCOPE's proposed payment procedures

for in-kind contributions to candidates for Federal office

through the use of Club employees and facilities. The Commission

issued an advisory opinion, A.O. 1984-24, on July 13, 1984. In

A.O. 1984-24, the Commission concluded that "neither the

reimbursement payment method nor the advance payment method using

an escrow account as described in [the] request is permissible

under the Act."



On July 31, 1984, the S~# Club -and CO
complaint in the U.S. District court for the Diistrt.. mb

challenging the Commission's ons0truotion and, applioaoof

2 U.S.C. S 441b to specific factual situations prised1ed iEn .

MUR 1586 and in PrC Advisory Opinion 1984-24. P,1intiffs,-alo

sought to enjoin the FEC from initiating or continuing any

enforcement proceeding relating to the activities proposed in

A.O. 1984-24. Plaintiffs' notion for a temporary restraining

order and preliminary injunction were heard on August 2 and

August 8 respectively and a hearing on the merits was held on

August 10. Judge Penn dismissed the complaint on the grounds of

ripeness and failure to exhaust administrative remedies on

August 13, 1984.

On August 20, 1984, the Sierra Club filed its notice of

appeal and on August 23, 1984, moved for expedited action. The

Court of Appeals treated this motion as tantamount to a motion

for summary reversal which the Court granted on September 7,

1984. The Court held that dismissal for failure to request

reconsideration of the advisory opinion was contrary to the

Administrative Procedures Act, 5 U.S.C. S 704 and remanded the

case for further consideration.

On remand, additional memoranda were filed by the parties

and on November 5, 1984, the District Court granted the

Commission's motion to dismiss, holding that the Commission's

interpretation of S 441b *is reasonable, and is not arbitrary,

capricious, or manifestly contrary to the statute.' The Court
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44"

alo :ound that A.O. 19844.I do ts not vi6late the First
A nidnt.

After the Court's decision, Respondents' counsel called the

staff member assigned to this case stating his desire to discuss

the parameters of possible settlesent of the matter. On

November 16, 1984, staff members met with Respondents' counsel

and discussed the conciliation process. Counsel indicated that

the Sierra Club's Executive Board is meeting during the weekend

of December 1 and 2, 1984. At that time, the Executive Board

will discuss possible settlement of the case through pre-probable

cause conciliation. Counsel indicated that he would call and

inform the Office of General Counsel staff of the Board's

determination on December 3, 1984.

As soon as the Office of General Counsel hears from the

Respondents, we will either circulate a request for pre-probable

cause conciliation to the Commission or circulate to the

Commission and Respondents a brief stating the position of the

General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
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August 7, 1984

Lisa Kline, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Seventh Floor
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1586

Dear Ms. Kline:

I hereby waive under FECA the confidentiality of
Matter Under Review 1586.

YI~l0LLL& IoL 1, 3UJ

Conservation Director
Sierra Club

Assistant Treasurer,
SCCOPE
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July 3, 1983

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

Re: Matter Under Review # 1586
Change of Counsel's Address

Dear Mr. Steele:

Please take note that effective on July 2, 1984, I
have moved my law firm to the Ninth Floor, 1667 K Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006. My telephone number
remains the same at (202) 822-9622.

Sincerely,

H. Richard Mayberry, Jr.

HRM:mhm
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June 18, 1984

VIA COURIER 1j

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

Re: Matter Under Review 1586

Dear Mr. Steele:

On behalf of the Sierra Club, the Sierra Club Committee on

Political Education ("SCCOPE"), and Paul Swatek, former SCCOPE

treasurer, we submit this letter with information relevant to the

Commission's consideration of this matter. You will find

enclosed the response of the Sierra Club and SCCOPE to the

Commission' s interrogatories.

SCCOPE Payment To The Sierra Club
For Purchase Of Campaign

Related Services And Materials

The General Counsel's Report for MUR # 1586 at pages 5

through 9 has characterized SCCOPE's purchase of goods and

services from the Sierra Club as an illegal corporate contri-

bution. The General Counsel's Report contends that the Sierra



Charles N. Steele*squire
June 18, 1984
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Club and SCCOPE are not independent persons and that consequently

the Sierra Club and SCCOPE may not engage in a vendor-vendee

relationship. it is further argued that a separate segregated

fund may not avail itself of 11 C.F.R. if 114.9(c) and (d) in the

use of the facilities of its connected organization.

The contention that a separate segregated fund may not

purchase goods and services from its connected organization under

the Campaign Act is plainly erroneous. The Campaign Act does not

require that a vendor be independent from a vendee; the Act

instead focuses on insuring that a fair market value has been

paid for any goods or services purchased by a political committee

and that the payment terms are commercially reasonable. The

determination of fair market value is not dependent on the rela-

tionship between the vendor and vendee but market prices. Thus,

the usual and normal charge "for goods means the price of those

goods in the market from which they ordinarily would have been

purchased at the time of the contribution." 11 C.F.R.

§ 100.7(a)(1)(iii)(B) (emphasis supplied). The General Counsel's

Report and other Commission pleadings do not allege that SCCOPE

purchased goods or services below the market price. Instead, the

concern appears to be with the difficulty in ascertaining fair

market value in a situation in which the goods and services have

unique qualities. However, the difficulty in such an evaluation

does not provide a rational basis for prohibiting the transac-

tion.
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In its regulations and advisory opinions, the Commission

itself has recognized an arms-length relationship need not exist

between a political committee and those from whom the political

committee purchases goods and services. For example, pursuant to

11 C.F.R. § I14.5(b)(2), a separate segregated fund is permitted

to purchase goods and services from its sponsor in connection

with dances, parties, and other types of entertainment which are

used as fundraising devices.

Contrary to the position expressed in the General

Counsel's Report, 11 C.F.R. I§ 114.9(c) and (d) expressly permit

a separate segregated fund to purchase the use of facilities from

its connected organization. Section 114.9(c) provides:

Anyperson who uses the facilities
of a corporation or labor organization
to produce materials in connection
with a Federal election is required to

Creimburse the corporation or labor
organization within a commercially
reasonable time for the normal and
usual charge for producing such mater-
ials in the commercial market.

(emphasis added.)

The term "person" is defined to include:

Aln individual, partnership, committee,
association, corporation, labor organiza-
tion, and any other organization, or group
of persons, but does not include the
Federal government or any authority of the
Federal government.

11 C.F.R. § 100.10 (emphasis added). Thus, a separate segregated

fund is clearly a person within the meaning of 11 C.F.R. § 100.10

and represents one type of entity permitted to use corporate

facilities pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §1 114.9(c) and (d).
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Unable to support its contention on the face of the regu-

lations, the General Counsel's Report at page 7 turns to regula-

tory intent and states that "it is clear that I 114.9(c) and (d)

was not intended to apply to the relationship between a corpora-

tion and its separate segregated fund." The General Counsel's

Report further states that 1 114.9 "was generally intended to

provide an exemption for volunteer activity and the isolated or

incidental use of corporate facilities by a corporation's employ-

ees and stockholders." While the Commission's Justification and

Explanation limits application of 11 C.F.R. if 114.9(a) and (b)

to employees and stockholders, it also makes clear that 11 C.F.R.

1 114.9(c), (d), and (e) were meant to permit persons as defined

7 in 11 C.F.R. 100.10 to use corporate facilities. Accordingly,

the Commission's own explanation of this regulation refers to

persons other than volunteer corporate employees and does not in

any way attempt to limit the frequency of the permissible use of

corporate facilities due to the degree of independence in the

(vendor-vendee relationship. Thus, in Advisory Opinion 1979-52,

Fed. Elec. Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) q 5437, a candidate for federal

office who was the sole owner of a corporation was permitted to

follow the advance payment procedure of 11 C.F.R. § 114.9(e)

despite the inherent absence of an arms-length relationship

between the candidate-owner and his corporation.

Other advisory opinions issued by the Federal Election

Commission also permit the use of corporate facilities even
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though there exists an intimate relationship between the corpo-

rate vendor and the vendee political committee. In Advisory

Opinion 1982-63, Fed. Elec. CaMp. Fin. Guide (CCH) q 5704, a

nonconnected political committee founded by several partners of a

law firm was allowed to use the facilities of the law firm.

Although there was not an arms-length relationship between the

law firm and the PAC and even though the law firm partnership

included several professional corporations, the PAC was allowed

to purchase administrative services from the partnership as long

as the usual and normal charges were paid. See also Advisory

Opinion 1984-12 (May 31, 1984) (nonconnected PAC founded by

members of the Board of Directors of a corporation may purchase

membership mailing list of the corporation at fair market value).

The General Counsel's Report at page 7 sets forth the

proposition that a PAC's purchase of goods and services from its

connected organization with payment made in accordance with

commercial practices is susceptible to abuse and would create a

"loophole" permitting "unlimited political expenditures." A

PAC's nonpayment of its financial obligations in such a trans-

action with its connected organization has been and will continue

to constitute a violation of the Campaign Act. A similar

potential for abuse lies with a PAC's over-extension of credit

with numerous third party vendors of goods and services. In

fact, the potential for violating the Campaign Act is present in

all PAC financial activities but does not provide a solid reason
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for prohibiting such activities. The substantial existing

sanctions in the Campaign Act are sufficient to deter such abuse.

In summary, there is no provision in 2 U.S.C. § 441b or 11

C.F.R. J 114 or a public policy rationale which requires that a

corporate or union vendor be independent from a vendee political

committee.

For these reasons, we believe the General Counsel should

recommend that there is not probable cause to believe the

Respondents have violated § 441b of the Campaign Act.

Sierra Club Reimbursement of Administrative Expenses

t ?The Federal Election Commission made a reason-to-believe

3finding that a reimbursement to the SCCOPE Campaign Fund by the

Pr "Sierra Club for expenses that could have been initially paid for

by the Sierra Club but were instead paid for by SCCOPE consti-

VT tuted a commingling of treasury and voluntary dollars in vio-

lation of 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a). SCCOPE reimbursed the Sierra Club

from its General Fund. The General Fund, as well as the Campaign

Fund, are hard dollar funds which only contain monies subject to

t1e prohibitions and limitations of the Campaign Act. Since the

two accounts both only contained hard dollars, they should be

considered a single account for Campaign Act purposes, and are so

reported on SCCOPE FEC Reports. Consequently, SCCOPE does not

currently retain any corporate funds from the challenged

transaction. The purpose of having two hard dollar funds relates

solely to tax considerations.
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Currently, a timely corporate reimbursement of a separate

segregated fund for administrative and fundraising expenses is

lawful. In the instant matter, the reimbursement occurred at a

~ - ,-,n 4 was oermissible under select circumstances.

was not an intent to violate the law, and my clients advise me

that there has not been a subsequent reoccurrence of this type of

%0 reimbursement even though it is now explicitly legal.

CRespectfully submitted,

H. Richard Mayberry, Jr.
Counsel to Respondents

0, HRM:mhm
Encls: Sierra Club and SCCOPE Answers

To Interrogatories
C? cc: Sierra Club and SCCOPE

Mr. Paul Swatek
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STIttA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

The nom of this separate segregated fund of the Sierra
Club shall be known as the Sierra Club CQimbte On POlti@lc .

e ducation, which In aooordanoo viith the applicable Law, maY
sOS*iJstI be w eterred to an 0ICCOIRz. T o the extent posible,

0 in accordance with applicable law, UOCBOI will oporrt S 4s &
ocmittoo of the 8ejrr.Club, a California Uoaproftit Public
Bnefit Corporation, under -the authority of tho Sierra Club's
Board of Directors.

section 1. The purpose of SCOOP! is to permit end
enoourage moor8 Of the Wierrr Club to participate in

C electora3. politics for the promotion of dmoratic govornmOnt
and the election of candidatoe committed to conservation and
enviroamontal protection# consistent with the goals of the
Sierra Club.

S ction 2e To achieve this goals CICOP and any sub-
committees tereof, are established to solicit and rocoivo
voluntary political contributions from the individual members
of tho 8erra Club in order to make contributions to, and
expenditures on behalf of, candidates for foderal, *tat*, and
local oloctive offica and to political organisatioas supporting
such candidates.

action 3 Zn carrying out its mandate, accovz shall,
operate0 strLoy Withjn the livlts of theso ylaws, the
bylaws end Articles of Znaorporatioan of the Sierra Club and
applicable federal and state saeSo uCCOPZ may, within thoso
limits, do all things necessary or desirablo Nor tho attainment
of its stated purposo.

Y AW 3 Offices

section 1. 8CCOrB sball maintain its principal offices
at 530 Bush Stta n Francisco, California $4105.
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action 2. I9CCOPB may have such other offiOces aS 0 •
Bierra Cl-b-Board of Directors or 8CCOPE Committee determines
are desirable in connection with Its activities.

BYLAW 4 - SCCOIB Coaitteo Members

vS!3 £L 2- SCCOPE shall bi comprised of seven (7)
individuals- are also members of the Siorra Club, and who
may be referred to from timoato time an "Conittee Members."
The Comuittoe Members shall carry out the purposos of SCCOPU
In occordance with the provisions 'of thoe Bylaws, the Bylaws
of. the Sierra Club, and the Statutes of the United States and
applicable state and local laws.

00 Section 2. Bach member of SCCOPZ shall be appointed by
C the Exucutive Comittee of the Sierra Club Board of Dreotors

upon recommendation of the President, and shall serve at the
Spleasure of the Executive Committee# who may remove any mmber

at any time with or without cause, -"

Section 3. The term of the Committee Members of SCCOPB
shall commence on the first day of the calendar year, and
continue for two (2) years, or until a succossor has been
appointed. The terms of fout'members shall commence in odd

Cnumbered years, and of the three other members in oven
numbered years. A Committee Member may be reappointed, but
in no event shall serve more than three (3) consecutive terms.

Section 4. Members of tho Committie shall receive no
compensation whatsoover for performing their duties, except
as reimbursement of expenses attributed to Committee work and
as may otherwise be required, by law.

Section 5. The Committee shall meet as necessary, at such
times and places as tho Chairman, the President of the Sirra
Club, the Sierra Club Board of Directors, or three members of
the Committee direct.

a. A majority of those members Of the whole Committee
shall be neccusary to constitute a quorum and to
transact business.

b. Decisions shall be ma4e by a majority of those
actually present and voting, except in the selection
of candidates for support or endorsement, whore 8
two-thirds vote of the entire Committee shall be
necessary.

a. Voting by proxy shall be permitted, when the
Chairman determines such proxy votes are neceSsary,
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IhAW S - Off Loots of cacon
ei . 8CCOP shA 31Ihave for Is officers a CharLman,V Coeina iW#easurer and Assistant Treasurer(s) who azeGierra Club meers.

Section 29R The Chairman~ shall be appointed by L"in presidentOf the 1err CJlub #withatifiation by the Zxecutive Camitteeof the Sierra Club Board-of Directors, and serve at the ploasuror the. bppointing authority.. 2%ft term Of Office will be one(1) year,whichviii ill men on January 1 of each new year.Cmthe temose rn dat the Solo' 0 i0o0okton Of the bXecutivethe Sierra Club Board at Directors. The ViceChirman, rTeasurers and Assistant Treasurer(s) shall be ap-pointed by $CCOPB.

section 3 Subject only to the authority of SCCOPI andSthe irra Climb Board Of Directors and 1'rosSdents tho ChairmanShall have general charge and Ousuii over, and responsibilityfor, the business and affairs of SCCOR The Chairman shallcreport at least annually to the 8aorra Club poard of Directorson the activities of iCcopi.

Section 4. The Vie*C hairman shall generally assist theChar iJiiPfor M'n, the duties Of that Office. Zn the eventof a vacancy In the office of the Charman, the Vice Chairmanshall serve as the Chairman In that CapacSty until a permanentChairman is appointed.

Section T. The Treasurer shall b" the Chief FinancialOfficer responsible for the care and custody of the monies forV" BCCOPE and the accounting and public reporting of such monisin accordance with applicable law. The TVesurer shalls
a. Establish and maintain one or more accounts forthe deposit Of all contributions received.
b. Xop and maigntA'n all records required by lawregarding contributions and expenditures and fileall necessary reports with appropriate federl andstate elOction authoritjlos.
c. Authorize the oxpondilturo of funds, when approved,according to the procedures referred to in Bylaws

9 and 10.""

d. Provide SCCOPg a bond, in much sum and With suchsurety or sureties as shall be satisfactory to theCommItteo, to assure faithful performance of theduties of his office and to assure the restorationto BCCOPX Ln case of his death, resignation, retire-sent, or removal from office, of all books, papers#.Vouchers, money, and other property of whateverkind In his possession or under his control belongingto sCCOmo
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*. Discharg0 all legal and accounting obligations asrequired by the Federal Election Campaign Act of1971, as amende4d and all other applicabje law.
socticn 6. The Assistant Treasurer(s) shall generally&$$lot the Treasurer in performing the duties of that offiesand may Make disbursements when a -pprov- .according to theProcedures referred to In 3ylaws 9 and 10. in the event of'Vacancy in the Office Of Treasurer, an Assistant Treasurershall servO s the Trasurer in that espacity until a permanotTreasurer Is appointd.

Section 7. The ExecutLve Diractor of the Borra Clubshall "e accountable for the operations of 8CCOPs In accordancewith the Sicrra Club Bylaws, and may delegate to the SierraClub staff or SCCOpz staff the function. of the doy-to-doyoperation of uccopz. The Ixecutive Director, or his designe*&shall opnrat SoCCO programs in accordance with the poliy •diraatiye., and guidelinetsOt Out by the SCCOPE Rkoara of CDirectors and the Chairmane The DecUtiVo Director# or hisdesignee, shall collect and present all necessary and appropriateInformation to assist tho Committeo Soloction of candidatesto receive accopi support.

DYLhW £ - Political 1iction Funds
m. Nonies of sCCOPP, shall be maintained in "check hngcounts in one or more national or state banks orreliable investment accounts designated by the Treasurer andshall bo segregated and kept apart from' any monies o f toSierra ClOub or any other corporation, any monies of anyofficers of uccovz, and any monies of any other person, firm,or political com itteo. The Treasurer in his discretion mayinvest dormant funds in a prudent investment account.

Section 2. PCCOPZ shall establish one fund organized andoperated exclusively for the purpose of influoncing or attemptingto influence the nomination or e14*tion of one or more indivi.-duals who are candidates to any federal elective public office.The funds shall be docignateo "8CCOPB-Blection Campaign Fnd.*Funds received for contributions to federal campaigns shallbo kapt as required by applicable law only in this separato,segregated account. hese funds shall be disbursed as specifiedin Bylaw 9. A transmittal accownt may be ostablished to recolvocontributions to Chapters for SCCOPB activities, and athese fundsmay remain in the transmittal account until such time as theChapter designates the amount of funds to be transferred intothe "SCCOPE-Rlaction Campaign Fund.u

W 7 - Political ducation Fund
Section 1. There shall also be established and maintainedan educational fund, which may be used for the purpose of con-
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ducting programs which are not contributions or expenditures as
those terms are now defined in the Federal Zlection Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, section 41 of the Internal RovOnuo
Code, or as may hereinafter be defined in further almndmonts
to the Campaign Act or internal Revenue Code.

Section 2. Monies for the educational fund my be derived
from anTawful source.

fection 3e The educational fund shall at all times remain
separate 8an segregated from the SccOPit funds maintained for the
purpose of making politically related contributions and expendid-
turos on behalf of candidates and political counittoss.

Section 4. 1e educational fund shall be designated "Sierra
Club PoliftsXcai J~uoatiOn Fund" and shall be an account of the
Sierra Club or oCCO..

3TAV S 8- Solicitation of Contributios.

Section 1. SCCOAP and its agents shall solicit contri-
butions only from eligible contributors in s legally permissible
mnner.

8ectign 2. Members of the Sierra Club who are solicited
shall ba Infdifimd of the political purpose of SCcOP, and shall
be informed of their right to rufuso to contribute wiLhout any
effect on that person's membership in the Sierra Club.

Section 3. All contributions to SCCOPE shall be voluntary,
and no contributions shal) be so) oited or secured by job
discrimination or financial reprisal, or the throat of job
discrimination or financial reprisal.

Section 4. SCCOB federal elections contributions shall
be deposited and maintained in the *PcCOP-zlection Campaign
Fund#* unless the contributions were raised by the chapters of
the Sierra Club.

Section 5 . CCOPS federal eloction contributions raised
by chapters Of the Sierra Club shall be deposited and maintained
in the OSCCOPU-Chapter Blectiowt Campaign Fund*"

section 6. ICCOPI shall 3*t accept any contribution from
the Sier'a Cub or any othor corporation: however, the Sierra
Club may pay the cost of establishing, administering, and
soliciting contributions to BCCOPZ.

Section 7. No contributions shall be received nor shall
any expunditure be made while there exist* a vacancy in the
office of the Treasurer; however, in the absence of the Treasurer,
an Assistant Treasuror shall act in the capacity of ActLnq
Treasurer until a treasurer is appointed in accordance with
Bylaw 4.
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DYLI 9 w Candidate Soleo*Son and Dsbursqmentj.Federal 'Vunds. .. " "--

Section 1. SCCOPB shall determine the prooss by whioh
federl, ste or 1oea candidates shall receive ICCOP
ondorsements and/or support from all accopt funds in the form
of contributions or independent expenditures.

Sooti2S A. SCCOPR shol.) determine the process by which
candidte selection and disbursements are made to candidates
selected.

SSection 3. *CCOPz may delegate authority for the dis-
bursement ofmonies in the "8CCOPB-Chaptor 'loction Campaign
rund" to the Bxocutive Comittea of the Sierra club chapter
which collected such money to this Fund. However, in foderal
elections, SCCOPM shall considor and must approve the Chapter'sN Executive Committee reommendation to ensure it is consistent

.a with national goals of RCCOPZ and the Sierra Club.
* V. I 0 e .

.hLAW.10 - Chapter zlections Activity

Section 1. SCCOPB shall promulgate guidelines to accredit
chaptr o heorra Club t6 participate in state and local
elections through 3CcOm1.

co 2. OCCOPE shall develop general procoduros for
porLicpat ion by Sierra Club chapter$ and groups in state and
local election cama4gns. Chapters and groups must adopt
procedurex for such participation and these must bo approved
by SCCOpz and must conform to the appropriate state and local
laws.

Section 3. SCCOVbE shall be responsible for the Chapter
activities and shall exercise oversight of such activitios.

I

Scton . Chapter contributions for federal elections
shal be deposited into and disbursed from tho "SCCOPr-Chapter
Election Campaign Fund for the ..... _.-_._. _Chapter."

PYLAW 11 - Indemnification
.r.

Any Committee Member, officer, agent or employee of 9CCOPE
or the Sierra Club who is made party to any suit or proceeding,
whether civil, criminal, administrative, or invest.J.gat1vo,
shall be indemnified by the Sierra Club and RCCOP for all
expenses, including attorney's fees, and all judgments, fines,
and amounts paid In settlement, if approved in advance by the
Sierra Club, provided that person aoted in good faith and in
a manner reasonably believed to be in the best interests of
OCCOPE, and had no knowledge that his/her oonduet was unlawful.
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BY&_W 12.- Dution

Sect ion2. CCOPM shall have a p "2tgol existonc,but
may bevd at any tLme by tho ioard of Direutorn of the
sierra Club&

s2 Zn tho *one of tho dissolution of SCCOPR# all

funds l& r b& distributed at tho direction of thS Doard of
Directors of tho Sierra Club in a manner oonSistent with all
applicable laws.

~1 13 - AOggton and Amendment

Seion12,These Bylaws are adopted by thO Sierra Club
Rloardw"-7'-5 -c6ors effeotivo -y 1, 1982...

ction 2 . These bylaws maybe amended from time to tiM
by ajortyVoe of the Sgirra Club Ioard of Directors.

s. p

011

1N?



SC 0 1bSJ1RA C:LU3 COMMITTIS ON POLITICAL MDUCATION

These guideline' are strUCtuTed as follow@'

ect Lon I discusses than &etivitiea whib are subject to th gvinelLeie,

Section 11 deseribes how each activity if to be treated ndOW the guidelines.

Section 11, sets forth the approval ond review processes, needed for Club entities 
to

sagoge in each activity.

Section IV outlines procedures for handling fods fat activities 
relating to fedetl

elections.

Section V outlines procedures for hedling funds for activiti relAtitns to State and

ql local elections.

- Section V1 covers a variety of Miscellaneous t@pics

fe . AtivitlR covered hr ICCOfLI gidelines

7 All activities designed to influence the election 
or umiastiou of landidal fot

public office and conducted by Sterra Club entitLes fell under the -juieiti of the

Sierra Club Cmaitteo on Political Educetio and metj- be onducted in ccotdanee with

these guidelines.

6 Activities relating to initiatives, referenda, 
mad ballot measures do UL fall under

these guidelines. Activities undertakm by individual Sierta Club leaders where the

c ne of the SLrroe Club is not used. even for identification 
purposes, do ga fall

under thse guidelines. Hovever, where the Bietr Club none is uod, these guidelines

% apply.

The following types of activities, when undertakfn e patt of the regular legislative

or educational ptO$ram of the Club, do nL fall under these guidelines:

1) MeetieSS, public or private, between Sierra 
Club entities and public officials

relating to their official duties.

2) DLecuehion in Sierra Club publications at the genetal medii of specific

activiLies of specific public officLals in which 
the Sietra Club hae an interest.

3) Sponnotship by Sierra Club entities of events 
at which public oftLciels may

appear, so long os the focus of the event is unrelated 
to * cadLidete for public

office, i.e. Earth Day celebrations at which a local Congressme 
is the featured

mpeaker. ly contrast, events vhich focus on a public official 
are Subject Lo these

guidelines, i.e. a picnic honoring a particular 
Congresinsm fat his role in creatio a

-1 0
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All other activities which night influence the election or am Ition of candidate
for public office should be considered as fallinS umdet theme pidelinss.

LA Class . or strictly infom -oae, 4activities

Class I activities are thosn in which the Sierre Club ptovides i L embers vith
objective iWORtmAL01io, Without editorial cOemenRt f the Club, eSuept to identify the
position taken by the Club on publicLessues.

These L fotaLLiunal activities include:

1) The publication of voting charts, including those which give a percentft* Of
correct or incorrect votes, in publicetion for Sierra Club members, so long as any
percentage or itrade is based upon an objective calculating system. Voting charts
which involve subjective evaLuaLione of performance may be published, but must be
treated as CSse l ectLvfLiem.

2) Publication of andidste questionnaLtes in publications for Sierra Club
embers, provided that no editorial comment is made on a candidaL's ammera.

3) Publication of newsn toriae based upon questionaslres or forums, s lon as
the stories objectively represent the records or statements of the candidates, and do
not nditnrialio0. If such *ova OLoties editorialize, "Candidate Jones was clearly
more sm~vpathetic to tha Sierra Club viewpult", Lhef such news stories castLiLut* A
ClS Y11 activity,

4) Accepting nevletter ads on a non-selective basee,

5) Tnforpational meetings wLth one candidate to clafify the candidate's position
on inSes.

6) Candidate forums, at which candidates runnLng lot a parLicular public office
C% are invited to address either a esuLar Sierra Club meetLing or some special meating

set up for the purpose. SC SVCUfl funds for publicity costs If it $a not a re.plp r meetins.

11.3 Clas.,p r gKdtorial tivities

Clean i activities are those which express a Sierra Club editorial opinpon about
candidoter for public office, or which otherwise discriminate among candidates for

C' publin office in a subjective fashion, but which do not specifically advocate the
election or defeat at a named candidate.

Sample Class 11 activities are:

1) ?Fermtinttg a candidate to ake use of a Sierra Club mailifn list, or other list
under the control of the Club or SCCOPR.

2) Running articles in Sierra Club publications making editorial cannts on a
candidate. (So and no is a better enviromenCalist or is highly competent)

1) Nailing. Lo Sierra Club members, or press teles#*s to the general mdia, Making
editorial cOmmenL on a candidate in the namo of the Sierra Club.

4) Permitting the Rierra Club's name to be used, even for identification purposes
only, ip a statement of supporL or endorsement or opposition to a candidate for public
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office.

3) mobiliting Sierra Clupyoluntset sto work in a politlca mpaLSln.

6) making a costribution to a endidate's campain or another politicls attei

comittee such as the League of Coneervation Voters.

7) Accepting paid political advertisfmente on a melective baif.

T.Cr udortgeu

Endoramests aro tstatements, in LbS as of moWIOlS or one of its entitles, which

explicitly urge voters to support or oppose a given candidate. Esny Class I or class

TI activities can potentially incorporate endorseneite, For supl, Lt a press

release announces chat the Sierra Club has prepared a voting chart for the Vaekegaa
Tovnship Board, and that it urges the public to reoelect the three members of the

Township Board with perfect onvirountal records, that consituttealle e dWOtOPnst.

Similarly, if SOCOP1 permita a candidate to use its na on a list or orlailations
which "support" the candidate, that is also an endorsoement. Other vords frequently

ueed to describe endorsents are "target" "elect",e 'supports' I "ldump." t"etLeeo"

"0ppose °, "Lry to defeat," etc, A iailing usLas a Sierra Club list in the nme of the

candidate'* mm campon or another political cmittee, like the League of

Conservation Voters, does not conaLituto an endoreemant, but pimply a Class It

activity. The sailing does constiLutt an endoraant if it is signed by the Sierra

Club's chapter Chairmn in his official capacity at is o n lierr Club letterhead, and

if it urgne valers to either support or make a financial contribution to a nad

candidate.

TI. Aproval processe

This section of these guidelines describes what kinds of approvals are necesary 
to

Conduct acLLvities under the guideliLnes, In general, the more overtly political an

activity, the more careful CCOPI needs to be. Thes, there are fever requiteents for

approval of Class I acLivities then for Clase 11 activities or ndoraenti.

T The underlying principles for this sectinn are the following:

1) Class TI activities or endorsments should be approved by a responsible Sierre

.f Club entity which represents all of Lhe members affected by the office in question.

Thus, for example, it is not enough for the group Ahich covers a CouSrooeepn's

" district to approve a congressional ndoreemant. That Congteeseon votes on mattere

that affect national legislatLon, end thus SC1OPS, a national Club comittee, U 5a

Concur&

2) Political education activities which involve the use of Sierra Club resources

(newsletter space, mailing lists, etc.) should be approved by the entity which

normally allocates those resources. For nemple, any portion of the chapter's mailisS

lists uet be approved by the ChapLe iXcom (hereafter 8lo rnferred to as Chapter).

IIl.A Approval procsstes for Close1 aoctves.

1) Voting chart#. The purpose of this approval is to ansure that the voting

chatt in question accurately reflects #the overall Sierra Club prolram. Where voting

charts have been published In Sierra Club publications already, i.e, Sierr t no

Lurther approval is necessary. 5CCQPS has also authorized republication of the
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Contessional voting hortsdapored by the tiutal WLV. h Lnf othar sharts should
be approved by a maaority viof the chapter gIanm, if the t is for a state
lansleature; or by a cgapter or Stoup Zscm that ewes the entireS ety Or County I
question, if the chart is for a local ofties (Is Califersta, £ uhartseve rn she
state legLslature should be approved by the California Leslative OmMttee.) Tus,
for example, the votia$ chart for county eimnssionere uset be approved bye group
that covers the ejAZ Icounty.

2) Candidate questionneires. Questiomtiree should ask a r40 of que Mtin
representative of Club eoneeres, fThe boom of the chapter or roup of the art "in
question should approve, by MaorLty vote, the Me of the quwstiamaeire.

3) news stories reporting candidate form o e, news stories in chapter or
group nesletters should be reviewed. They muset be approved by a J_.i. vote of the
Rzaea of the chapter or group or by an officially desilmted Lsdvduil- to esure that
no editorial opinions are presented. fhe delegation of the review function should be
by explicit vote of the xom, recorded in the lautes.

.Lll A piprovaL -toces for Clas s1e ativitins

Unlike Clans I activities, Class I1 approvals tequite a two-thirds vote of the
applicable xecutive Comittes. The threshold requirement i approval of Class I1
status for a particular candidate. Once a eandidate has been aworded Class T status,

r the chapter or $eoup cartying out the Class I activity may delegate revieV of
specific activities to one individual or a special comittee. This delesacion should
be explicit, and must be recorded Le the msnutes. tn California, the 3010 and SCROC
ay determine approval processes for statewide races. Zn chapLers where a group0 covers at encLre state or the stale lies to two chapters, a group by speetfie
delegetion may act as the chapter for coupseoselosad state races.

The following levels of the Club mast jointly approve such Class 1 status:

1) U President: ICCOS and the Board of Directors

C 2) US Senate and louse: SCCOI and the chapter (or chapters) in the state
involved.

3) State And local races: the Ixecutive Cofmtttee of the smallest entity which
includes the entire effected area (i.e. state for state legislature% couaty for county

,f% supervisors. For California state elections, 010 or chapters.

€ Once Clas IT status has been awarded, the following procedures apply to @pecific
actLvitLes:

a) Profiles or other materials expraning editorial opinions of candidates. Text
most be approved either by sco listed above or by a specifically designated
individual.

b) Use of sailing list. for non-fund raising purposes. se must be approved by
the chapter, with review of text done by the chapter or by a desiglated LadLvidual.

) Use of maili$ list for fund-raising purposes. lines this can be done only
once each year with each lLst segmnt, the decision to let one candidate or
oratization do this suet be by the chapter Izeom. The text must be approved either
by Wxcon or by specifically designated Widividual.
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d) Volunteer retruLtmout o. fqurtb approval rqutred a"1 ClUe 1 nsea" i

avrded.0

s) gee of 1Lotte Club sme for Ldentigietion purpose by Oi* leaders mdorsing a

candidate. no frther approval reqsited eme Clas. II status iL.9 rd0d. OCub ile

require approval of suh ues of th Club ams for .dentiftee@5fo urpoose oI

that do noet wish to authoiMe iuh O16 of the Club DMe Shold a.0IpocL y uhem makin

a Claes It deeguatLon.

5ndornees should be isd. on a selective basis osad must els be approved by a

WDo-hLbrde vote of the entire smie Sierra Club entities that award Classt IZ mAtU9.

Mach v-doremst must be approved by tee bodie, se follow@$

1) 0 PresLdont - 3a0P9 and Board of Direetots

2) Senate spd souse - sCC05 and abapter(u)

3) State offices ad legislatures - chapter, olloviuS ree -indation by the

chapter SCCPI committees. In Calforpia, the chapter(s) and @O.)

4) Local offices - The chapter and one other entty, such as Lbo applicable group

CO or the chapter SCOOS aeeuittee.

O In generals there should be inual overlap Ln the membership of the tvo levels

reviving endorsements. Etcept whet certain Laembets cannot for lmgsl or other

reasonstparticipate in a decision to endors, eall audoreemente sot be by a twothirdm

4. vote of the mmbership of the entire bodyact just those present md vtin .

yNodoruient may be mede by msail or telephone ballot if the full mbeihip is not

present aLa mneting or if Lere is not time to call a mooting. Guidelines for Class

it activities also apply to endorseinte in California* nd for onttre'tetgroups or

for chapters covering amtorates.

q V. Fundse. _-na_.e-_--atej fedora) ,,leetions

C Political education aetivitiems directed toW4Tds federal elections sust be bandied in

accordance with the rules of the Federal lection Goeminsio. The purpose of t0em.

, rules are to ensure the follovinEs

cc 1) that no corporate funds are epended to influence federal elections in

violation of the law. The Sierra Club to one corporation natiovide, and therefore,

SUCOOPI i considered one political action comnitta nationmrde. Vth the exception of

fundraising map*Insss, or any cousuniiuatioft to members only (includng cmuicationm
advocating the election or defeat of a candidate), operating funds sanot be used to

influence federal electioe . Rovever, pormL operatien or non c.noredit fundsmus

be used for Class I activities, or for administrativee xpenses related 
to polittCal

activity.

Z) F C rules require proper reportin$ to the Comeissioa of all ezpenditures

designed to influence federal elections, often vith short tlme frM e. Therefore,

itt o necessary for SCCO1 to report all of fts expenditures natioivide, and al loney

spent by chapters o tgroups for candidates met be fully reported to san Franceco.

3) Finally, therea re 1Leets on the mount that Ladi iduals and or~anisatLeeo my

spend on the election of candidetes for federal office, and it is necessary for OOS
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to Lsure that theme limitations are coempLLed vLth.

ZV.A Clasa tlivities

Clees activities " outlined In the pevious sections do not constitut e NIl~pes
under the nC' tues. Thus, Class I activieies for federel eandidates mudt be
conducted with repular Sierra Club tuds. They require no specialsecountins
procedures, no pecial fund-raiLingj &tc. For amplea, ehapter may print a
quaerionnaire in ie newsletter vithout oiNg Ihtougl any special finansial
procedures.

lV's Class U 1actViLtes

1) AcLivities Involving no apns n to 8OMft

Naly Class It activities do not involve *wpqqditure of OCmft funds. For exaiple,
volunteer work or racrutuant, uinles done by club staff durLg workLog hours, is
110n4lly free. Paid political IdVarLtueents from the local CY or candidtei in a
chapter uevlaOttor do not involve the expendLtute of politLcal funds.

Clans 11activities which do not require the expmdtiture of UCCMO1 funds amn beConducted vithout eci l financial artAfemanLA, Chapters may receive eoks for

paid advnrri ements frot candidates and political cmittno so long as they comply
with the procedures outlLed in Section III of the guidelines relating to approvle

2) Impending funds

toveret. any Class It activities do involve funds expenditure. The only portion of
f such cots v lm(h calk be pld for vith regular Sierra Club or chapter funds are those

relating to administration, edseion, or mailings d publicatioas to mubers
advocating the nlection or defeat of a candidate. ,Te latter tequires repOrtLng to

w. SCCO1l he costs of those so-called Paebood comunications. even though paid for with
Club funds. The chapter can use regular funds for fund-raising mailings for its

C" RCCOPr5 activities; chapter satr£ can. on chapter tia, solicit SOCOPI funds. The
candidate must pay the full mrkeL value for the usa of sailing )iots of either Club
aembers or Watt petition names. The normal charge is $45.00/1000 members for the Club
and $35.00/1000d ames for WaL petition smas. All ther exgpditures for Class1activities i ncludin fund-raisin. for a federal candidi a7  n- w e
TOW0_und_____te in a chapter'siip artun _Lt -b i di
SCCOP in Bai sro€ceo,

The chapter restrieted fund is established in San lrancisco for each chapter to use In
making Clams 7 expenditures for federal candidates. Chapters may deposit funds in
this account, and then determine how they vish to spend Lhe mssy. Theme funds must
come from individnal Sierra Club meubers; they can•ot come fro general ohapter or
aroup Lund.° or frum corporations. In addition, money from other political camittees
or non-mebers may not be solicited but can be accepted. Alms, aandidates or
poltical comiLLees nay reimburse ICCOP1 for specific expeases incurred as part of a
joint mailing, fund-raLsin or other activity,

3) Raising funds

Chapters have a number of methods open to them in soliciting contributions for this
restricted fund. Tho mosteimportant is Lhe use of the chapter's March fund-raisinu
vindow to include a solicitatinn for the chpter's restricted ICCO1 fund. This may
be instead of or In addition Lo a request by the chapter for funds for itLs general

-6-



activitie The decision to s p"chis fuadJraLetg vindow Ln part Or if %whols for

SCCUfP fund-raiuing mest be made by the chapter g9e1o-utL@ C Jo e by a p4jority..S

draft of this letter. if It solicit$ fyds 
for I000,3 WItL ciupLy Vithv rtios

technical provisions of election lawo Pat this tolln. the-lette, return savelep

etc., must be submitted to the CCOPR Coordtator io Sa Ion use eo for technieal

review in advance,. Othet proceduresa pply to chapter 
500013appeals d a Gary of

these rules can be obtained from the 3* Francisc offtce.

Tn addition to mail.appeals, there are other methods by which a chaptet 
Pay solicit

Club member for citribatios to the restricted hapte 0C01 fumd, The essiest is

for chapter loaders to call ambers and askfotra .*oatribu'tLo.n 
V- dw tsaiSevent

are also perpisaible, so lone em only Sierra Club mbers. are tnit d. . Nncethis

eliminetes public *dveitisiag. posters, etc., *any kinds of events are probably

ueltitable. oevert ,CCOI'Bmy sonuora political fund raising event to vhich the

gencral public s nvLted, so long as coPtributionssetgo directly to aadidat

instead of to mon1. The candidate should then pay the cost 
s o -- -iliq to Sierra

Club sembers or of space in a chapter 
newsletter instead of havingaSnoO pay these

Costs. Fundm may also be solLcited for chapter 
o rtoup SC-OP- funds through articles

in nevslatters or inserts in nevletters.

4) Allocating costs

C o The funds raised by the chapter and deposited In the rostioted SOC0F1 
fund are

available to the chapter to psy for any of ite Osles IZ CtiviLL0e retlti to federal

candidate#. (For isorateLo ..n state aid 100.1candidatog I see Section IV of there

guidelaes.) Theso wnd should toe used to cover all chapter ponlses for Class It

activities or endoraeelnts jwcepc for the staff or other costs of .... 07 2on..ected to

. fund-raising or caomnications o umibers, which ay be paid for with regul

fulnes,

Chapters and groups should not make Class T expenses for vhich funds are noc

C. svailable in their rescrictaT'funds. 
atioial 590013 canoc cover such chapter

T', expenses from is budget.

In order to determine how much money a cheptet needs 
to conduct a given Class II

ac ivity, the foLleawog guidelines are offeredt

a) mailings. All costs of envelopos, paper, labels, printing, postges. and Paid

P+ Itoff involved in a lio hg for a federal cueddate should be paid for with SCOOPS

flndt if the camtunicatLon is directed 
at non-msbers.

s) Newsletter articles. Por Class I articles or endorsaewote 
the portion of

the actual cost of the nevsletter and 
mailing it represented by th space devoted to

the article can be paid for with either 
regular Club or $CCO1 funds. note that

generel articles on political subjects.such 
as an .e-ti -al article on he to walk

a precinct, or he announcemet of a SCCOPS training progt , are not clos 1

Activities, nor are questjonnaires. Railings to members only can also be Paid for

%ith either reulat Club ICCOP fueds, but these costs must be reported to the

Accounting DopargelIt in an Francieco,

c) All coUtributions to candidates, atteudance fees for fund-raisers, 
etc. re

c )ittf 'oinvolved. CCO cannot reiw urse ad viualchapter l e o s

of aLted ndia fud-raiser for which they wrate the cheek,
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d) SCCO1 events or fund-raisers on behalf of a particular candidate. All
financial costs incurred by the Club md amy paid staff tim emt be reimbursed by
5CCo1n fmads.

a) Nespaper ads or other media eapeaditures on behalf of a particular federal
candidate or candidates ust be paid fo by SCCOP3 funds dLtectly. DO not pay for the
ad# vith a chapter checks have your restricted NCOONS fund pay directly.

5) Procedures

Chapters should mend check@ nde out to 8CCO1E directly to the ACcoustLGS Departmnt
in San Francisco for deposit in their SCOOPS account. Sills and requests for
reimbursement fur Cls 1I expenses fot federal candidates should also be sent to the
AccountLng tDepartment, with full identification of the candidates name, campign
comnittee, nd address. Receipts and iteuistion are important here- all itema should
be specifically listed and receipts attached for items costing over hs Wherever
possible. For contributions over $50, the name and address should be included, and
for contributions over $200, the coattibutoe'a ocupation0 ealoyer, and employer's
address are necessary. A contributor remittance card should also be sisned and mant
to San Francisco for contributions over $50.

Whereve possible, .ajor expenses should be paid directly by SCOOPS, rather the* being
reimbursed to the chapter volusteer who paid the printer. etc. SOOPS vill q'o.__M_

0bills for which fund. have not been received in the restricted UCCO1 aaeaunt.

." All requests for payment should indicate the federal candidate who is the beneficiary
of the expense. If an activity benefits a umber of federal candidates, then the
chapter should reasonably allocate the expenses to each of those candidates.

V. Financial management for stateand local racts

w This section represents a major change in CCOI procedures. Sierra Club entitles
which wish to spend funds to influence state and local coadidetes will in the future

C handle these funds through special State 8COPS Accounts establighed, reported, and
accounted for locally rather then through Son Frencisco. This change is the result of
requirements of state law in many eases that political expenditures be made throuth

€" bank accounts located within the state. Because Sierra Club is one corporation, the
state registration is on behalf of national SOCOPS, as a separate state fund, There
technically are no "state" SCCOPEs.

V. e i.qtup .4 _tate ICCOPZ account

The first decision a chapter or group mst make is whether it Wishes to 6et up a staLe
8CCOPE account or forgo making political expenditures on state and local races.

If a chapter does not wish to set up its on sccon account, or does not feel able to
take responsibility for the neeessary campaign reporting requirements, it may still do
the following types of activity:

1) Class I activities. 'These do not trigger campaign reporting requirements, and
eta be conducted with ordinary chapter funds.

2) Class 11 activities which do not involve any expenditure of SCOOPS funds.
Sale of political advertisements in chapter publications, permitting sne of mailing
lists, and voluntear'recruitmnnt are examples of political activities which do not
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4) The proposed document which will register the coittee with the appropriatestate agency. (f your state does not require campaian comttees to registor, pleasesubmit & copy of a letter fro the Aoretary of State o certifying.) 5) Availabilityof leael counsel (paid or volunteer) to advise the chapter on state election lws.

OC0PI staff vill review these documents to ensure that your chapter bas sou throSh
the appropriate steps and that the chapter is, in fact, able to carry out the
ruquirgments of state law. Once this to done, SCCOPl staff ill sitherias the opsing
of the state SCCOp account.

V.C USIhe YOur state $CC=1 aeoat

1) Resie money

You can rais Money for your state ICCOPZ account in the sname ways that you raise
money for your restricted account with national ICCOPK. Note that the Internal
keveuue Service sets the same limits an use of Sierra Club funds in state and local
races as in federal races, so follow the sems rules in deciding whether to use 0lb orOCCO?3 money. Nor should you accept corporate funds for federsl elections, nor
solicit Contributions tram tndividuale who do not balon to the Sierra Club, eves If

-4) your state law appears to allow such activities. Noiwer, many states permitmembership orgainizeoons to raise money from the entire general public which provide
PV you more fleibility.

C€ You may use your Narch fund-reising window to raise money both for your restricted
national SCCOP account and for your state 5CC013 account. Individual checks do not
have to be earmarked to one or the other, but your solicitatlon letter should make itclear whtber you plan to spend the funds only in federal races or in state and local
races. By the time you receive the checks, you must decide what proportion you wish

'" to spend at the state and local level. Retain those funds and deposit them in your
state SCCOPS account; submit the test to uational SCCOt to be credited to your

C'restricted federal account. All checka for federal activities must be deposited
within ten days of your receipt of the contribution. lonies deposited in your chapter
"CCOPE account in San Francisco may be transferred to a state account, provided all
federal rules are followed such as no checks from corporations ate permissible, and no
nono-u mbere have been solicited, (The low dogs permit you to accept non-solicited
c contributions from a non-member,) Note that some state laws y prohibit monies
deposited in state ROCOPE funds from being transferred to UCCO f's federal accounts.

2) Spending money

Your state ACCO' account must comply with any special requirements of state and local
law about receipts, permitted expenditures, etc. Other than that, you should handle
funds as you would for the restricted national UCCO1X account, allocating expenditures
to candidates, etc. Again, national SCCOPE cannot make up deficits, so do not incur
expenses above the level of funds in your account. 3) Expenditures on ballot measures

These guidelines do not apply to Club expenditures on sLate and local initiatives,
referenda, etc. However, note that Le many states the requirements for comittees
which spend money on behalf of candidates and those which spend money on such ballot
measures are very similar, and in some cases the eas comittee can do both.

VL. isce laneous

1) Use of Sierra Club lists by political candidates and other political
eommittees.

-10-



Am indicated above, 03. of the 0CIS" I1 activities wb ona be 9004"116dat the stts"

or federal level is to permit a political *udi~atOofat &pOlitigg gagutteSupch as

the Leapse of (consrvistiO* Vocers to geil to a lierra Club mambarehLP lUst.

*pprov*l procedutfor OT*sh 
..iliniB o* eOutline~d is lectt.. 

IlaAll Gosh 01004 Of

list$ must so thtough theta procedure#.

ilowvflV@, if the candidate or comittee wishtes to use che list to g0iso fundso 
tbern is

to additionl a sCtitfOU: each lgapont Of the . betohip list caw ha U60d 000e, and

only once$ in seekh c.L.dat year for such a Political fI1 risatSLSRS ose .by a

caudidat or oU~pjd@ PAC. (kING of the flarCh ehapef 1 ,tOVAsiag i VIIOdo" 0 t cIusC

as this one use as this is ft AmB~onIitself,)

Anothr list that caudidatna s ay wish to use is the Vantt petits list. this list Lip

subject to the ame approval procedures as the Club usisbehip list. *oevUt. it say

be sold for politicaL fund-raisingI purposes pace thaw oss. in a givn *.Lendaf years

olong a9 the approval procssOSare ollowd each time.

(Note that the Watt list has been putged of 5iattS Club inbor aows,. cad that all

-.r signet# will be given a chance the first time the list to used to reua~st that they be

rammed from the list and receive no ftither iwilings.)

Also note that in no aeft should physical possession of ether a mebrship list or

ct the Watt list be g.vop to a campaign of com itte s. 0ne iao use Only, with Pp er9

security procedure5s sch as the us* of a reputable milia house, are requited. In

any case, the use of either sailing list is considered a coatributioad maset be

Stepoted an such.

-W al...^tp&~A1 rcalit~iotte
2) Joiif%g 7ac~urgIubWM a

Sierra Cluh leaders'1687 Joint as jndivldue l kei@ 4Mdoftt plitisal *mittffl5.s

o a@tatOLeague of Cau5servatios Vote's, that t"k e 0dtsinet "oa their MR~

lovva?.Sierra Club entities Imay not JOI ords'toalc.Lit*OS th t sa the SieOra

C~ ~ ~ ~~ ~UO *D~531t. jiigsuchcalitions vould Perit a caudidatOte 5 fheSea

Club omOC witotpging though bthe establihed Sierra club Pro~adutBoks.If an

S individual willue tht Iierr& Club name for ideuticatteft purpOae. enushaptef

Co hould approve such age by injurity VOL$* but no weeS thon tWOorQ thrae pat05s~l

-11-
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF

THE SIERRA CLUB, SCCOPE and
PAUL SWATEK, FORMER SCCOPE
TREASURER

MATTER UNDER REVIEW 1586

RESPONDENT SCOOPE' 8 ANSVERS

TO MAY 1, 1984 INTROG&TORIES

OF THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

0 (20e4 36 q)



Reapuidet' a noLe., The lkstchester-uteArelumburaoeumnL.reforrod tO
Its Lhn Cqlssion's Interrogator'y I nt. a reiubursomeflt to oM~tWs
but to a HOWe numed the a Wtchester-PutnamIn. Te ftilowing respo~se
aratcuaomrcto with regard to the romailln three chapters listed in the
I Atl.4rtogtory.

1) SldAL- vhetior iartyprovisions In this ArLialces of 1lnoioratiofl. th

rsy-Laws of the Sierra Club or any other docsuents that establish,
reglateI. or In anfy other mannaer ffut. finamncRial dealings bobetkut the
chapter a the Sierra Club. If an* please SUbit copies or the
rtevmrit domuuetsaa

The Silerraa Club's chiapters are aliziply subdlvissions of the *orporeslOl
the fltanfuia desaslings between the national orguniM*ation uad itLs
ctapters are t.huad dc-Lrinead rot by it~s Articles of inoorporationa or
-i~ La y-U:ws, but by policies established by It& Ucard of Directors

10fruau 1.1me to Lima. Sinc the Sierra Club does not, auna~ut its control
,,.,ovir Its ohtaptzers, objectilon in maide to tho production request. as

biting ocve.rly broad, unduly burdonsome ano tuontrvary Lo, the fi rst
Cpl mendziuflt.

'V,2) Stua whe~ier Lho :iicrra club In iany way flnunaasa or otherwise
adinlIotera Loc61al hapLer funads. Tf iso, please identify the Methods

17% bywhiaih locnl chapters #ire funded and provilde an description of
procedures usta by the locial ahapteur in obtatning. finanial adBIatuflci
from thse Sierra Club,

Yea.. The meLhadn by whjich the 10oc1, Oolars are funded inO~uts Ia
Nr auez subvenltion UP 'Lime local chapters, allocated through a cOMPlul

forua which Laker.~ into accouflr membrship or oeatch apter,
C reograslei are;) covered, and other factors. In addition. the captiffs

raian ;idditriofll tunas on their owmi under %uidcljncs aino repguiatioflb
afiablilauhd by the national board or Directors. In additinn, on a

W ('anc by case Duas LitUe naLlonasl urijanipiaton way cake .rus to Lulocal
chepturs.

3) "'La;te bahcthr local captear fuunds .re xarM with the Sierria Club.
It'so. explain laow they are shared and state all sources or local
cisAjpLier funds.

TheucinjAavrx arc permitted to raise motsey only under regul ationsii
vstsbliulaed by the Board or DIrectLor. of the corporation. For
cawupla, chnpltero mioy make dirtut mail rund appealn to thoir mezebers
only during the month of March:, other montis are reserved for national
run-rainine. Ck1iptcr3 are required to pay a veritaiua asimirr of some9

experrau'. attributable to their iatlvites; Icfer example, cha-pters.
cassjac. elal vc; OU;1n15 progrins. The 1ifliwiese for t1105(! programs
is corried by the national Club. and part. of the Costs are ofarged out
L.O the uhapters. Tn general., . ch ofaptera do not othetraai 50 fund

nationaml acLAvltiess. although theydOc recruit a lent.e pere'entllue of
the .Club's mebership, and twe due& (rcsw thiosee mbernhips sooruc
direcL1 y Ln the nmational Club.



4) State whether Lhg.ra ,re guidclines or provislona In Ume Articles ot

,.rncorporatlon of the Sierra Club, its Dy-Laws or mny othr documets
NhuL regulate. .overn or in any w, atteat the doajon inin of

Nlocal Ghaptrs conarning their political suppoirt of o0iMMdatl fOr
federal orlee. If so, planse provide copies of Ilie relevant

&- documents.

N.TIv :iy-.-wi of SCCOPE set lorth U* requirrmnL .that all chmpter

3, indorsament3 in feaeral raoes be approved by Lh. ntions) SCOPF.
CoalLLue. Tho.se by-lown are attched. *Zhue requirw.naLs are wrt

v-o forth in more oetall in .m ICCOPE Ouidelines applicoble to the time

5K.rind in qucitioni, also attached.

5) F.aplni s4iat role, It any, the looul uhapLer play s in €ollotinn
Wdues for the Mierri Club.

TThr 1cal chapters wunduuaL amb.:rship drives to recruit mwLbrs.
H owever,, the memberalIp uheuaks are mds aut. to the t iorra Club pnd
04poalted directly wll.h Lhe national organization.

cc

6) S~Une all ways in which tihe local chapters support Lham:avn.

tjir".t personn solitaltitlon, talephon'e aoli iitatlon, mail
.alaiL;etaion, sal¢ of advertislnfI sales of books, aulendnrs.
L-ALirLs, aup%, ano other merchanlle, trainlnG fa tram
ountainciring classes, rees from trips mud ouLings, tnd-ralsina

events, rarrles, uruge salea, fees from slows and exhliblts,
come t on for swards nd pritas, foundrition grants.



B. Questions 1-4: Objection. Not relevant to alleged

violation. Unduly burdensome. Requests information protected

under the First Amendment privilege of association. Without

waiving said objection, the original sources of funding used to

pay for the goods and services purchased by the individuals

listed in Part B were the personal assets of these individuals or

SCCOPE advances and did not involve corporate sources of

funding. The original sources of the chapter payments were

corporate funds. All of these individuals and chapters were

01 acting on SCCOPE's behalf. Two transactions appear to be

included in the FEC request by error. The Westchester-Putnam is

a hotel and J. Spratt was a federal candidate from North Carolina

who received a direct contribution.

These interrogatories have been answered by SCCOPE. The

objections to these interrogatories were asserted by counsel.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: V4, H
H. Richard MayberryF Jr. r

LAW OFFICE OF
H. RICHARD MAYBERRY, JR.
Suite 960
1333 New Hampshire Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 822-9622
Counsel for Respondents

I



IFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2063

May 16, 1984

H. Richard Mayberry, Jr., Esquire
Suite 960
1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1586
The Sierra Club

.The 
Sierra Club Committee

on Political Education
Paul Swatek

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

This letter responds to your request dated May 10,

1984, for an extension of time to respond to the

interrogatories issued in the above-captioned matter.

Your request for an additional period of 30 days has

been granted. Your response should, therefore, be

o filed no later than June 18, 1984.

Should you have any questions please contact
Stephen H. Mims, the attorney assigned to this matter

Cat 523-4143.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel A

By: As C:ral Counsel"Associate



H., ,JCMm,. ,.w.~

I55S W N00 AVWW16 N.W.

AMA F@63 RID 4633 a

May 10, 1984 -o

VIA MESSENGER

Charles N. Steele# Esquire
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.Wo
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1586 -- Request for EnlargementOf Time for Respondents' Reply

Dear Mr. Steele:

I respectfully request a 30-day enlargement of
the period during which the Sierra Club and other
respondents may submit responses to the interrogatories
posed by the Federal Election Commission, produce the
documents requested by the Commission and submit its
written response to the Commission's reason to believe

O letter and the General Counsel's factual and legal
4W analysis.

e The additional time is needed to be able to
familiarize ourselves with the facts and to research

Nrelevant law. Moreover, the Commission has requested a
substantial amount of information which must be searched
for, located and prepared for submission. This process
will require up to 30 additional days.

Thank you in advance for your anticipated cooper-
ation.

Sincerely,

H. Richard Mayberry, Jr.

HRM:mhm



19 AW M4A96 A,N.

Hi. b,10"01

I as MW A VlA"W., W.

May 10t 1984

VIA MESSENGER

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

g Re: MUR 1586 -- Request for Enlargement
Of Time for Respondents' Reply

Dear Mr. Steele:

I respectfully request a 30-day enlargement of
the period during which the Sierra Club and other
respondents may submit responses to the interrogatories
posed by the Federal Election Commission, produce the
documents requested by the Commission and submit its
written response to the Commission's reason to believe
letter and the General Counsel's factual and legal
analysis.

C. The additional time is needed to be able to
familiarize ourselves with the facts and to research
relevant law. Moreover, the Commission has requested a
substantial amount of information which must be searched
for, located and prepared for submission. This process
will require up to 30 additional days.

Thank you in advance for your anticipated cooper-
ation.

Sincerely,

H. Richard Mayberry, Jr.

HRM:mhm



LAW

H. RICHAR MAYDIURV, JR.

1333 MW HANPi1 AVWII N.W.

WAUN ISNSrOW. D.C. 30036

ARA COOW 30a.3

May 10, 1983

VIA MESSENGER -

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

Re: Sierra Club, et al. MUR # 1586

Dear Mr. Steele:

Please find enclosed a Statement of Designation of
Counsel with respect to the above referenced matter under

review. I shall be in contact with Mr. Mims to discuss
this matter further.

Sincerely,

C,
H. Richard Mayberr Jr.

HRM:mhm
Enclosure: Statement of Designation of Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTIO COMMISSION

STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

IN MATTER UNDER REVIEW # 1586

NAME OF COUNSEL:

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

H. RICHARD MAYBERRY, JR., ESQUIRE

Suite 960
1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

(202) 822-9622

The above-named individual is hereby designated as our

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Federal Election Commission

("Commission") and to act on behalf of the Sierra Club, the

Sierra Club Committee on Political Education, and Paul Swatek,

former SCCOPE Treasurer.

Pursuant to relevant Commission rules and regulations, and

the District of Columbia and American Bar Association Code of

Professional Responsibility, all communications are to be

directed to our counsel until such time as you are otherwise

notified.

Date

NAME:

ADDRESS:

BUSINESS PHONE:

Carl Pope 0

CARL POPE, TREASURER
SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

530 Bush Street
San Francisco, California 94108

(415) 981-8634

0

e



* 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 1, 1984

The Sierra Club
Committee on Political Education
Paul Swatek, Treasurer
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, California 94108

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Swatek:

On April 10, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Sierra Club
Committee on Political Education ("SCCOPE") and you, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a
basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
0 no action should be taken against the committee and you, as

treasurer. Please submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration of
this matter. Additionally, please respond to the enclosed
interrogatory within ten days of receipt of this letter.

In the absence of additional information which demonstrates
r that no further action should be taken against SCCOPE and you, as

treasurer, the Commission may find probable cause to believe that
a violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of
course, this does not preclude the settlement of this matter
through conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe if you so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you and the committee intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.



Page 2
Sierra Club Committee
On Political Education
MUR 1586

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Stephen
Mims, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

L e nn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures

C



INTERROGATORIES TO SCCPE

Reports filed by the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) show reimbursements to four local chapters of
the Sierra Club and to a number of indivudals for costs incurred
on behalf of federal candidates. A list of the chapters and
individuals is enclosed.

A. For each of the chapters listed please provide the following
information:

1) State whether any provisions in the Articles of
Incorporation, the By-Laws of the Sierra Club or any other
documents that establish, regulate or in any other manner affect
financial dealings between the chapter and the Sierra Club. If
so, please submit copies of the relevant documents.

2) State whether the Sierra Club in any way finances or
otherwise administers local chapter funds. If so, please
identify the methods by which local chapters are funded and

S provide a description of procedures used by the local chapter in
obtaining financial assistance from the Sierra Club.

3) State whether local chapter funds are shared with the
S Sierra Club. If so, explain how they are shared and state all
~,sources of local chapter funds.

4) State whether there are guidelines or provisions in the
Articles of Incorporation of the Sierra Club, its By-Laws or any

S other documents that regulate, govern or in any way affect the
decision making of the local chapters concerning their political
support of candidates for federal elections. If so, please

~. provide copies of the relevant documents.

C 5) Explain what role# if any, the local chapter plays in
%C collecting dues for the Sierra Club.

Cr.6) State all ways in which the local chapters support
themselves.

B. Please provide the following information pertaining to the
reimbursements to individuals:

1. For each of the reimbursements listed, describe the goods
and/or services originally provided together with the date each
service was provided.



INTERROGATORIES FOR SCCOPE
Page 2

2) For each of the reimbursements to these individuals, state
whether the goods and services that were provided for were
originally paid for with personal funds.

a) State the source(s) of the funds originally used to
pay for the goods and services provided.

b) If the source is other than the personal funds of
the individual reimbursed, explain why the
reimbursement payments were made to the individual.

3) For each reimbursement state whether the individual provided
the goods and services at the suggestion of SCCOPE or any

person acting on SCCOPE's behalf.

a) If so, provide the name, address and relationship to
SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if any, of the person(s)
who made the suggestion(s) to the individuals.

4) For each reimbursement made:

a) Describe the procedure by which reimbursements were

0made.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was made
(i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order, etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between the
individual's outlay of funds and SCCOPE's
reimbursement.



ARI ZONA
Box 4166
Tuscon

D. Shakel

CALIFORNIA
530 Bush Street
San Francisco

P. Brodie
R. Kutler
D. Scott
B. Hakin
P. Brodie

103 Ross, Apt.
San Rafael

L. Roth

6014 College Avenue
Oakland

M. Francis
R. Shay

151 Ashbury Street
San Francisco

M. Francis

10/13/82

9/10/82
9/15/82
10/8/82
11/09/82
11/16/82

9/10/82
11/2/82

9/13/82
9/30/82
10/8/82
10/29/82
11/22/82

10/12/82

2410 Beverly Blvd., Ste 3
Los Angeles

L. Wade

B. Blake

1035 Robinson Avenue
San Diego

L. Farlie

1228 N Street, Ste 31
Sacremento

M. Paparian

9/20/82
9/24/82
9/28/82
9/30/82
9/30/82
10/13/82
10/22/82
10/26/82
10/29/82
11/22/82

9/30/82
10/22/82

9/30/82
10/29/82

$600.00

$ 60.00
62.13

500.00
20.00

1131.06

800.00
81.22

270.00
6.44

300.00
113.85
255.64

180.00

60.00
19.38

279.35
117.47
255.58
503.57
315.00
146.97
150.00
461.99

114.00
155.00

16.13
63.92



CALIFORNIA (Continued)
2253 Park Blvd
Palo Alto

B. Thielan 10/26/82 350.00
12/22/82 500.00

Loma-Prieta Chapter - Sierra Club
2253 Park Blvd.
Palo Alto 11/9/82 446.67

12/22/82 805.72

P.O. Box 272
Pacific Grove

A. Arellano 11/9/82 189.20

Angeles Chapter - Sierra Club
236 23rd Street
Santa Monica

H. Bailey 12/17/82 520.52
12/31/82 121.91

-------------------------------------------- ---------------------------
CONNECTICUT

Haywardville Rd, RFD 5
Colchester

S. Merrow 10/8/82 180.00
A. Merrow 11/2/82 525.00

2 Jenny Lane
Oxford

J. Severson 10/26/82 1086.40

CD Connecticut Chapter - Sierra Club

118 Oak Street
Hartford 12/31/82 44.63

-------------------------------------------------------------------
FLORIDA

7541 NW 16th Street, # 1308
Plantation

R. Kaufman 10/8/82 200.00

236 S. First Avenue, # 514
Ft. Lauderdale

R. Kaufman 10/26/82 175.00

11 SW 43rd Terrace
Ganiesville

C. Reid 10/8/82 100.00

RFD 1, Box 5d
Ormond

R. Lrzewinski 10/7/82 1842.20
------------------------------------------------------------- -----



IDAHO
Box 1173
Pacatello

R. Maughan 10/13/82 200.00

Box 308
Ketchum

C. Young 10/13/82 200.00
11/2/82 108.97

MAINE
16 Smith Street
Augusta

K. Spaulding 9/24/82 200.00

MARYLAND
402 Burgundy Drive
Rockville

J. Clarke 9/2/82 6.42
9/2/82 2.33

o9/30/82 18.13
10/1/82 18.13
10/6/82 5.50
10/6/82 5.89

010/6/82 12.14
10/8/82 1000.00
11/22/82 28.93

4417 - H Colmar Garden Drive
Baltimore

D. Goldbloom 10/12/82 12.30
10/14/82 12.80
10/19/82 12.80

C MASSACHUSETTS
46 Carolina Avenue

41% Jamaica Plain
J. Morgan 10/12/82 100.00

MICHIGAN
2314 Lake Drive
Grand Rapids

M. Miller 11/22/82 149.94

NEBRASKA
706 N. 58th Street
Omaha

E. Pearson 9/3/82 300.00

715 S. 14th Street
Lincoln

R. McCullough 11/2/82 235.65
11/22/82 262.64



0
NEW JERSEY

1305 Walnut Avenue
W. Collingswood

C. Barrett 10/8/82 100.00

NEW MEXICO
1709 Paseo de Peratta
Santa Fe

B. Calkin 10/29/82 50.53
11/22/82 546.35

NEW YORK
9 Foster Place
Pleasantville

C. Garlow

196 Morton Avenue
Albany

C. Ballantyne

9/30/82
10/19/82
10/29/82
11/2/82
11/16/82
11/22/82

11/9/82

228 E. 45th Street, 14th Floor
New York

M. Garabedian

N. Goldstein

300 E. 34th, # 6K
New York

L. Arm

39 Wycoff Street
Brooklyn

C. Oriez

9/30/82
11/2/82
11/22/82
10/26/82
11/22/82

11/2/82

11/2/82

Westchester-Putnam - Sierra Club
16 Green Street
St. Francis Convent
Mt. Kisco

NORTH CAROLINA
Box 1032
Fayetteville

B. Raye

2910 Skye Drive
Fayetteville

D. Shaffer

11/2/82

10/22/82

10/26/82
11/9/82
11/22/82

510.00
390.00
806.34
101.91
340.00
44.56

172.40

149.59
118.87
427.16
200.00
254.21

21.56

63.00

70.00

300.00

118.00
509.00
52.17



OHIO
3689 Kendall Avenue
Cincinnati

L. Frock 11/9/82 313.37
1/4/83 36.92

207 W. Dominion Blvd.
Columbus

J. Kiplinger 11/9/82 83.95
- -n----------------- --------

PENNSYLVANIA
Rd # 3, Box 49
Slatington

J. Schmidt 9/30/82 107.50
10/29/82 71.60
11/16/82 195.90

260 George Lane
Pittsburgh

P. Wray 10/19/82 100.00

SOUTH CAROLINA
P.O. Box 830
York

J. Spratt 10/28/82 250.00

P.O. Drawer 2646
Rock Hill

c/o Star Paper Tube
H. Dalton 12/31/82 79.04

800-B Cherokee Avenue
Marion

M. Smith 12/31/82 28.00

308 E. Bridge Street
St. Matthews

cr, A. Timberlake 12/31/82 126.35

SOUTH DAKOTA
Rte. 8
Rapid City

J. Jarvis 9/24/82 450.00

TENNESSEE
P.O. Box 11248
Knoxville

J. Price 10/22/82 569.00

UTAH
63-B Elizabeth Street, #4
Salt Lake City

R. Frear 10/5/82 500.00



2 WASHINGTON
2439 Crestline Drive

3 Olympia
R. Cellarius 9/15/82 40.32

4
3224 S. Lane Street

5 Seattle
M. Gillett 9/20/82 100.25

6 11/16/82 71.65

7 406 Summit Avenue, East
Seattle

8 J. Blomquist 9/20/82 207.89
11/22/82 555.96

9
1516 Melrose Avenue

10 Seattle
J. Blomquist 9/30/82 138.35

11 642.57
11/2/82 142.10

M. Taylor 11/22/82 376.42

5384 NE 75th Street
Seattle

J. Thompson 9/30/82 200.00
------------------------ ------------- ------- -------------

**1 WASHINGTON, D.C.
3330 Pennsylvania Avenue, SE
16 D. Sease 9/30/82 76.00

11/16/82 335.00
17 D. Gardiner 9/30/82 134.44
0 10/29/82 252.19

J. Elder 9/30/82 133.00
11/16/82 364.00

H. Schadler 9/30/82 14.00
A. Early 10/29/82 469.00

11/22/82 973.73
B. Yeager 10/29/82 103.70
P. Freeman 11/9/82 347.14
J. McComb & C. McNeil 11/22/82 84.1922

645 Pennsylvania Avenue
23 B. Evans 11/16/82 288.50

--------------------------------------------------------------
24 WISCONSIN

142 W. Gorham Street
25 Madison

J. Ela 9/30/82 391.6826 11/9/82 245.50
11/22/82 434.0027 ------- ~-------- ----------- -----------------------------------

WYOMING
28 P.O. Box 1078
29 Lander

B. Hamilton 9/30/82 173.00
30 11/22/82 372.53
30 ------------------------------------- --------- ------------------



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR # ~158
STAFT M MIMS

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education and Paul Swatek, Treasurer

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

This matter was referred from the Reports Analysis Division

("RAD") on June 3, 1983. The Commission voted to open a MUR

V- regarding Sierra Club Committee on Political Education ("SCCOPE")

V on September 13, 1983.

The RAD referral in this matter raised twb issues:

i) By using corporate treasury funds to make contributions to

federal candidates, the Sierra Club and SCCOPE violated 2 U.S.C.

0 S 441b(a).

2) The Sierra Club reimbursed SCCOPE for administrative

C expenses paid by SCCOPE and SCCOPE commingled those corporate

fund reimbursements with its contribution funds in violation of

S 441b.
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FACTUAL & LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Ftatual Analysi'

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to
federal candidates

The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day Pre-

General, 30 Day Post-General, and Year End Reports filed by the

SCCOE disclosed thirty-four (34) payments to its connected

organization, the Sierra Club, totalling $72,445.46. The

transactions were disclosed as reimbursements for activities

conducted on behalf of federal candidates involved in the 1982

primary and general elections.

On March 9, 1983, the Reports Analysis Division sent

Requests for Additional information ("RFAIs") advising SCCOPE

that contributions by corporations are prohibited under the Act.

The notice further advised SCCOPE to disclose any debts to its

connected organization that were outstanding for a period of

sixty (60) days or more, or in an amount that exceeded $500.

Counsel for SCCOPE telephoned on March 17, 1983, to make

arrangements for a conference call that afternoon between the

political director of the Sierra Club, the treasurer of SCCOPE,

and representatives of the Reports Analysis Division. During the
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conference call, the SCCOPE representatives explained that the

reimbursements to the Sierra Club were for such things as mailing

labels, staff salaries, and travel expenses. A Reports Analysis

Division Analyst explained that such activity might result in

prohibited in-kind contributions. The treasurer was advised to

explain the matters in detail.

A response received on March 24, 1983, stated that attempts

were made to ensure that all expenses associated with the

services and goods (which, it was argued, could only be provided

by the Sierra Club) were paid for by the separate segregated

fund, SCCOPE. The response cited II C.F.R. 39 100.7(a) (1) (iii)

and 114.9 and Advisory Opinion 1982-63, and provideI exanples of

the procedures utilized by SCCOPE to repay the connected

organization. SCCOPE acgued that the "normnal and usual charge"

was assessed for the goods and services provided by the Sierra

Club, and that SCCOPE's staff and volunteers were directed to

give SCCOPE "prompt reports on any use of Sierra Club resources."

The response also maintained that SCCOPE reimbursements were

given "priority for immediate payment." 1/

1/ SCCOPE's response to the RAD RFAI's does not provide any
information as to the question of how long it took SCCOPE to make
the reimbursements to the Sierra Club. For example, SCCOPE
reported a reimbursement of $ 3,644.83 on 9/30/82, to the Sierra
Club for salary costs incurred by the Sierra Club on behalf of 17
federal candidates. No ;nention is made of exactly when the costs
were incurred by the Sierra Club. While timely reimbursement
does not negate the 2 U.S.C. 5 441b violation involved (see Legal
Analysis section 1, infra), it is a factor to be considered in
'nitigation of the violation. An interrogatory directed at
clarifying this issue is attached to this report. (See Attachment
2 p. 3)
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2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Funds

SCCOPE's 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report disclosed

a $14,500.79 receipt from the Sierra Club on November 2, 1982.

The supporting receipt schedule explained that the transaction

constituted a "refund for SCCOPE administrative, political

education, and fundraising expenses in the period January-May

1982."

An RFAI was sent to SCCOPE on March 9, 1983, regarding the

receipt of apparent prohibited funds. The notice advised SCCOPE

that a sponsoring organization may pay for the administrative

expenses of running its separate segregated fund, but that

voluntary funds may not be commingled with prohibited funds.

SCCOPE responded to the letter on March 24, 1983, by

explaining that in 1982 it established two separate bank accounts

-- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund. The Campaign Fund is used

to make contributions to federal candidates, and the General Fund

is used to pay for "non-partisan administrative, fundraising and

educational expenses." The response explains that the separate

accounts were established to maintain distinctions between

certain activities, as required by the Internal Revenue Service,

so that contributors could utilize the federal income tax credit

for political contributions. In October of 1982, SCCOPE

determined that the Campaign Fund had inadvertantly paid

$14,500.79 towards administrative, fundraising and educational

expenses. In order "to protect the tax credit of SCCOPE donors",

the Sierra Club reimbursed the Campaign Fund for these expenses.
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After being notified of a possible violation by RAD, SCCOPE's

treasurer directed that the $14,500.79 payment by the Sierra Club

be refunded. The refund was made "from the funds in the SCCOPE

General Fund." SCCOPE's 1983 April Monthly Report disclosed the

$14,500.79 refund to the Sierra Club. The supporting Schedule B

noted that "[t]his refunds a payment made by the Sierra Club to

SCCOPE on 11/2/82 as a 'refund for SCCOPE administrative,

political education and fundraising expenses in the period

January - May 1982'."

B. LEGAL ANALYSIS

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to
federal candidates

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) makes "(i]t unlawful for any ...

corporation whatever to make a contribution or expenditure in

connection with any [federal] election ... or in connection with

any primary election or political convention or caucus held to

select candidates for any [federal office] ..., or for any ...

political committee knowingly to accept or receive any

contribution prohibited by this section...." However, 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b)(2)(C) specifically excludes from the restrictive

definition of contribution or expenditure, funds used for "the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

to a separate segregated fund to be utilized for political

purposes by a corporation .... " Thus, this expenditure exception

allows a membership corporation to use treasury monies for the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

from it membership to its separate segregated fund. 11 C.F.R.
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S 114.5(b). Such use of corporate treasury monies may not be

made as a means of exchanging treasury monies for voluntary

contributions. 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b).

The view that the prohibition against the commingling of

treasury funds and voluntary contributions is to be strictly

construed was specifically addressed in United States v.

Pipefitters Local Union No. 562, 407 U.S. 385, 414 (1972),

wherein the Court noted "that there must be strict segregation of

[the separate segregated fundh] monies from union dues and

01. assessments." This same requirement of segregation of

contribution funds from treasury funds applies to corporations as

well as unions.

The question whether the Sierra Club and SCCOPE made

corporate in-kind contributions arises from the fact that Sierra

Club treasury funds were used to provided materials (e.g.,

Igr mailing labels) and services (e.g., travel expenses, staff

salaries, telephones) in connection with SCCOPE's support of 128

federal candidates. Because the services provided were in direct

support of federal candidates, the value of the materials and

services should be viewed as expenditures of corporate treasury

funds made in connection with a federal election, in violation of

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

While the use of corporate treasury funds in federal

elections is broadly proscribed by 2 U.S.C. S 441b, the



Commission's regulations provide that persons may use corporate

or labor organization facilities in connection with federal

elections if reimbursement is made to the corporation or labor

organization in a commercially reasonable time and at the usual

and normal charge. See 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(c) and (d). Those

provisions do not, however, abrogate the prohibition against the

use of corporate or labor organization treasury funds to make

contributions or expenditures in connection with federal

elections and were not intended to create a loophole whereby

corporations and labor organizations may make unlimited political

expenditures merely by designating certain materials and services

as corporate or labor organization "facilities." Indeed, in the

Explanation and Justification of the Regulations, the Commission

noted that S 114.9 was generally intended to provide an exemption

for volunteer activity and the isolated or incidental use of

corporate facilities by a corporation's employees and

stockholders. When reviewed in context, therefore, along with

the statute, it is clear that S 114.9(c) and (d) was not intended

to apply to the relationship between a corporation and its

separate segregated fund. If S 114.9(c) and (d) permitted

corporate expenditures on behalf of candidates where such

expenditures were later reimbursed by the separate segregated

fund, that regulation would negate a large part of the

prohibitions against corporate participation in federal elections

contained in 2 U.S.C. S 441b. Clearly that was not the

Commission's purpose in promulgating S 114.9(c) and (d).
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Therefore, S 114.9(c) and (d) do not apply where the corporate

faci'lities involved are used by the corporation's separate,

segregated fund.

Respondents argue that the provision of goods and

services/reimbursement relationship between SCCOPE and the Sierra

Club should be viewed as one of a vendor (the Sierra Club) and

vendee (SCCOPE). To accept this proposition would lead to

adoption of a position that ignores the fact that the corporation

and its separate segregated fund are not independent "persons".

The separate segregated fund acts as an arm of the corporation.

It is merely another account of the corporation, which is

established exclusively for the purpose of allowing a corporation

to perform certain acts that it would not otherwise be permitted

to perform. Thus, here, respondents cannot assert that the

Sierra Club and SCCOPE did establish the necessary arms-length

distance in its dealings that are typical of those involving

transactions between a vendor and vendee. 2/ The General

2/ Respondents argue that SCCOPE must rely upon the Sierra Club
for certain services that are unique (i.e., the Sierra Club's
mailing list). Respondents fail, however, to address the issue
that the Sierra Club is not in the business of providing goods
and services to other political committees. Thus, there is no
independent test that might be used to determine whether the
goods and services that were supplied by the Sierra Club to
SCCOPE were on the same basis (e.g. cost and repayment
provisions) as those provided to any other political committee.



Counsel, therefore, recommends that the Commission determine

there is reason to believe that both the Sierra Club and SCCOPE

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Dollars

Respondents have stated that SCCOPE has maintained two bank

accounts -- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund -- and that

$14,500.79 in funds intended as reimbursement for "adminis-

trative, fundraising and educational expenses" were received from

the Sierra Club and deposited into SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. 3/ In

an attempt to rectify the apparent violation that had been noted

by RAD, SCCOPE refunded $14,500.79 to the Sierra Club. The

refund, however, was made from the General Fund. Because the

refund was made from the General Fund and not the Campaign Fund,

which had received the monies from the Sierra Club, the RAD

referral suggests that prohibited monies may still be retained by

SCCOPE.

The payment of $14,500.79 to SCCOPE by the Sierra Club

should be viewed as a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by the

Sierra Club and SCCOPE. While the Sierra Club may pay for

administrative and solicitation expenses of SCCOPE (2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b) (2)(C)), at the time these events occurred, it had to do

3/ At the time of his acknowledgement of this transaction,
SCCOPE's treasurer also inexplicably stated "at no time were
Sierra Club funds mixed with these funds in the SCCOPE Campaign
Fund from which we made contributions to federal candidates."

-9-
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so directly. 4/ The Commission has on occasion allowed a

connbcted organization to reimburse its PAC for administrative

expenses. Those instances were restrictei, however, to cases in

which a connected organization: (1) made a one-time

ceimbursement to the separate segregated fund, (2) reimbursed its

separate segregated fund because of the latter's inadvertant or

nistaken pajnl.nt of expenses, and (3) could have paid the cost

directly in its own right. Advisory Opinions 1979-72, 1979-33;

"OR 1976-111. The instant set of facts do not comport with the

first two situations described above. Even if the Commission

4ece to apply the present Regulation to this matter, the

reimbursements were not made by the Sierra Club within the 30 day

time period specified in the Regulation. Furthermore, because

to- SCCOPE made a refund of the payment received from the Sierra Club

from SCCOPE's General Fund (and not the account into which the

funds received from the Sierra Club wete deposited -the Campaign

Fund) the actual funds received from the Sierra Club remain in

SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. It is, therefore, the recommendation of

the General Counsel that the Commission find reason to believe

that the Sierra Club, and SCCOPE and Paul Swatek, as SCCOPE's

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 44lb(a).

4/ The Commission's Regulations at 5 114.5(b) (3), as recently
ainend ed, projie that a .epar ate segregated fund may be
reimbursed by its sponsor for those costs that it paid which may
hie re o [ginally been paid by the sponsor provided that any such
-eim'rsement is made within 30 days from the time that the
ex.?,.)se was paid by the separate segregated fund. This
egalation hal not been con~ilgate,) at the ti.ne that the
transactions in this case occurred.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~~w~rauj WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

May 1, 1984

The Sierra Club
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Sir/Madam:

On April 10, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Sierra Club
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") by making corporate
contributions in connection with federal elections. The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Sierra Club. Please submit
any factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to
the Commission's consideration of this matter. Additionally,
please submit responses to the enclosed interrogatories within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

thtIn the absence of additional information which demonstrates
thtn further action should be taken against the Sierra Club,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course,

W this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if
you so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If the Sierra Club intends to be represented by counsel in
this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, addzess and telephone number of
such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a) (4) (B) and S 437 g (a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commssion in writing that the Sierra Club
wishes the investigation to be made public.



Sierra Club
Page 2

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Stephen
Mims, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)523-4039.

S ince rely,

L AAnn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures



INTERROGATORIES TO THE SIERRA CLUB

Reports filed by the Sierra Club'Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) show reimbursements to four local chapters of
the Sierra Club for costs incurred on behalf of federal
candidates. The names of the chapters and date of reimbursement
by SCCOPE are as follows:

1) Loma-Prieta Chapter 11/09/82
Palo Alto, California 12/22/82

2) Angeles Chapter 12/17/82
Santa Monica, California 12/31/82

3) Connecticut Chapter 12/31/82
Hartford, Connecticut

4) Westchester-Putnam Chapter 11/02/82
Mt. Kisco, New York

0O For each of these chapters, please provide the following
information:

1) State whether there are any provisions in the Articles
of Incorporation, the By-Laws of the Sierra Club or any other
document that establishe, regulate or in any other manner affect
financial dealings between the chapter and the Sierra Club. If
so, please submit copies of the relevant documents.

2) State whether the Sierra Club in any way finances or
Ootherwise administers local chapter funds. If so, please

identify the methods by which local chapters are funded and
provide a description of procedures used by the local chapter in

0obtaining financial assistance from the Sierra Club.

3) State whether local chapter funds are shared with the
Sierra Club. If so, explain how they are shared and state all
sources of local chapter funds.

4) State whether there are guidelines or provisions in the
Articles of Incorporation of the Sierra Club, its By-Laws or any
other documents that regulate, govern or in any way affect the
decision making of the local chapters concerning their political
support of candidates for federal elections. If so, please
provide copies of the relevant documents.

5) Explain what role, if any, the local chapter plays in
collecting dues for the Sierra Club.

6) State all ways in which the local chapters support
themselves.



FEDERAL ELECTION CONKISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

N.UR # 1586
STAFF DENSER MIMS

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: The Sierra Club

SOURCE OF NUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLGATIONS

This matter was referred from the Reports Analysis Division

("RAD") on June 3, 1983. The Commission voted to open a MUR

regarding Sierra Club Committee on Political Education ("SCCOPE")

on September 13, 1983.

The RAD referral in this matter raised two issues:

1) By using corporate treasury funds to make contributions to

federal candidates, the Sierra Club and SCCOPE violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

2) The Sierra Club reimbursed SCCOPE for administrative

expenses paid by SCCOPE and SCCOPE commingled those corporate

fund reimbursements with its contribution funds in violation of

S 441b.
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FACTUAL & LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Factual Analysis

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to

federal candidates

The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day Pre-

General, 30 Day Post-General, and Year End Reports filed by the

SCCOPE disclosed thirty-four (34) payments to its connected

organization, the Sierra Club, totalling $72,445.46. The

transactions were disclosed as reimbursements for activities

conducted on behalf of federal candidates involved in the 1982

tr primary and general elections.

0On March 9, 1983, the Reports Analysis Division sent

Requests Eor Additional Information ("RFAIs") advising SCCOPE

that contributions by corporations are prohibited under the Act.

The notice further advised SCCOPE to disclose any debts to its

connected organization that were outstanding for a period of

sixty (60) days or more, or in an amount that exceeded $500.

Counsel for SCCOPE telephoned on March 17, 1983, to make

arrangenents for a conference call that afternoon between the

political director of the Sierra Club, the treasurer of SCCOPE,

and representatives of the Reports Analysis Division. During the
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conference call, the SCCOPE representatives explained that the

reimbursements to the Sierra Club were for such things as mailing

labels, staff salaries, and travel expenses. A Reports Analysis

Division Analyst explained that such activity might result in

prohibited in-kind contributions. The treasurer was advised to

explain the matters in detail.

A response received on March 24, 1983, stated that attempts

were made to ensure that all expenses associated with the

services and goods (which, it was argued, could only be provided

by the Sierra Club) were paid for by the separate segregated

fund, SCCOPE. The response cited 11 C.F.R. SS 100.7(a)(1)(iii)

and 114.9 and Advisory Opinion 1982-63, and provided examples of

the procedures utilized by SCCOPE to repay the connected

organization. SCCOPE argued that the "normal and usual charge"

was assessed for the goods and services provided by the Sierra

Club, and that SCCOPE's staff and volunteers were directed to

give SCCOPE "prompt reports on any use of Sierra Club resources."

The response also maintained that SCCOPE reimbursements were

given "priority for immediate payment." l/

l/ SCCOPE's response to the RAD RFAI's does not provide any
information as to the question of how long it took SCCOPE to make
the reimbursements to the Sierra Club. For example, SCCOPE
reported a reimbursement of $ 3,644.83 on 9/30/82, to the Sierra
Club for salary costs incurred by the Sierra Club on behalf of 17
federal candidates. No mention is made of exactly when the costs
were incurred by the Sierra Club. While timely reimbursement
does not negate the 2 U.S.C. S 441b violation involved (see Legal
Analysis section 1, infra), it is a factor to be considered in
mitigation of the violation. An interrogatory directed at
clarifying this issue is attached to this report. (See Attachment
2 p. 3)
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2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Funds

SCCOPE's 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report disclosed

a $14,500.79 receipt from the Sierra Club on November 2, 1982.

The supporting receipt schedule explained that the transaction

constituted a "refund for SCCOPE administrative, political

education, and fundraising expenses in. the period January-May

1982."

An RFAI was sent to SCCOPE on March 9, 1983, regarding the

receipt of apparent prohibited funds. The notice advised SCCOPE

that a sponsoring organization may pay for the administrative

expenses of running its separate segregated fund, but that

voluntary funds may not be commingled with prohibited funds.

SCCOPE responded to the letter on March 24, 1983, by

explaining that in 1982 it established two separate bank accounts

-- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund. The Campaign Fund is used

to make contributions to federal candidates, and the General Fund

is used to pay for "non-partisan administrative, fundraising and

educational expenses." The response explains that the separate

accounts were established to maintain distinctions between

certain activities, as required by the Internal Revenue Service,

so that contributors could utilize the federal income tax credit

for political contributions. In October of 1982, SCCOPE

determined that the Campaign Fund had inadvertantly paid

$14,500.79 towards administrative, fundraising and educational

expenses. In order "to protect the tax credit of SCCOPE donors",

the Sierra Club reimbursed the Campaign Fund for these expenses.
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After being notified of a possible violation by RAD, SCCOPE's

treasurer directed that the $14,500.79 payment by the Sierra Club

be refunded. The refund was made "from the funds in the SCCOPE

General Fund." SCCOPE's 1983 April Monthly Report disclosed the

$14,500.79 refund to the Sierra Club. The supporting Schedule B

noted that "[tihis refunds a payment made by the Sierra Club to

SCCOPE on 11/2/82 as a 'refund for SCCOPE administrative,

political education and fundraising expenses in the period

January - May 1982'."

B. LEGAL ANALYSIS

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to
federal candidates

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) makes "[i]t unlawful for any ...

corporation whatever to make a contribution or expenditure in

connection with any [federal] election ... or in connection with

I r any primary election or political convention or caucus held to

C: select candidates for any [federal office] ..., or for any ...

4political committee knowingly to accept or receive any

contribution prohibited by this section.... " However, 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b) (2) (C) specifically excludes from the restrictive

definition of contribution or expenditure, funds used for "the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

to a separate segregated fund to be utilized for political

purposes by a corporation .... " Thus, this expenditure exception

allows a membership corporation to use treasury monies for the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

from it membership to its separate segregated fund. 11 C.F.R.
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S 114.5(b). Such use of corporate treasury monies may not be

made as a means of exchanging treasury monies for voluntary

contributions. 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b).

The view that the prohibition against the commingling of

treasury funds and voluntary contributions is to be strictly

construed was specifically addressed in United States v.

Pipefitters Local Union No. 562, 407 U.S. 385, 414 (1972),

wherein the Court noted "that there must be strictsegregation of

[the separate segregated funds] monies from union dues and

assessments." This same requirement of segregation of

contribution funds from treasury funds applies to corporations as

well as unions.

The question whether the Sierra Club and SCCOPE made

corporate in-kind contributions arises from the fact that Sierra

Club treasury funds were used to provided materials (e.g.,

mailing labels) and services (e.g., travel expenses, staff

salaries, telephones) in connection with SCCOPE's support of 128

federal candidates. Because the services provided were in direct

support of federal candidates, the value of the materials and

services should be viewed as expenditures of corporate treasury

funds made in connection with a federal election, in violation of

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

While the use of corporate treasury funds in federal

elections is broadly proscribed by 2 U.S.C. S 441b, the
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Commission's regulations provide that persons may use corporate

or labor organization facilities in connection with federal

elections if reimbursement is made to the corporation or labor

organization in a commercially reasonable time and at the usual

and normal charge. See 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(c) and (d). Those

provisions do not, however, abrogate the prohibition against the

use of corporate or labor organization treasury funds to make

contributions or expenditures in connection with federal

elections and were not intended to create a loophole whereby

corporations and labor organizations may make unlimited political

expenditures merely by designating certain materials and services

as corporate or labor organization "facilities." Indeed, in the

Explanation and Justification of the Regulations, the Commission

noted that S 114.9 was generally intended to provide an exemption*

for volunteer activity and the isolated or incidental use of

corporate facilities by a corporation's employees and

stockholders. When reviewed in context, therefore, along with

the statute, it is clear that S 114.9(c) and (d) was not intended

to apply to the relationship between a corporation and its

separate segregated fund. If S 114.9(c) and (d) permitted

corporate expenditures on behalf of candidates where such

expenditures were later reimbursed by the separate segregated

fund, that regulation would negate a large part of the

prohibitions against corporate participation in federal elections

contained in 2 U.S.C. S 441b. Clearly that was not-the

Commission's purpose in promulgating S 114.9(c) and (d).
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Therefore, S 114.9(c) and (d) do not apply where the corporate

facilities involved are used by the corporation's separate

segregated fund.

Respondents argue that the provision of goods and

services/reimbursement relationship between SCCOPE and the Sierra

Club should be viewed as one of a vendor (the Sierra Club) and

vendee (SCCOPE). To accept this proposition would lead to

adoption of a position that ignores the fact that the corporation

and its separate segregated fund are not independent "persons".

The separate segregated fund acts as an arm of the corporation.

It is merely another account of the corporation, which is

established exclusively for the purpose of allowing a corporation

to perform certain acts that it would not otherwise be permitted

to perform. Thus, here, respondents cannot assert that the

C Sierra Club and SCCOPE did establish the necessary arms-length

distance in its dealings that are typical of those involving

C

2/ Respondents argue that SCCOPE must rely upon the Sierra Club
for certain services that are unique (i.e., the Sierra Club's
mailing list). Respondents fail, however, to address the issue
that the Sierra Club is not in the business of providing goods
and services to other political committees. Thus, there is no
independent test that might be used to determine whether the
goods and services that were supplied by the Sierra Club to
SCCOPE were on the same basis (e.g. cost and repayment
provisions) as those provided to any other political committee.



* 0
-9-

Counsel, therefore, recommends that the Commission determine

there is reason to believe that both the Sierra Club and SCCOPE

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Dollars

Respondents have stated that SCCOPE has maintained two bank

accounts -- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund -- and that

$14,500.79 in funds intended as reimbursement for "adminis-

trative, fundraising and educational expenses" were received from

the Sierra Club and deposited into SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. 3/ In

an attempt to rectify the apparent violation that had been noted

by RAD, SCCOPE refunded $14,500.79 to the Sierra Club. The

refund, however, was made from the General Fund. Because the

refund was made from the General Fund and not the Campaign Fund,

which had received the monies from the Sierra Club, the RAD

referral suggests that prohibited monies may still be retained by

SCCOPE.

The payment of $14,500.79 to SCCOPE by the Sierra Club

should be viewed as a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by the

Sierra Club and SCCOPE. While the Sierra Club may pay for

administrative and solicitation expenses of SCCOPE (2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b)(2)(C)), at the time these events occurred, it had to do

3/ At the time of his acknowledgement of this transaction,
SCCOPE's treasurer also inexplicably stated "at no time were
Sierra Club funds mixed with these funds in the SCCOPE Campaign
Fund from which we made contributions to federal candidates."
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so directly. 4/ The Commission has on occasion allowed a

connected organization to reimburse its PAC for administrative

expenses. Those instances oere restricted, however, to cases in

which a connected organization: (1) made a one-time

reimburseinent to the separate segregated funi, (2) reimbursed its

separate segregated fund because of the latter's inadvertant or

nistaken pay,ner of expeases, and (3) could have paid the cost

lirectly in its own right. Advisory Opinions 1979-72, 1979-33;

AOR 1976-111. The in stant set of facts do not comport with the

First two situations described above. Even if the Commission

4ere to apply the present Regulation to this matter, the

reimbursements were not made by the Sierra Club within the 30 day

time period specified in the Regulation. Furthermore, because

SCCOPE made a refund of the payment received from the Sierra Club

from SCCOPE's General Fund (and not the account into which the

funds received from the Sierra Club were deposited -the Campaign

Fund) the actual funds received from the Sierra Club remain in

SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. It is, therefore, the recommendation of

the General Counsel that the Commission find reason to believe

that the Sierra Club, and SCCOPE and Paul Swatek, as SCCOPE's

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

4/ The Commission's Regulations at S 114.5(b)(3), as recently
amended, provide thati: A separate segregated fund may be
reimbursed by its sponsor for those costs that it paid which may
ha je o:iginally been paid by the sponsor provided that any such
-ei')Jrsement is made within 30 days from the time that the
eK;yense was paid by the separate segregated fund. This
Regulation had rv.t be-.r o-lgate at lhe tide that the
transactions in this case occurred.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 3063

The Sierra Club
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

RE: 14U 1586

Dear Sir/Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Sierra Club
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") by making corporate

%" contributions in connection with federal elections. The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Sierra Club. Please submit
any factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to
the Commission's consideration of this matter. Additionally,
please submit responses to the enclosed interrogatories within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of additional information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against the Sierra Club,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if
you so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If the Sierra Club intends to be represented by counsel in
this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437 g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commssion in writing that the Sierra Club
wishes the investigation to be made public.

4,
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Sierra Club
4UR 1586

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Stephen
Mims, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Cha les N. Steele

Gene alCounsel

OD

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
0 Associate neral Counsel

Enclosures

C~



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

The Sierra Club
Committee on Political Education
Paul Swatek, Treasurer
530 Bush Street
San Francisco# CA 94108

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Swatek:

On April 10 , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Sierra Club
Committee on Political Education ("SCCOPEO) and you, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), 
a provision of the

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

, The General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a
basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no actlon should be taken against the committee and you, as -
treasurer. Please submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration of
this matter. Additionally, please response to the enclosed
interrogatory within ten days of receipt of this letter.

In the absence of additional information which demonstrates
Cthat no further action should be taken against SCCOPE and you, as

treasurer, the Commission may find probable cause to believe that

a violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of
course, this does not preclude the settlement of this matter
through conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe if you so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you and the committee intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the

enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437 g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commssion in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.
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Sierr a Ciub Comittee
On Poltical Education
MUR 1s6

For yoUr information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Stephen

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

Sincerely,

Enclosures
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Sierra Club Committee on
Political Education

MR 1586

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on April 27,

1984, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to approve

and send the letter and interrogatories to the Sierra Club

Committee on Political Education as submitted with the

General Counsel's April 25, 1984 Memorandum to the Commission.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald, McGarry

and Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

Date
Secretary of the Commission

Received in office of Commission Secretary:
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis:

4-25-84, 12:33
4-25-84, 4:00
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463 Pat: 3)

April 25, -1984

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

The Commission

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General CounseKJ-.r

SUBJECT: Redraft of Interrogatories in MUR 1586

Pursuant to the Commission's decision of April 10, 1984, the
Office of the General Counsel has redrafted the interrogatories
to be sent in this matter. This Office has amended the
interrogatories to be sent to the Sierra Club Committee on
Political Education and has withheld the letters and interrogatories
addressed to the sampling of individuals. The amended
interrogatories to the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education are attached.

The Office of the General Counsel recommends, therefore,
that the Commission approve and send the attached letter and
interrogatories to the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education.

Attachment

As Stated.

AhMM..-

"awk



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 063

The Sierra Club
Committee on Political Education
Paul Swatek, Treasurer
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Swatek:

On April 10 , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Sierra Club
Committee on Political Education ("SCCOPE*) and you, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

I The General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a
basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your" 'information. "

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no aft-ion should be taken against the committee and you, as -

treasurer. Please submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration of
this matter. Additionally, please response to the enclosed

e interrogatory within ten days of receipt of this letter.

In the absence of additional information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against SCCOPE and you, as
treasurer, the Commission may find probable cause to believe that
a violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of
course, this does not preclude the settlement of this matter
through conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe if you so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you and the committee intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. s 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437 g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commssion in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.
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Sierra Club Cpintte
On Political "i uction
MUR 1586

For your information, we-have attached a brief description
of the Coumission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Stephen
Nins, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Enclosures

_ r

c

47

cig

%P



INTERROGATORIES TO )PE

Reports filed by the Sierra Club committee on political
Education (SCCOPE) show reimbursements to four local chapters of
the Sierra Club and to a number of indivudals for costs incurred
on behalf of federal candidates. A list of the chapters and
individuals is enclosed.

A. For each of the chapters listed please provide the following
information:

1) State whether any provisions in the Articles of
Incorporation, the By-Laws of the Sierra Club or any other
documents that establish, regulate or in any other manner affect
financial dealings between the chapter and the Sierra Club. If
so, please submit copies of the relevant documents.

2) State whether the Sierra Club in any way finances or
otherwise administers local chapter funds. If so, please
identify the methods by which local chapters are funded and
provide a description of procedures used by the local chapter in
obtaining financial assistance from the Sierra Club.

3) State whether local~ chapter funds are shared with the
o Sierra Club. If so, explain how they are shared and state all

sources of local chapter funds.

4) State whether there are guidelines or provisions in the
Articles of Incorporation of the Sierra Club, its By-Laws or any

v~other documents that regulate, govern or in any way affect the
decision making of the local chapters concerning their political

C~support of candidates for federal elections. If so, please
provide copies of the relevant documents.

5) Explain what role, if any, the local chapter plays incollecting dues for the Sierra Club.

6) State all ways in wihich the local chapters support
themselves.

B. Please provide the following information pertaining to the
reimbursements to individuals:

1. For each of the reimbursements listed, describe the goods
and/or services originally provided together with the date each
service was provided.



INTERROGATORIES FOR SCCOPE
Page 2

2) For each of the reimbursements to these individuals, state
whether the goods and services that were provided for were
originally paid for with personal funds.

a) State the source(s) of the funds originally used to
pay for the goods and services provided.

b) If the source is other than the personal funds of
the individual reimbursed, explain why the
reimbursement payments were made to the individual.

3) For each reimbursement state whether the individual provided
the goods and services at the suggestion of SCCOPE or any
person acting on SCCOPE's behalf.

a) If so, provide the name, address and relationship to
SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if any, of the person(s)

. who made the suggestion(s) to the individuals.

4) For each reimbursement made:

a) Describe the procedure by which reimbursements were
made.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was made
(i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order, etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between the
individual's outlay of funds and SCCOPE's

C reimbursement.



MCIE TBE PED L [ CCSUIO

In the Matter of
) HMR 1586

Sierra Club Cazmittee on )
Political Eduatio, et al. )

~CA~r~TION

I, Marjorie W. Rmons, reoordng secretary for the Federal Election

Comission executive session on April 10, 1984, do hereby certify that

the Cumission took the following actions in XR 1586:

1. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to find reason to believe that
the Sierra Club violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

2. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to find reason to believe that
P.. Sierra Club Comittee on Political Education and Paul

Swatek, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

3. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to direct the Office of Gereral
Counsel to redraft the letters and interrogatories to
the r .-- 1ents and circulate thmn for Cm iSsiMl approval;
and that the Comission not send the letters and interroga-
tories at this tive to any of the sanpling of individuals
as witnesses to whom the General Counsel had drafted letters
and interrogatories in the repor dated Marc 22, 1984.

Comnissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Maxxnald, Maarry, and

Reiche voted affizmatively for each of these decisions.

Attest:

OZi

Date UJMarjorie W. zm=ns
Secret6ar of the QC~mission
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ELECTION ,,.,-S,,5,, .(,.4M :'EETiRY
1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463
FIRMT EMNERRAL COUNSELS ]n, o 4MAR 22 A9: 57

DATE 1 AD TIME OF TIAMSNI"l j NOR #

BY OOC TO TEE COSUISSIOU - /04:~ STAFF =MR 1IN

SOURCEOFlUIR: I N T E R NALLY GENERATED

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education, the Sierra Club and Paul Swatek,
Treasurer of the Sierra Club Committee on
Political Education

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Sierra Club Committee on

Political Education

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

GNERATIOn OF NATTER

This matter was referred from the Reports Analysis Division

'V ("RAD") on June 3, 1983. The Commission voted to open a MUR

regarding Sierra Club Committee on Political Education ("SCCOPE")

on September 13, 1983.

SUMIARY OF ALLEGATIOns

The RAD referral in this matter raised two issues:

1) By using corporate treasury funds to make contributions to

Sfederal candidates, the Sierra Club and SCCOPE violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

2) The Sierra Club reimbursed SCCOPE for administrative

expenses paid by SCCOPE and SCCOPE commingled those corporate

fund reimbursements with its contribution funds in violation of

S 441b.
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FAC AL & LEAL AMNLYSIS

A. Factual Analysis

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to
federal candidates 0 M

The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day Pre-

General, 30 Day Post-General, and Year End Reports filed by the

SCCOPE disclosed thirty-four (34) payments to its connected

organization, the Sierra Club, totalling $72,445.46. The

transactions were disclosed as reimbursements for activities

conducted on behalf of federal candidates involved in the 1982

primary and general elections.

On March 9, 1983, the Reports Analysis Division sent

Requests for Additional Information ("RFAIs") advising SCCOPE

that contributions by corporations are prohibited under the Act.

The notice further advised SCCOPE to disclose any debts to its

connected organization that were outstanding for a period of

sixty (60) days or more, or in an amount that exceeded $500.

Counsel for SCCOPE telephoned on March 17, 1983, to make

arrangements for a conference call that afternoon between the

political director of the Sierra Club, the treasurer of SCCOPE,

and representatives of the Reports Analysis Division. During the
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conference call, the SCCOPE representatives explained that the

reimbursements to the Sierra Club were for such things as mailing

labels, staff salaries, and travel expenses. A Reports Analysis

Division Analyst explained that such activity might result in

prohibited in-kind contributions. The treasurer was advised to

explain the matters in detail.

A response received on March 24, 1983, stated that attempts

were made to ensure that all expenses associated with the

services and goods (which, it was argued, could only be provided

by the Sierra Club) were paid for by the separate segregated

fund, SCCOPE. The response cited 11 C.F.R. SS 100.7(a)(1)(iii)

and 114.9 and Advisory Opinion 1982-63, and provided examples of

the procedures utilized by SCCOPE to repay the connected

organization. SCCOPE argued that the "normal and usual charge"

was assessed for the goods and services provided by the Sierra

Club, and that SCCOPE's staff and volunteers were directed to

give SCCOPE "prompt reports on any use of Sierra Club resources."

The response also maintained that SCCOPE reimbursements were

given "priority for immediate payment." l/

1/ SCCOPE's response to the RAD RFAI's does not provide any
information as to the question of how long it took SCCOPE to make
the reimbursements to the Sierra Club. For example, SCCOPE
reported a reimbursement of $ 3,644.83 on 9/30/82, to the Sierra
Club for salary costs incurred by the Sierra Club on behalf of 17
federal candidates. No mention is made of exactly when the costs
were incurred by the Sierra Club. While timely reimbursement
does not negate the 2 U.S.C. S 441b violation involved (see Legal
Analysis section 1, infra), it is a factor to be considered in
mitigation of the violation. An interrogatory directed at
clarifying this issue is attached to this report. (See Attachment
2 p. 3)
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2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Funds

SCCOPEts 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report disclosed

a $14,500.79 receipt from the Sierra Club on November 2, 1982.

The supporting receipt schedule explained that the transaction

constituted a "refund for SCCOPE administrative, political

education, and fundraising expenses in the period January-May

1982."

An RFAI was sent to SCCOPE on March 9, 1983, regarding the

receipt of apparent prohibited funds. The notice advised SCCOPE

that a sponsoring organization may pay for the administrative

expenses of running its separate segregated fund, but that

voluntary funds may not be commingled with prohibited funds.

SCCOPE responded to the letter on March 24, 1983, by

explaining that in 1982 it established two separate bank accounts

S -- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund. The Campaign Fund is used

to make contributions to federal candidates, and the General Fund

is used to pay for "non-partisan administrative, fundraising and

educational expenses." The response explains that the separate

accounts were established to maintain distinctions between

certain activities, as required by the Internal Revenue Service,

so that contributors could utilize the federal income tax credit

for political contributions. In October of 1982, SCCOPE

determined that the Campaign Fund had inadvertantly paid

$14,500.79 towards administrative, fundraising and educational

expenses. In order "to protect the tax credit of SCCOPE donors",

the Sierra Club reimbursed the Campaign Fund for these expenses.
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After being notified of a possible violation by RAD, SCCOPE's

treasurer directed that the $14,500.79 payment by the Sierra Club

be refunded. The refund was made "from the funds in the SCCOPE

General Fund." SCCOPE's 1983 April Monthly Report disclosed the

$14,500.79 refund to the Sierra Club. The supporting Schedule B

noted that "[tihis refunds a payment made by the Sierra Club to

SCCOPE on 11/2/82 as a 'refund for SCCOPE administrative,

political education and fundraising expenses in the period

January - May 1982'."
IN

B. LEGAL ANALYSIS

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to
0federal candidates

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) makes "[i]t unlawful for any

corporation whatever to make a contribution or expenditure in

connection with any [federal] election ... or in connection with

any primary election or political convention or caucus held to

select candidates for any [federal office] ..., or for any ...

political committee knowingly to accept or receive any

contribution prohibited by this section...." However, 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b)(2)(C) specifically excludes from the restrictive

definition of contribution or expenditure, funds used for "the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

to a separate segregated fund to be utilized for political

purposes by a corporation .... " Thus, this expenditure exception

allows a membership corporation to use treasury monies for the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

from it membership to its separate segregated fund. 11 C.F.R.
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S 114.5(b). Such use of corporate treasury monies may not be

made as a means of exchanging treasury monies for voluntary

contributions. 11 C.F.R. 5 114.5(b).

The view that the prohibition against the commingling of

treasury funds and voluntary contributions is to be strictly

construed was specifically addressed in United States v.

Pipefitters Local Union No. 562, 407 U.S. 385, 414 (1972),

wherein the Supreme Court noted "that there must be strict

segregation of [the separate segregated fund's] monies from union

dues and assessments." This same requirement of segregation of

contribution funds from treasury funds applies to corporations as

well as unions.

The question whether the Sierra Club and SCCOPE made

corporate in-kind contributions arises from the fact that Sierra

Club treasury funds were used to provide materials (e.g., mailing

labels) and services (e.g., travel expenses, staff salaries,

telephones) in connection with SCCOPE's support of 128 federal

candidates. Because the services provided were in direct support

of federal candidates, the value of the materials and services

should be viewed as expenditures of corporate treasury funds made

in connection with a federal election, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

While the use of corporate treasury funds in federal

elections is bcoadly proscribed by 2 U.S.C. S 441b, the
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Commission's regulations provide that persons may use corporate

or labor organization facilities in connection with federal

elections if reimbursement is made to the corporation or labor

organization in a commercially reasonable time and at the usual

and normal charge. See 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(c) and (d). Those

provisions do not, however, abrogate the prohibition 
against the

use of corporate or labor organization treasury funds to make

contributions or expenditures in connection with federal

elections and were not intended to create a loophole whereby

IV corporations and labor organizations may make unlimited political

expenditures merely by designating certain materials 
and services

as corporate or labor organization "facilities." Indeed, in the

Explanation and Justification of the Regulations, the Commission

noted that S 114.9 was generally intended to provide an exemption

Cfor volunteer activity and the isolated or incidental use of

corporate facilities by a corporation's employees and

C
stockholders. When reviewed in context, therefore, along with

the statute, it is clear that S 114.9(c) and (d) was not intended

to apply to the relationship between a corporation and its

separate segregated fund. If S 114.9(c) and (d) permitted

corporate expenditures on behalf of candidates where such

expenditures were later reimbursed by the separate segregated

fund, that regulation would negate a large part of the

prohibitions against corporate participation in federal elections

contained in 2 U.S.C. S 441b. Clearly that was not the

Commission's purpose in promulgating S 114.9(c) and (d).



Therefore, S 114.9(c) and (d) do not apply where the corporate

facilities involved are used by the corporation's separate

segregated fund.

Respondents argue that the provision of goods and

services/reimbursement relationship between SCCOPE and the Sierra

Club should be viewed as one of a vendor (the Sierra Club) and

vendee (SCCOPE). To accept this proposition would lead to

adoption of a position that ignores the fact that the corporation

and its separate segregated fund are not independent "persons"

TAP The separate segregated fund acts as an arm of the corporation.

Cr It is merely another account of the corporation, which is

established exclusively for the purpose of allowing a corporation

to perform certain acts that it would not otherwise be permitted

to perform. Thus, here, respondents cannot assert that the

Sierra Club and SCCOPE did establish the necessary arms-length

distance in its dealings that are typical of those involving

C! transactions between a vendor and vendee. 2/ The General

2/Respondents argue that SCCOPE must rely upon the Sierra Club
for certain services that are unique (i.e., the Sierra Club's
mailing list). Respondents fail, however, to address the issue
that the Sierra Club is not in the business of providing goods
and services to other political committees. Thus, there is no
independent test that might be used to determine whether the
goods and services that were supplied by the Sierra Club to
SCCOPE were on the same basis (e.g. cost and repayment
provisions) as those provided to any other political committee.
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Counsel, therefore, recommends that the Commission determine

there is reason to believe that both the Sierra Club and SCCOPE

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

In addition to the $72,445.46 in reimbursements made by

SCCOPE for expenditures by the Sierra Club, SCCOPE's reports

during the period from September 1 through December 31, 1982,

show additional reimbursements by SCCOPE of $33,019.41. These

payments were made to various individuals and identified as

reimbursements for campaign expenditures. 3/ The reimbursements

were made in 23 states and the District of Columbia to

individuals who were reported to have advanced services to

candidates on behalf of SCCOPE. (Attachment 1). Some of these

persons have been reimbursed as much as $1,800 in one payment. A

review of the persons reimbursed reveals a distinct pattern that

suggesting that these persons might be associated with local

Sierra Club chapters, and the funds advanced may have been local

chapter funds. If this is the case, there is the additional

possibility that the local chapter funds might contain corporate

monies; perhaps money received from the Sierra Club as a portion

of dues reimbursements. If local chapter funds were not used, it

appears the individual persons may have made contributions to

SCCOPE that were not reported and, in some cases, may be

excessive. In any event, the General Counsel believes

3/ Two Thousand Nine Dollars and Forty-five cents of the
itemized reimbursements were made to local Sierra Club Chapters
that are not incorporated. The remainder went to individual
persons.
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interrogatories should be sent to a sampling of these individuals

as witnesses to determine the circumstances of the advances and

reimbursments. In addition, questions are proposed for the

Sierra Club to determine whether the local chapters' accounts

would normally contain corporate funds. This office will defer

making any recommendations concerning this aspect of the

situation until the witnesses responses are received.

2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Dollars

Respondents have stated that SCCOPE has maintained two bank

accounts -- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund -- and that

$14,500.79 in funds intended as reimbursement for "adminis-

trative, fundraising and educational expenses" were received from

the Sierra Club and deposited into SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. 4/ In

an attempt to rectify the apparent violation that had been noted

by RAD, SCCOPE refunded $14,500.79 to the Sierra Club. The

refund, however, was made from the General Fund. Because the

refund was made from the General Fund and not the Campaign Fund,

which had received the monies from the Sierra Club, the RAD

referral suggests that prohibited monies may still be retained by

SCCOPE.

The payment of $14,500.79 to SCCOPE by the Sierra Club

should be viewed as a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by the

4/ At the time of his acknowledgement of this transaction,
SCCOPE's treasurer also inexplicably stated "at no time were
Sierra Club funds mixed with these funds in the SCCOPE Campaign
Fund from which we made contributions to federal candidates."
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Sierra Club and SCCOPEo While the Sierra Club may pay for

administrative and solicitation expenses of SCCOPE (2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b)(2)(C)), at the time these events occurred, it had to do

so directly. 5/ The Commission has on occasion allowed a

connected organization to reimburse its PAC for administrative

expenses. Those instances were restricted, however, to cases in

which a connected organization: (1) made a one-time

reimbursement to the separate segregated fund, (2) reimbursed its

separate segregated fund because of the latter's inadvertant or

cmistaken payment of expenses, and (3) could have paid the cost
C,

directly in its own right. Advisory Opinions 1979-72, 1979-33;

AOR 1976-111. The instant set of facts do not comport with the

first two situations described above. Even if the Commission

were to apply the present Regulation to this matter, the

O reimbursements were not made by the Sierra Club within the 30 day

time period specified in the Regulation. Furthermore, because

SCCOPE made a refund of the payment received from the Sierra Club

from SCCOPE's General Fund (and not the account into which the

funds received from the Sierra Club were deposited -the Campaign

Fund) the actual funds received from the Sierra Club remain in

5/ The Commission's Regulations at S 114.5(b)(3), as recently
amended, provide that a separate segregated fund may be
reimbursed by its sponsor for those costs that it paid which may
have originally been paid by the sponsor provided that any such
reimbursement is made within 30 days from the time that the
expense was paid by the separate segregated fund. This
Regulation had not been promulgated at the time that the
transactions in this case occurred.
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SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. It is, therefore, the recommendation of

the General Counsel that the Commission find reason to believe

that the Sierra Club and SCCOPE violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

R.MECOBDIMTIOUS

1. Find reason to believe that the Sierra Club violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

2. Find reason to believe that Sierra Club Committee on

Political Education and Paul Swatek, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

3. Approve and send the attached letters and interrogatories.

O Charles N. Steele
7Y General Counsel

0-By: 

_____________

Da tenneth A. Gross
qW Associate General Counsel

Attachments:
1. List of reimbursed individuals.
2. Letter, interrogatories, and Factual and Legal Analysis to

the Sierra Club.
3. Letter, interrogatory and Factual and Legal Analysis to the

Sierra Club Committee on Political Education.
4. Letters and interrogatories to individual witnesses.



ARIZONA
Box 4166
Tuscon

D. Shakel

CALIOMIA
530 Bush Street
San Francisco

P. Brodie
R. Kutler
D. Scott
B. Hakin
P. Brodie

103 Ross, Apt. 1
San Rafael

L. Roth

6014 College Avenue
Oakland

M. Francis
R. Shay

171 151 Ashbury Street
San Francisco

to- M. Francis

10/13/82

9/10/82
9/15/82
10/8/82
11/09/82
11/16/82

9/10/82
11/2/82

9/13/82
9/30/82
10/8/82
10/29/82
11/22/82

10/12/82

2410 Beverly Blvd., Ste 3
Los Angeles

L. Wade

B. Blake

1035 Robinson Avenue
San Diego

L. Farlie

1228 N Street, Ste 31
Sacremento

M. Paparian

9/20/82
9/24/82
9/28/82
9/30/82
9/30/82
10/13/82
10/22/82
10/26/82
10/29/82
11/22/82

9/30/82
10/22/82

9/30/82
10/29/82

S

$600.00

$ 60.00
62.13

500.00
20.00

1131.06

0

800.00
81.22

270.00
6.44

300.00
113.85
255.64

180.00

60.00
19.38

279.35
117.47
255.58
503.57
315.00
146.97
150.00
461.99

114.00
155.00

16.13
63.92

91



CALIFORNIA (Continued)
2253 Park Blvd
Palo Alto

B. Thielan 10/26/82 350.00
12/22/82 500.00

Loma-Prieta Chapter - Sierra Club
2253 Park Blvd.
Palo Alto 11/9/82 446.67

12/22/82 805.72

P.O. Box 272
Pacific Grove

A. Arellano 11/9/82 189.20

Angeles Chapter - Sierra Club
236 23rd Street
Santa Monica

H. Bailey 12/17/82 520.52
12/31/82 121.91

---------------------------------------- -------------------------

- CONNECTICUT
aHaywardville Rd, RFD 5

Colchester
S. Merrow 10/8/82 180.00
A. Merrow 11/2/82 525.00

2 Jenny Lane
Oxford

J. Severson 10/26/82 1086.40

OConnecticut Chapter - Sierra Club
118 Oak Street
Hartford 12/31/82 44.63

-------------------------------------------------------------------
CFLORIDA

p7541 NW 16th Street, # 1308
Plantation

R. Kaufman 10/8/82 200.00

236 S. First Avenue, # 514
Ft. Lauderdale

R. Kaufman 10/26/82 175.00

11 SW 43rd Terrace
Ganiesville

C. Reid 10/8/82 100.00

RFD 1, Box 5d
Ormond

R. Lrzewinski 10/7/82 1842.20
-------------------------------------------------------------------

A awI



IDAHO
Box 1173
Pacatello

R. Maughan 10/13/82 200.00

Box 308
Ketchum 200.00

C. Young 10/13/82 108.97
11/2/82 108.97

-------------------------- ------------------

MAINM
16 Smith Street
Augusta

K. Spaulding 9/24/82 200.00
----------------------------- -- -----------------

MARYLAND
402 Burgundy Drive
Rockville

J. Clarke 9/2/82 6.42
9/2/82
9/30/82
10/1/82
10/6/82
10/6/82
10/6/82
10/8/82
11/22/82

1.jj
18.1318.13
5.50
5.89

12.14
1000.00

28.93

4417 - H Colmar Garden Drive
Baltimore

D. Goldbloom 10/12/82 12.30
10/14/82 12.80
10/19/82 12.80

--------------------------------------------------------
MASSACHUSETTS

46 Carolina Avenue
mir~c P~hini

J. Morgan 10/12/82 100.00
-------------------------------------------------

MICHIGAN
2314 Lake Drive
Grand Rapids 149.94

M. Miller 11/22/82
-----------------------------------

NEBRASKA
706 N. 58th Street
Omaha

E. Pearson 9/3/82 300.00

715 S. 14th Street
Lincoln

R. McCullough 11/2/82 235.65

11/22/82 zbz.b4
-------------------------------------------------

NftWI



Um jog
1305 Walnut Avenue
W. Collingswood

C. Barrett

N= N3XICo
1709 Paseo de Peratta
Santa Fe

B. Calkin

10/8/82

10/29/82
11/22/82

-W YORK
9 Foster Place
Pleasantville

C. Garlow

196 Morton Avenue
Albany

C. Ballantyne

228 E. 45th Street, 14th
New York

M. Garabedian

N. Goldstein

9/30/82
10/19/82
10/29/82
11/2/82
11/16/82
11/22/82

11/9/82

Floor

9/30/82
11/2/82
11/22/82
10/26/82
11/22/82

300 E. 34th, # 6K
New York

L. Arm

39 Wycoff Street
Brooklyn

C. Oriez

11/2/82

11/2/82

Westchester-Putnam - Sierra Club
16 Green Street
St. Francis Convent
Mt. Kisco 11/2/82

NORTH CAROLINA
Box 1032
Fayetteville

B. Raye

2910 Skye Drive
Fayetteville

D. Shaffer

10/22/82

10/26/82
11/9/82
11/22/82

100.00

50.53
546.35

510.00
390.00
806.34
101.91
340.00
44.56

172.40

149.59
118.87
427.16
200.00
254.21

21.56

63.00

70.00

300.00

118.00
509.00
52.17

F -kk 4



OHIO
3689 Kendall Avenue
Cincinnati

L. Frock 11/0/82 313.37
1/4/83 36.92

207 W. Dominion Blvd.
Columbus

J. Kiplinger 11/9/82 83.95

PZNSYLVANIA
Rd # 3, Box 49
Slatington

J. Schmidt 9/30/82 107.50
10/29/82 71.60
11/16/82 195.90

260 George Lane
Pittsburgh

P. Wray 10/19/82 100.00
--------------------------------------------------------

SOUTH CAROLIlft
P.O. Box 830
York

J. Spratt 10/28/82 250.00

NY P.O. Drawer 2646
Rock Hill

c/o Star Paper Tube
H. Dalton 12/31/82 79.04

o800-B Cherokee Avenue
Marion

M. Smith 12/31/82 28.00

308 E. Bridge Street
St. Matthews

A. Timberlake 12/31/82 126.35

----------------------------------------------------------------- -----
SOUTH DAKOTA

Rte. 8
Rapid City

J. Jarvis 9/24/82 450.00
-------------------------------------------------------------------

TENNESSEE
P.O. Box 11248
Knoxville

J. Price 10/22/82 569.00
-------------------------------------------------------------------

UTAH
63-B Elizabeth Street, #4
Salt Lake City

R. Frear 10/5/82 500.00
-------------------------------------------------------------------

all



WASHINGTON
2439 Crestline Drive
Olympia

R. Cellar ius

3224 S. Lane Street
Seattle

M. Gillett

406 Summit Avenue, East
Seattle

J. Blomquist

1516 Melrose Avenue
Seattle

J. Blomquist

M. Taylor

9/15/82

9/20/82
11/16/82

9/20/82
11/22/82

9/30/82

11/2/82
11/22/82

5384 NE 75th Street
Seattle

J. Thompson 9/30/82 200.00
------------------------------------------------------------
WASHINGTON, D.C.

330 Pennsylvania Avenue, SE
D. Sease 9/30/82

11/16/82
D. Gardiner 9/30/82

10/29/82
J. Elder 9/30/82

11/16/82
H. Schadler 9/30/82
A. Early 10/29/82

11/22/82
B. Yeager 10/29/82
P. Freeman 11/9/82
J. McComb & C. McNeil 11/22/82

76.00
335.00
134.44
252.19
133.00
364.00
14.00

469.00
973.73
103.70
347.14
84.19

645 Pennsylvania Avenue
B. Evans

-----------------------
WISCONSIN

142 W. Gorham Street
Madison

J. Ela

WYOMING
P.O. Box 1078
Lander

B. Hamilton

11/16/82

9/30/82
11/9/82
11/22/82

9/30/82
11/22/82

40.32

100.25
71.65

207.89
555.96

138.35
642.57
142.10
376.42

288.50

391.68
245.50
434.00

173.00
372.53



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

The Sierra Club
.530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Sir/Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Sierra Club

1X violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") by making corporate

0 contributions in connection with federal elections. The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
7no action should be taken against the Sierra Club. Please submit

any factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to
the Commission's consideration of this matter. Additionally,
please submit responses to the enclosed interrogatories within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of additional information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against the Sierra Club,
the Commission may find pkobable cause to believe that a
violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if
you so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If the Sierra Club intends to be represented by counsel in
this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437 g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commssion in writing that the Sierra Club
wishes the investigation to be made public.
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Sierra Club
MUR 1586

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Stephen
Mims# the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

p4ak a '

P24WO



INTRROGAT0RIES TO THE SIERRIL CLUB

Reports filed by the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) show reimbursements to four local chapters of
the Sierra Club for costs incurred on behalf of federal
candidates. The names of the chapters and date-of reimbursement
by SCCOPE are as follows:

1) Loma-Prieta Chapter 11/09/82
Palo Alto, California 12/22/82

2) Angeles Chapter 12/17/82
Santa Monica, California 12/31/82

3) Connecticut Chapter 12/31/82
Hartford, Connecticut

4) Westchester-Putnam Chapter 11/02/82
Mt. Kisco, New York

For each of these chapters, please provide the following
information:I

1) State whether there are any provisions in the Articles
of Incorporation, the By-Laws of the Sierra Club or any other
document that establish, regulate or in any other manner affect
financial dealings between the chapter and the Sierra Club. If
so, please submit copies of the relevant documents.

2) State whether the Sierra Club in any way finances or
C% otherwise administers local chapter funds. If so, please
1W identify the methods by which local chapters are funded and

provide a description of procedures used by the local chapter in
obtaining financial assistance from the Sierra Club.

'P3) State whether local chapter funds are shared with the
Cr Sierra Club. If so, explain how they are shared and state all

sources of local chapter funds.

4) State whether there are guidelines or provisions in the
Articlesi of Incorporation of the Sierra Club, its By-Laws or any.
other documents that regulate, govern or in any way affect the
decision making of the local chapters concerning their political
support of candidates for federal elections, If so, please
provide copies of the relevant documents.

5) Explain what role, if any, the local chapter plays in
collecting dues for the Sierra Club.

6) State all ways in which the local chapters support
themselves.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR # 150

STAFF RER MIMS

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: The Sierra Club

SOURCE OFMUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

This matter was referred from the Reports Analysis Division

("RAD") on June 3, 1983. The Commission voted to open a MUR

regarding Sierra Club Committee on Political Education ("SCCOPE")

on September 13, 1983.

The RAD referral in this matter raised two issues:

1) By using corporate treasury funds to make contributions to

federal candidates, the Sierra Club and SCCOPE violated 2 U.S.C.

5 441b(a).

2) The Sierra Club reimbursed SCCOPE for administrative

expenses paid by SCCOPE and SCCOPE commingled those corporate

fund reimbursements with its contribution funds in violation of

S 441b.
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FACTUAL & LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Factual Analysir

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to
federal candidates

The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day Pre-

General, 30 Day Post-General, and Year End Reports filed by the

SCCOPE disclosed thirty-four (34) payments to its connected

organization, the Sierra Club, totalling $72,445.46. The

transactions were disclosed as reimbursements for activities

conducted on behalf of federal candidates involved in the 1982

primary and general elections.

On March 9, 1983, the Reports Analysis Division sent

Requests for Additional Information ("RFAIs") advising SCCOPE

that contributions by corporations are prohibited under the Act.

The notice further advised SCCOPE to disclose any debts to its

connected organization that were outstanding for a period of

sixty (60) days or more, or in an amount that exceeded $500.

Counsel for SCCOPE telephoned on March 17, 1983, to make

acrangements for a conference call that afternoon between the

political director of the Sierra Club, the treasurer of SCCOPE,

and representatives of the Reports Analysis Division. During the
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conference call, the SCCOPE representatives explained that the

reimbursements to the Sierra Club were for such things as mailing

labels, staff salaries, and travel expenses. A Reports Analysis

Division Analyst explained that such activity might result in

prohibited in-kind contributions. The treasurer was advised to

explain the matters in detail.

A response received on March 24, 1983, stated that attempts

were made to ensure that all expenses associated with the

services and goods (which, it was argued, could only be provided

by the Sierra Club) were paid for by the separate segregated

fund, SCCOPE. The response cited 11 C.F.R. SS 100.7(a)(1)(iii)

and 114.9 and Advisory Opinion 1982-63, and provided examples of

the procedures utilized by SCCOPE to repay the connected

organization. SCCOPE argued that the "normal and usual charge"

was assessed for the goods and services provided by the Sierra

Club, and that SCCOPE's staff and volunteers were directed to

C give SCCOPE "prompt reports on any use of Sierra Club resources."

The response also maintained that SCCOPE reimbursements were

given "priority for immediate payment." l/

1/ SCCOPE's response to the RAD RFAI's does not provide any
information as to the question of how long it took SCCOPE to make
the reimbursements to the Sierra Club. For example, SCCOPE
reported a reimbursement of $ 3,644.83 on 9/30/82, to the Sierra
Club for salary costs incurred by the Sierra Club on behalf of 17
federal candidates. No mention is made of exactly when the costs
were incurred by the Sierra Club. While timely reimbursement
does not negate the 2 U.S.C. S 441b violation involved (see Legal
Analysis section 1, infra), it is a factor to be considered in
mitigation of the violation. An interrogatory directed at
clarifying this issue is attached to this report. (See Attachment
2 p. 3)

}He)_
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2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Funds

SCCOPE's 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report disclosed

a $14,500.79 receipt from the Sierra Club on November 2, 1982.

The supporting receipt schedule explained that the transaction

constituted a "refund for SCCOPE administrative, political

education, and fundraising expenses in the period January-May

1982."

An RFAI was sent to SCCOPE on March 9, 1983, regarding the

receipt of apparent prohibited funds. The notice advised SCCOPE

that a sponsoring organization may pay for the administrative

expenses of running its separate segregated fund, but that

voluntary funds may not be commingled with prohibited funds.

SCCOPE responded to the letter on March 24, 1983, by

explaining that in 1982 it established two separate bank accounts

-- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund. The Campaign Fund is used

to make contributions to federal candidates, and the General Fund

is used to pay for "non-partisan administrative, fundraising and

ceducational expenses." The response explains that the separate

accounts were established to maintain distinctions between

certain activities, as required by the Internal Revenue Service,

so that contributors could utilize the federal income tax credit

for political contributions. In October of 1982, SCCOPE

determined that the Campaign Fund had inadvertantly paid

$14,500.79 towards administrative, fundraising and educational

expenses. In order "to protect the tax credit of SCCOPEodonors",

the Sierra Club reimbursed the Campaign Fund for these expenses.
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After being notified of a possible violation by RAD, SCCOPE's

treasurer directed that the $14,500.79 payment by the Sierra Club

be refunded. The refund was made "from the funds in the SCCOPE

General Fund.0 SCCOPE's 1983 April Monthly Report disclosed the

$14,500.79 refund to the Sierra Club. The supporting Schedule B

noteZ that "[t]his refunds a payment made by the Sierra Club to

SCCOPE on 11/2/82 as a 'refund for SCCOPE administrative,

political education and fundraising expenses in the period

January - May 1982'."

B. LEGAL ANALYSIS

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to
federal candidates

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) makes "[lit unlawful for any ...

corporation whatever to make a contribution or expenditure in

connection with any [federal] election ... or in connection with

any primary election or political convention or caucus held to

select candidates for any [federal office] ... , or for any ...

political committee knowingly to accept or receive any

contribution prohibited by this section...." However, 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b) (2) (C) specifically excludes from the restrictive

definition of contribution or expenditure, funds used for "the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

to a separate segregated fund to be utilized for political

purposes by a corporation .... " Thus, this expenditure exception

allows a membership corporation to use treasury monies for the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

from it membership to its separate segregated fund. 11 C.F.R.
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5 114.5(b). Such use of corporate treasury monies may not be

made as a means of-exchanging treasury monies for voluntary

contributions. 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b).

The view that the prohibition against the commingling of

treasury funds and voluntary contributions is to be strictly

construed was specifically addressed in United States v.

Pipefitters Local Union No. 562, 407 U.S. 385, 414 (1972),

wherein the Supreme Court noted "that there must be strict

segregation of [the separate segregated fund's] monies from union

dues and assessments." This same requirement of segregation of

contribution funds from treasury funds applies to corporations as

well as unions.

The question whether the Sierra Club and SCCOPE made

corporate in-kind contributions arises from the fact that Sierra

Club treasury funds were used to provide materials (e.g., mailing

labels) and services (e.g., travel expenses, staff salaries,

telephones) in connection with SCCOPE's support of 128 federal

candidates. Because the services provided were in direct support

of federal candidates, the value of the materials and services

should be viewed as expenditures of corporate treasury funds made

in connection with a federal election, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

While the use of corporate treasury funds in federal

elections is bcoadly proscribed by 2 U.S.C. S 441b, the
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Commission's regulations provide that persons may use corporate

or labor organizatibon facilities in connection with federal

elections if reimbursement is made to the corporation or labor

organization in a commercially reasonable time and at the usual

and normal charge. See 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(c) and (d). Those

prov"Isions do not, however, abrogate the prohibition against the

use of corporate or labor organization treasury funds to make

contributions or expenditures in connection with federal

elections and were not intended to create a loophole whereby

corporations and labor organizations may make unlimited political

expenditures merely by designating certain materials and services

as corporate or labor organization "facilities." Indeed, in the

Explanation and Justification of the Regulations, the Commission

noted that S 114.9 was generally intended to provide an exemption

for volunteer activity and the isolated or incidental use of

corporate facilities by a corporation's employees and

stockholders. When reviewed in context, therefore, along with

the statute, it is clear that 5 114.9(c) and (d) was not intended

to apply to the relationship between a corporation and its

separate segregated fund. If S 114.9(c) and (d) permitted

corporate expenditures on behalf of candidates where such

expenditures were later reimbursed by the separate segregated

fund, that regulation would negate a large part of the

prohibitions against corporate participation in federal elections

contained in 2 U.S.C. S 441b. Clearly that was not the

Commission's purpose in promulgating 5 114.9(c) and (d),

f"R pla



Therefore, S 114,9(c) and (d) do not apply where the corporate

facilities involved are used by the corporation's separate

segregated fund.

Respondents argue that the provision of goods and

services/reimbursement relationship between SCCOPE and the Sierra

Club should be viewed as one of a vendor (the Sierra Club) and

vendee (SCCOPE). To accept this proposition would lead to

adoption of a position that ignores the fact that the corporation

and its separate segregated fund are not independent "persons".

The separate segregated fund acts as an arm of the corporation.

It is merely another account of the corporation, which is

established exclusively for the purpose of allowing a corporation

71% to perform certain acts that it would not otherwise be permitted

to perform. Thus, here, respondents cannot assert that the

Sierra Club and SCCOPE did establish the necessary arms-length

distance in its dealings that are typical of those involving

transactions between a vendor and vendee. 2/ The General

2/Respondents argue that SCCOPE must rely upon the Sierra Club
for certain services that are unique (i.e., the Sierra Club's
mailing list). Respondents fail, however, to address the issue
that the Sierra Club is not in the business of providing goods
and services to other political committees. Thus, there is no
independent test that might be used to determine whether the
goods and services that were supplied by the Sierra Club to
SCCOPE were on the same basis (e.g. cost and repayment
provisions) as those provided to any other political committee*
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Counsel, therefore, recommends that the Commission determine

there is reason to believe that both the Sierra Club and SCCOPE

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

2. Comminglinq of Treasury and Voluntary Dollars

Respondents have stated that SCCOPE has maintained two bank

accounts -- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund -- and that

$14,500.79 in funds intended as reimbursement for "adminis-

trative, fundraising and educational expenses" were received from

the Sierra Club and deposited into SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. j/ In

an attempt to rectify the apparent violation that had been noted

by RAD, SCCOPE refunded $14,500.79 to the Sierra Club. The

refund, however, was made from the General Fund. Because the

refund was made from the General Fund and not the Campaign Fund,

which had received the monies from the Sierra Club, the RAD

referral suggests that prohibited monies may still be retained by

SCCOPE.

The payment of $14,500.79 to SCCOPE by the Sierra Club

should be viewed as a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by the

Sierra Club and SCCOPE. While the Sierra Club may pay for

administrative and solicitation expenses of SCCOPE (2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b)(2)(C)), at the time these events occurred, it had to do

3/ At the time of his acknowledgement of this transaction,
SCCOPE's treasurer also inexplicably stated "at no time were
Sierra Club funds mixed with these funds in the SCCOPE Campaign
Fund from which we made contributions to federal candidates."

Atk/k~P I
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so directly. 4/ The Commission has on occasion allowed a

connected organizat-ion to reimburse its PAC for administrative

expenses. Those instances were restricted, however, to cases in

which a connected organization: (1) made a one-time

reimbursement to the separate segregated fund, (2) reimbursed its

sepa-rate segregated fund because of the latter's inadvertant or

mistaken paynent of expenses, and (3) could have paid the cost

directly in its own right. Advisory Opinions 1979-72, 1979-33;

AOR 1976-111. The instant set of facts do not comport with the

first two situations described above. Even if the Commission

were to apply the present Regulation to this matter, the

reimbursements were not made by the Sierra Club within the 30 day

time period specified in the Regulation. Furthermore, because

SCCOPE made a refund of the payment received from the Sierra Club

from SCCOPE's General Fund (and not the account into which the

funds received from the Sierra Club were deposited -the Campaign

Fund) the actual funds received from the Sierra Club remain in

SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. It is, therefore, the recommendation of

the General Counsel that the Commission find reason to believe

that the Sierra Club, and SCCOPE and Paul Swatek, as SCCOPE's

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

4/ The Commission's Regulations at 5 114.5(b)(3), as recently
amended, provide that a separate segregated fund may be
reimbursed by its sponsor for those costs that it paid which may
hiave originally been paid by the sponsor provided that any such
reimlbursement is made within 30 days from the time that the
expense was paid by the separate segregated fund. This
Regulation had not been proinhlgated at the tine that the
transactions in this case occurred.

" ,_J



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

The Sierra Club
Committee on Political Education
Paul Swatek, Treasurer
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Swatek:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
odetermined that there is reason to believe that the Sierra Club

Committee on Political Education (OSCCOPEO) and you, as
C treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a
basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
ono action should be taken against the committee and you, as

treasurer. Please submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration of

cthis matter. Additionally, please response to the enclosed
interrogatory within ten days of receipt of this letter.

In the absence of additional information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against SCCOPE and you, as
treasurer, the Commission may find probable cause to believe that
a violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of
course, this does not preclude the settlement of this matter
through conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe if you so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you and the committee intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and'a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437 g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commssion in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

P1



Page 2
Sierra Club Committee
On Political Education
NUR 1566

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Stephen
Mims, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

P\1W3
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INTERROGATORIES TO SIER CLUB COMMITTEE

ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

The 1982 amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day Pre-
General, 30 Day Post-General and Year-End Reports filed by the
Sierra Club Committee on Political Education (SCCOPE) disclosed
thirty four (34) payments, totaling $72,445.46, to the Sierra
Club. The transactions were disclosed as reimbursements for
activities conducted on behalf of federal candidates involved in
the 1982 primary and general elections.

1) For each such reimbursement payment, provide the date upon
which the Sierra Club undertook the activity for which it was
reimbursed by SCCOPE.

In a letter to the Commission on March 24, 1983, SCCOPE
indicated that it had established two separate accounts -- a
Campaign Fund and a General Fund. Please provide answers to the
following questions regarding these accounts:

2) State whether separate bank accounts are maintained for the

oD two funds.

3) Identify all sources of monies used by the two funds.

4) State what each fund is used for.
0

IV 5) Identify all transfers between the two funds and state the
purpose(s) for each transfer.

6) State whether SCCOPE's reports to the Commission disclosed
Sthe activity of the General Fund.

7) If SCCOPE's reports to the Commission did not disclose the
activity of the General Fund, submit a list of all receipts and
disbursements by the fund.
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FEDERAL ELECTIONCWISII

GENERhL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LWAL ANALYSIS

STAFFA ER Mims

RESPONDENTS' MAKlES: Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education and Paul Swatek, Treasurer

SOURCE OF NUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF A TIONS

This matter was referred from the Reports Analysis Division

("RAD") on June 3, 1983. The Commission voted to open a MUR

regarding Sierra Club Committee on Political Education ("SCCOPEN)

on September 13, 1983.

OThe RAD referral in this matter raised two issues:

1) By using corporate treasury funds to make contributions to

federal candidates, the Sierra Club and SCCOPE violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).
2) The Sierra Club reimbursed SCCOPE for administrative

expenses paid by SCCOPE and SCCOPE commingled those corporate

fund reimbursements with its contribution funds in violation of

S 441b.

Pq
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FACTUAL & LUGAL ANALYSIS

A. Factual Analysis

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make ontribUtions to
federal candidates

The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day Pro-

General, 30 Day Post-General, and Year End Reports filed by the

SCCOPE disclosed thirty-four (34) payments to its connected

organization, the Sierra Club, totalling $72,445.46. The

transactions were disclosed as reimbursements for activities

conducted on behalf of federal candidates involved in the 1982

primary and general elections.

On March 9, 1983, the Reports Analysis Division sent

Requests for Additional Information ("RFAIs") advising SCCOPE

that contributions by corporations are prohibited under the Act.

The notice further advised SCCOPE to disclose any debts to its

connected organization that were outstanding for a period of

sixty (60) days or more, or in an amount that exceeded $500.

Counsel for SCCOPE telephoned on March 17, 1983, to make

arrangements for a conference call that afternoon between the

political director of the Sierra Club, the treasurer of SCCOPE,

and representatives of the Reports Analysis Division. During the



conference call, the SCCOPE representatives explained that the

reimbursements to the Sierra Club were for such things as mailing

labels, staff salaries, and travel expenses. A Reports Analysis

Division Analyst explained that such activity might result in

prohibited in-kind contributions. The treasurer was advised to

exprain the matters in detail.

A response received on March 24, 1983, stated that attempts

were made to ensure that all expenses associated with the

services and goods (which, it was argued, could only be provided

IV by the Sierra Club) were paid for by the separate segregated

fund, SCCOPE. The response cited 11 C.F.R. SS 100.7(a)(1)(iii)CD
and 114.9 and Advisory Opinion 1982-63, and provided examples of

the procedures utilized by SCCOPE to repay the connected

organization. SCCOPE argued that the "normal and usual charge"

was assessed for the goods and services provided by the Sierra

Club, and that SCCOPE's staff and volunteers were directed to

give SCCOPE "prompt reports on any use of Sierra Club resources."

The response also maintained that SCCOPE reimbursements were

given "priority for immediate payment." I/

1/ SCCOPE's response to the RAD RFAI's does not provide any
information as to the question of how long it took SCCOPE to make
the reimbursements to the Sierra Club. For example, SCCOPE
reported a reimbursement of $ 3,644.83 on 9/30/82, to the Sierra
Club for salary costs incurred by the Sierra Club on behalf of 17
federal candidates. No mention is made of exactly when the costs
were incurred by the Sierra Club. While timely reimbursement
does not negate the 2 U.S.C. S 441b violation involved (see Legal
Analysis section 1, infra), it is a factor to be considered in
mitigation of the violation. An interrogatory directed at
clarifying this issue is attached to this report. (See Attachment
2 p. 3)
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2. Commingling ofTreasury and Voluntary Funds

SCCOPE's 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report disclosed

a $14,500.79 receipt from the Sierra Club on November 2, 1982.

The supporting receipt schedule explained that the transaction

constituted a *refund for SCCOPE administrative, political

education, and fundraising expenses in the period January-May

1982.0

An RFAI was sent to SCCOPE on March 9, 1983, regarding the

receipt of apparent prohibited funds. The notice advised SCCOPE

that a sponsoring organization may pay for the administrative

expenses of running its separate segregated fund, but that

voluntary funds may not be commingled with prohibited funds.

SCCOPE responded to the letter on March 24, 1983, by

explaining that in 1982 it established two separate bank accounts

-- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund. The Campaign Fund is used

to make contributions to federal candidates, and the General Fund

is used to pay for "non-partisan administrative, fundraising and

educational expenses." The response explains that the separate

accounts were established to maintain distinctions between

certain activities, as required by the Internal Revenue Service,

so that contributors could utilize the federal income tax credit

for political contributions. In October of 1982, SCCOPE

determined that the Campaign Fund had inadvertantly paid

$14,500.79 towards administrative, fundraising and educational

expenses. In order "to protect the tax credit of SCCOPE donors",

the Sierra Club reimbursed the Campaign Fund for these expenses.

tQ 3IP
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After being notified of a possible violation by RAD, SCCOPE's

treasurer directed Ihat the $14,500.79 payment by the Sierra Club

be refunded. The refund was made "from the funds in the SCCOPE

General Fund.* SCCOPE's 1983 April Monthly Report disclosed the

$14,500.79 refund to the Sierra Club. The supporting Schedule B

noted that "[t~his refunds a payment made by the Sierra Club to

SCCOPE on 11/2/82 as a 'refund for SCCOPE administrative,

political education and fundraising expenses in the period

January - May 1982'.0

B. LEGAL ANALYSIS

1. Use of corporate treasury funds to make contributions to
0D federal candidates

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) makes "ilt unlawful for any ...

corporation whatever to make a contribution or expenditure in

connection with any [federal] election ... or in connection with

any primary election or political convention or caucus held to

C select candidates for any [federal office] ... , or for any ...

political committee knowingly to accept or receive any
a,

contribution prohibited by this section...." However, 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b)(2)(C) specifically excludes from the restrictive

definition of contribution or expenditure, funds used for "the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

to a separate segregated fund to be utilized for political

purposes by a corporation .... " Thus, this expenditure exception

allows a membership corporation to use treasury monies for the

establishment, administration, and solicitation of contributions

from it membership to its separate segregated fund. 11 C.F.R.
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S 114.5(b). Such use of corporate treasury monies may not be

made as a means of exchanging treasury monies for voluntary

contributions. 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b).

The view that the prohibition against the commingling of

treasury funds and voluntary contributions is to be strictly

construed was specifically addressed in United States v.

Pipefitters Local Union No. 562, 407 U.S. 385, 414 (1972),

wherein the Supreme Court noted "that there must be strict

segregation of [the separate segregated funds] monies from union

Ndues and assessments." This same requirement of segregation of

contribution funds from treasury funds applies to corporations as

well as unions.

The question whether the Sierra Club and SCCOPE made

corporate in-kind contributions arises from the fact that Sierra

OD Club treasury funds were used to provide materials (e.g., mailing

labels) and services (e.g., travel expenses, staff salaries,

telephones) in connection with SCCOPE's support of 128 federal

candidates. Because the services provided were in direct support

of federal candidates, the value of the materials and services

should be viewed as expenditures of corporate treasury funds made

in connection with a federal election, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

While the use of corporate treasury funds in federal

elections is broadly proscribed by 2 U.S.C. S 441b, the

/Q3&



Commission's regulations provide that persons may use corporate

or labor organizatibon facilities in connection with federal

elections if reimbursement is made to the corporation or labor

organization in a commercially reasonable time and at the usual

and normal charge. See 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(c) and (d). Those

provisions do not, however, abrogate the prohibition against the

use of corporate or labor organization treasury funds to make

contributions or expenditures in connection with federal

elections and were not intended to create a loophole whereby
00 corporations and labor organizations may make unlimited political

expenditures merely by designating certain materials and services

as corporate or labor organization "facilities." Indeed, in the

Explanation and Justification of the Regulations, the Commission

noted that S 114.9 was generally intended to provide an exemption

for volunteer activity and the isolated or incidental use of

corporate facilities by a corporation's employees and

stockholders. When reviewed in context, therefore, along with

Cr the statute, it is clear that S 114.9(c) and (d) was not intended

to apply to the relationship between a corporation and its

separate segregated fund. If S 114.9(c) and (d) permitted

corporate expenditures on behalf of candidates where such

expenditures were later reimbursed by the separate segregated

fund, that regulation would negate a large part of the

prohibitions against corporate participation in federal elections

contained in 2 U.S.C. S 441b. Clearly that was not the

Commission's purpose in promulgating S 114.9(c) and (d).

~?*SP10
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Therefore, S 114,9(c) and (d) do not apply where the corporate

facilities involved- are used by the corporation's separate

segregated fund.

Respondents argue that the provision of goods and

services/reimbursement relationship between SCCOPE and the Sierra

Club-should be viewed as one of a vendor (the Sierra Club) and

vendee (SCCOPE). To accept this proposition would lead to

adoption of a position that ignores the fact that the corporation

and its separate segregated fund are not independent "persons".

The separate segregated fund acts as an arm of the corporation.

It is merely another account of the corporation, which is

established exclusively for the purpose of allowing a corporation

to perform certain acts that it would not otherwise be permitted

to perform. Thus, here, respondents cannot assert that the

o Sierra Club and SCCOPE did establish the necessary arms-length

qr distance in its dealings that are typical of those involving

C transactions between a vendor and vendee. .2/ The General

2/ Respondents argue that SCCOPE must rely upon the Sierra Club
for certain services that are unique (i.e., the Sierra Club's
mailing list). Respondents fail, however, to address the issue
that the Sierra Club is not in the business of providing goods
and services to other political committees. Thus, there is no
independent test that might be used to determine whether the
goods and services that were supplied by the Sierra Club to
SCCOPE were on the same basis (e.g. cost and repayment
provisions) as those provided to any other political committee.
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Counsel, therefore, recommends that the Commission determine

there is reason to believe that both the Sierra Club and SCCOPE

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

2. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Dollars

Respondents have stated that SCCOPE has maintained two bank

accounts -- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund -- and that

$14,500.79 in funds intended as reimbursement for "adminis-

trative, fundraising and educational expenses" were received from

the Sierra Club and deposited into SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. 3/ In

an attempt to rectify the apparent violation that had been noted

by RAD, SCCOPE refunded $14,500.79 to the Sierra Club. The

refund, however, was made from the General Fund. Because the

refund was made from the General Fund and not the Campaign Fund,

which had received the monies from the Sierra Club, the RAD

referral suggests that prohibited monies may still be retained by

SCCOPE.

The payment of $14,500.79 to SCCOPE by the Sierra Club

should be viewed as a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by the

Sierra Club and SCCOPE. While the Sierra Club may pay for

administrative and solicitation expenses of SCCOPE (2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b)(2) (C)), at the time these events occurred, it had to do

3/ At the time of his acknowledgement of this -ransaction,
SCCOPE's treasurer also inexplicably stated "at no time were
Sierra Club funds mixed with these funds in the SCCOPE Campaign
Fund from which we made contributions to federal candidates."
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so directly. 4/ The Commission has on occasion allowed a

connected organization to reimburse its PAC for administrative

expenses. Those instances were restricted, however, to cases in

which a connected organization: (1) made a one-time

reimbursement to the separate segregated fund, (2) reimbursed its

sepalrate segregated fund because of the latter's inadvertant or

mistaken pay-nent of expenses, and (3) could have paid the cost

directly in its own right. Advisory Opinions 1979-72, 1979-33;

AOR 1976-111. The instant set of facts do not comport with the

first two situations described above. Even if the Commission

were to apply the present Regulation to this matter, the

reimbursements were not made by the Sierra Club within the 30 day

time period specified in the Regulation. Furthermore, because

SCCOPE made a refund of the payment received from the Sierra Club

Ofrom SCCOPE's General Fund (and not the account into which the

funds received from the Sierra Club were deposited -the Campaign

Fund) the actual funds received from the Sierra Club remain in

SCCOPE's Campaign Fund. It is, therefore, the recommendation of

the General Counsel that the Commission find reason to believe

that the Sierra Club, and SCCOPE and Paul Swatek, as SCCOPE's

tceasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

4/ The Commission's Regulations at S 114.5(b)(3), as recently
amended, provide that a separate segregated fund may be
reimbursed by its sponsor for those costs that it paid which may
ha Je originally been paid by the sponsor provided that any suchreC-3-imrsement is made within 30 days from the time that the
exvtense was paid by the separate segregated fund. This
Regulation had not been p.oinalgated at the ti.e that the
transactions in this case occurred.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bruce Hamilton
P.0. Box 1078
Lander, Wyoming 82520

RE: NUR 1586

Dear Mr. Hamilton:-

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

N Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached

o interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does notconsider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
J^ investigation being conducted by the Commission, the

confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.
This section of the Act prohibits the making public of anyinvestigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to these
cc interrogatories, However, you are required to submit the

information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,.

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure 'Interrogator ie s



INTERROGATORIES

Bruce Hamilton
P.O. Box 1078
Lander, Wyoming 82520

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $545.53. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $545.53 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
0D funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.

AW~ 2.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20463

CERTIFIEDMAIL
RETURRECEIPT REOUSTED

Jonathan Ela
142 W. Gorham Street
Madison, Wisconsin 53703

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Ela:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does notconsider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, theconfidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the expresswritten consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to theseSinterrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to StephenMims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogator ies(W 4



INTERROGATORIES

Jonathan Ela
142 W. Gorham Street
Madison, Wisconsin 53703

During the period between September 30, 1982 andNovember 22, 1982, the Sierra ClLb Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $1,071.18. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $1,071.18 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made thepayment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

C
3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the

goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

A. Blakeman Early
330 Pennsylvania Avenue, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Early:

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

0 Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
c, Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an

investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.
This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogator ies



INTERROGATORIES

A. Blakeman Early
330 Pennsylvania Avenue, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $1,442.73. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $1,442.73 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
0payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,

personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 343

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Blomguist
1516 Melrose Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98122

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Blomguist:

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

co Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.

C This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogatories
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James Blomguist
1516 Melrose Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98122

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $1,686.87. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $1,686.87 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
0payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,

personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,; D.C. 2063

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ruth Frear
63-B Elizabeth Street, #4
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102

RE: MUR1586

Dear Ms. Frear:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with aninvestigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does notconsider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, theconfidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.This section of the Act prohibits the making public of anyI investigation conducted by the Commission without the expresswritten consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit theinformation under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Inter rogator ies



INTERROGATORIES

Ruth Frear
63-B Elizabeth Street, #4
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $500. These payments have been reported
by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions (e.g.
providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $500 in reimbursements
from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the

funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
epayments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.

P10
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIT REQUESTED

James Price
P.O. Box 11248
Knoxville, Tennessee 37919

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Price:

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

N4 Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached

C interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness

1 only.

1Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.

o This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these

_ interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross

EncosreAssociate 
General CounseJ.

Enclosure
Interrogator ies



0 INTERROGATORIES 0
James Price
P.O. Box 11248
Knoxville, Tennessee 37919

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $569. These payments have been reported
by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions (e.g.
providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $569 in reimbursements
from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
0funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCTON, D.C. 2W3

CERTIFIED NAIL

Denny Shaffer
2910 Skye Drive
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28305

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election CampaignV Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does notconsider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.
This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the expresswritten consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to these
ointerrogatories. However, you are required to submit theinformation under oath and that you do so within ten days of your

receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to StephenMims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogatories



INTERROGATORIES 0
Denny Shaffer
2910 Skye Drive
Fayetteville, North Carolina 28305

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $679.17. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not

including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $679.17 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided .and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
C payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,

personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.'

AW4



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIf REGUESTED

Neil Goldstein
228 E. 45th Street
14th Floor
New York, New York 10017

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Goldstein:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,• O has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection With aninvestigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does notconsider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the

0 confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the expresswritten consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may. consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
. you in the preparation of your responses to theseinterrogatories. However, you are required to submit theinformation under oath and that you do so within ten days of your

receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to StephenMims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogatories V5



INTERROGATORIES

Neil Goldstein
228 E. 45th Street
14th Floor
New York, New York 10017

During the period between Sqptember 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $454.21. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials-or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $454.21 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

e a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
cr goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the nam~e and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael Garabedian
228 E. 45th Street
14th Floor
New York, New York 10017

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Garabedian:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an

e investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the

C confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.
This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may .consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogatories



0 INTERROGATORIES

Michael Garabedian
228 E. 45th Street
14th Floor
New York, New York 10017

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $695.62. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $695.62 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of theC funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
Cpayments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction'state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles Garlow
9 Foster Place
Pleasantville, New York 10570

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Garlow:

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

0 Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.

e This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen

Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogatories . p(I



INTERROGATORIES 0
Charles Garlow
9 Foster Place
Pleasantville, New York 10570

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $2,192.81. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each'of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $2,192.81 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made theCpayment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

V. b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 30463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Brant Calkin
1709 Paseo de Peralta
Santa Fe, New Mexico

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Calkin:

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

N Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.

e" This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogator ies



0 INTERROGATORIES

Brant Calkin
1709 Paseo de Peralta
Santa Fe, New Mexico

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $596.88. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each-of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $596.88 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s)-of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.

AWLI1M
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REORSTED

James Clark
402 Burgundy Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20850

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Clark:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attachede interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does notconsider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.
This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure N
Interrogatories



INTERROGATORIES

James Clark
402 Burgundy Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20850

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $1,097.47. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each'of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $1,097.47 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s).please provide
copies of those instruments.

V" b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

C
3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the

goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert Krzewinski
RFD 1, Box 5d
Ormond, Florida

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Krzewinski:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with aninvestigation being conducted by the Commission, the attachedinterrogatories have been issued. The Commission does notconsider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of aninvestigation being conducted by the Commission, theconfidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.This section of the Act prohibits the making public of anyinvestigation conducted by the Commission without the expresswritten consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit theinformation under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to StephenMims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogatories



INTERROGATORIES

Robert Krzewinski
RFD 1, Box 5d
Ormond, Florida

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $1,842.20. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in--kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each. of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $1,842.20 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
c payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,

personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

0 3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

ca) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 30M

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jim Severson
2 Jenny Lane
Oxford, Connecticut 06483 RE: IIU 1586

Dear Mr. Severson:

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

00 Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached

e interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.
This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express

19r written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these

M interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen

Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Inter rogator ies



O INTERROGATORIES

Jim Severson
2 Jenny Lane
Oxford, Connecticut 06483

During the period between.September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $1,086.40. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each'of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $1,086.40 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
Cpayment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,

personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s).please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaotion state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara Blake
2410 Beverly Boulevard, Suite 3
Los Angeles, California 90057

RE: t4UR 1586

Dear Ms. Blake:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,
0 has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign0 Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,

Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection w ith an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached

C interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.C This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories, However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogator ies



*0 INTERROGATORIES 0
Barbara Blake
2410 Beverly Boulevard, Suite 3
Los Angeles, California 90057

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $1,833.07. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not

including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each-of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $1,833.07 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

C01
3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the

goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

oa) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.

t4WA



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT OEUESTED

Bill Thielen
2253 Park Boulevard
Palo Alto, California 94306

RE: MR 1586

Dear Mr. Thielen:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,

has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
N Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,

Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached

e interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.
This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

S, You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure 3I
Interrogatories



INTERROGATORIES

Bill Thielen
2253 Park Boulevard
Palo Alto, California 94306

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $850. These payments have been reported
by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions (e.g.
providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $850 in reimbursements
from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later

V, reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

ea) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.

P3Q2



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
0 WASHINCTON. D.C. 2043

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Russell Shay
6014 College Avenue
Oakland, California 94618

RE. MUR 1586

Dear Mr. Shay:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached

C interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does not
consider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.

CD This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogatbries . 33



INTERROGATORIES

Russell Shay
6014 College Avenue
Oakland, California 94618

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $675.93. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each'of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $675.93 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
,or goods and services that you provided and were later

reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,

-personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

V" b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) Of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

C,
3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the

goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State- the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIRTREOURSTED

Lisa Roth
103 Ross, Apt. #1
San Rafael, California 94901

RE: M 1586

Dear Ms. Roth:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached

0 interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does notconsider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.
This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit the
information under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogatbr ies



0 INTERROGATORIES

Lisa Roth
103 Ross, Apt. #1
San Rafael, California 94901

During the period between September 30, 1982 and
November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made
payments to you totaling $881.22. These payments have been
reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not
including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal
candidates. With respect to each-of these transactions, please
provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) for which you received $881.22 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
epayment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,

personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(s) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State. the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Pamela Brodie
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, California 94108

RE: MUR 1586

Dear Ms. Brodie:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975,has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with aninvestigation being conducted by the Commission, the attachede interrogatories have been issued. The Commission does notconsider you a respondent in this matter; but rather a witness
only.

Since this information is being sought as part of aninvestigation being conducted by the Commission, theconfidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply.This section of the Act prohibits the making public of anyinvestigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to these
interrogatories. However, you are required to submit theinformation under oath and that you do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosureies



INTERROGATORIES

Pamela Brodie
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, California 94108

During the period between September 30, 1982 and

November 22, 1982, the Sierra Club Committee on Political
Education (SCCOPE) reported to the Commission that it made

payments to you totaling $1,131.06. These payments have been

reported by SCCOPE as reimbursements for in-kind-contributions
(e.g. providing services, materials or other things of value not

including money) made by you on behalf of one or more federal

candidates. With respect to each-of these transactions, please

provide the following information:

1) For each of the transactions involved, describe the goods
and/or services you provided on behalf of federal
candidate(s) fdr which you received $1,131.06 in
reimbursements from SCCOPE.

2) For each of the transactions involved, state whether the
goods and services that you provided and were later
reimbursed for were paid with your personal funds.

a) If the answer is yes, state whether you made the
payment(s) in cash or by a written instrument(s) (i.e.,
personal check, money order, etc.) If the payment(s)
were made by written instrument(p) please provide
copies of those instruments.

b) If the answer is no, state the source(s) of the
funds used to pay for the goods and services.

c) If the answer is no, explain why the reimbursement
payments were made to you.

3) For each such transaction state whether you provided the
goods and services at someone else's suggestion.

a) If so, provide the name and address, and the
connection with the SCCOPE and/or the Sierra Club, if
any, of the person(s) who made the suggestion(s) to
you.

4) For each reimbursement you received:

a) Describe the procedure you went through in order to
receive reimbursement.

b) State the form in which the reimbursement was
received (i.e., cash, Sierra Club check, money order,
etc.).

c) State the amount of time that passed between your
outlay of funds and SCCOPE's reimbursement to you.

I-



In the Matter of ))
Sierra Club Cmumittee on ) m R 1586

Political Education, )
Sierra Club and )
Paul Swatek, Treasurer of

the Sierra Club cmittee )
on Political Education )

CERtIFICATiN

o I, Marjorie W. Emons, Recording Seretary for the Federal Election

Caission Ececutive Session on Noveer 1, 1983, #do hereby certify that

the Ciumissin decided by a vote of 6-0 to return the October 20, 1983

report on MR 1586 to the Office of Gmeral Consel for a rewrite of all

of the relevant materials.

C soners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Mc-Dold, McGarry, and Riche

Tvoted, affirmatively for the decision.

CAttest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Seoretary of the Comission



0 0
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Sierra Club Committee on
Political Education

RAD Referral 83L-20

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on September 15,

1983, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-1 to open a MUR

with respect to the above-captioned matter.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McDonald, McGarry and

Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter; Commissioner

Elliott dissented.

Attest:

/-i( -Da ;
Date Marjorie W. Emmons

Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary:
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis:

8-31-83, 12:46
9- 2-83, 2:00

c7

pi" ,ID



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMI ,fl4 3 1 P12: 46
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 31, 1983

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross tK
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: RAD Referral 83L-20
Sierra Club Committee on
Political Education

The Office of General Counsel has prepared for Commission
review twelve (12) critiques of referrals from the Reports
Analysis Division.

Attached to this referral is a critique prepared by this
Office, a copy of the referral from the Reports Analysis
Division, and a 48-hour tally vote sheet. The OGC critique

Csummarizes the facts, presents an analysis of the legal issues
involved, and makes a recommendation as to the disposition of the
referrals. The copy of the RAD referral is attached for

Cinformational purposes, and the separate vote sheet provides for
a vote on this referral.

,D

Attachments
Critique and Referral



IAD -Iip ALU5: 83L-20

SUDJUCT: Sierra Club Committee on Political Education

BACKGROUND

1. Date of referral: June 3, 1983

2. Financial background:
a. Total 1981-82 receipts: $309,483
b. Total 1981-82 disbursements: $284,738
c. Cash-on-hand (12/31/82): $34,795.47
d. Debts owed to the committee (12/31/82): $0
e. Debts owed by the committee (12/31/82): $0

SUMMARY OF RAD ACTIONS

Referral Categories 4 (2 U.S.C. S 441b Violations) and 22
(Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Funds)

A. Corporate In-Kind Contributions (2 U.S.C. 5 441b

Violations)

The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day Pre-

General, 30 Day Post-General, and Year End Reports filed by the

Sierra Club Committee on Political Education ("SCCOPE") disclosed

thirty-four (34) payments to its connected organization, the

Sierra Club, totalling $72,445.46. The transactions were

disclosed as reimbursements for activities on behalf of federal

candidates involved in the 1982 primary and general elections.

On March 9, 1983, Requests for Additional Information

("RFAIs") were sent advising SCCOPE that contributions from

corporations are prohibited under the Act, unless made from a

separate segregated fund of the corporation. The notice further

advised SCCOPE to disclose any debts to its connected

organization which were outstanding for a period of sixty (60)

days or more, or in an amount exceeding $500.

c

Yqr
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Counsel for SCCOPE telephoned on March 17, 1983, to make

arrangements for a conference call that afternoon between the

political director of the Sierra Club, the treasurer of SCCOPE,

and representatives of RAD. At approximately 3:00 p.m., the

conference call occurred. The representatives of SCCOPE

explained that the reimbursements to the Sierra Club were for

such things as mailing labels, staff salaries, and travel

expenses. A RAD representative explained the possibility of such

activity resulting in prohibited in-kind contributions by the

connected organization. The treasurer was advised to explain the

matters in detail, so that the Commission could determine the

permissibility of what had transpired.

A response was received on March 24, 1983, which states that

attempts were made to ensure that all expenses associated with

the services and goods, which could only be provided by the

Sierra Club, were paid for by the separate segregated fund,

SCCOPE. The response referenced 11 C.F.R. SS 100.7(a)(1)(iii)

and 114.9, Advisory Opinion 1982-63, and provided examples of the

procedures utilized to repay the connected organization.

According to the response submitted, the "normal and usual

charge" was assessed for the goods and services provided by the

Sierra Club, and SCCOPE's staff and volunteers were directed to

give SCCOPE "prompt reports on any use of Sierra Club resources."

The response also maintained that SCCOPE reimbursements
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were given "priority for immediate payment."

B. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Funds

SCCOPE's 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report disclosed

a $14,500.79 receipt from the Sierra Club on November 2, 1982.

The supporting receipt schedule indicated that the transaction

was a "refund for SCCOPE administrative, political education, and

fundraising expenses in the period January-May 1982."

An RFAI was sent to SCCOPE on March 9, 1983, regarding the

receipt of apparent prohibited funds. The notice advised SCCOPE

that a sponsoring organization may pay for the administrative

expenses of running its separate segregated fund, but that

voluntary funds may not be commingled with prohibited funds.

SCCOPE responded to the matter on March 24, 1983, by

explaining that in 1982 it established two separate bank accounts

-- a Campaign Fund and a General Fund. The Campaign Fund is used

to make contributions to federal candidates, and the General Fund

is used to pay for "non-partisan administrative, fundraising and

educational expenses." The response explains that the separate

accounts were established because of distinctions the Internal

Revenue Service requires regarding the Federal income tax credit

for political contributions, and that in October of 1982, SCCOPE

determined that the Campaign Fund had paid for $14,500.79 in

administrative, fundraising and educational expenses. In order
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"to protect the tax credit of SCCOPE donors," the Campaign Fund

was reimbursed for these expenses by the Sierra Club. According

to the response filed, SCCOPE's treasurer directed, in response

to the RFAI, that the check ($14,500.79) from the Sierra Club be

refunded, and the refund was made "from the funds in the SCCOPE

General Fund." On April 20, 1983, SCCOPE filed its 1983 April

Monthly Report which disclosed a $14,500.79 refund to the Sierra

Club. The supporting Schedule B noted that "[t]his refunds a
payment made by the Sierra Club to SCCOPE on 11/2/82 as a 'refund

for SCCOPE administrative, political education and fundraising

_expenses in the period January - May 1982'."

OGC ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) a corporation or labor

Corganization is prohibited from making a contribution or

9expenditure in connection with a federal election. In addition,

a political committee is prohibited from knowingly accepting or

receiving any contribution from a corporation. Id. A specific

exemption to the S 441b prohibition permits the expenditure of

corporate monies for the establishment, administration, and

solicitation of contributions to a separate segregated fund to be

used for political purposes by a corporation. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)

(2)(C). A corporation, however, may not use the establishment,

administration, and solicitation process as a means of exchanging

treasury monies for voluntary contributions. 11 C.F.R.

S 114.5(b).
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(a) Corporate In-Kind Contributions (2 U.S.C. 5 441b

Violations)

From the information available it appears that the Sierra

Club has incurred expenses on behalf of SCCOPE by providing

materials (mailing labels) and services (travel expenses, staff

salaries, telephones, use of facilities) with regard to SCCOPE's

support of 128 federal candidates. The value of the materials

and services constitutes expenditures by the Sierra Club in

connection with a federal election, in apparent violation of

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). SCCOPE appears to have violated 2 U.S.C.

C S 441b(a) by knowingly accepting such expenditures as in-kind

contributions.

While the activity in question is broadly proscribed by

2 U.S.C. S 441b, which is a prohibition designed to keep
C

corporate and labor organization funds out of the federal

election process except in a limited number of statutorily

specified circumstances, the Commission's regulations provide

that persons may use corporate or labor organization facilities

in connection with federal elections if reimbursement is made to

the corporation or labor organization in a commercially

reasonable time and at the usual and normal charge. See

11 C.F.R. S 114.9(c)and (d). Those provisions do not, however,

abrogate the prohibition on corporations and labor organizations

making contributions or expenditures in connection with federal

elections, and were not intended to create a loophole whereby
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corporations and labor organizations may make unlimited political

expenditures merely by designating certain materials and services

as corporate or labor organization "facilities.* See MURs 1521
("NRA") and 1530 (OAFSCME"). Moreover, only some of the

activities at issue here involve use of actual corporate

facilities (office space and equipment), and while SCCOPE

maintains that its reimbursements to the Sierra Club were given

"priority" for immediate repayment, it is not known how soon the

Sierra Club was reimbursed by SCCOPE after providing the

materials and services at issue. Although the Commission may
consider the reimbursements to the Sierra Club by SCCOPE as a

mitigating factor, the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission open a matter under review with respect to this issue

in view of the aggregate amount of the reimbursements

($72,445.46) involved herein.

(b) Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Funds

The issue involved herein arises from the fact that since

1982 SCCOPE has maintained two bank accounts -- a Campaign Fund

and a General Fund -- and that funds from the Sierra Club

($14,500.79) were deposited into SCCOPE's Campaign Fund as

reimbursement for "administrative, fundraising and educational

expenses." */ To rectify the apparent violation, SCCOPE refunded

j/ At the time of his acknowledgement of this transaction,
SCCOPE's treasurer also inexplicably stated "at no time wereSierra Club funds mixed with these funds in the SCCOPE Campaign
Fund from which we made contributions to federal candidates."
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the $14,500.79 in question to the Sierra Club, but the refund was

made from the General Fund. Because the refund was made from the

General Fund, not the Campaign Fund which received the monies

from the Sierra Club, the RAD referral suggests that prohibited

monies may still be retained by SCCOPE. This Office notes,

however, that since the refund from the General Fund was reported

by SCCOPE, SCCOPE appears to be reporting the activity of both

accounts.

The initial payment ($14,500.79) to SCCOPE by the Sierra

Club constitutes an apparent violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by

%4f the Sierra Club and SCCOPE as political contribution monies were

commingled with corporate monies. The Sierra Club may pay for

the administrative and solicitation expenses of SCCOPE pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2)(C), but it must do so directly. The

Commission has, however, on some occasions permitted a connected

organization to reimburse its separate segregated fund, on a one

time basis, for expenses initially paid for by the fund but which

could have been paid for by the connected organization. In

Advisory Opinions 1979-72 and 1979-33 and Re: AOR 1976-111 the

Commission allowed the connected organization involved to

reimburse its separate segregated fund for costs paid by the fund

inadvertantly or by mistake. In MUR 1411 the Commission took no

further action against the National Education Association ("NEA")

and its separate segregated fund after the Commission was unable
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to reach a decision as to whether a violation occurred when the

NEA made a single reimbursement to its fund for the cost of

certain fundraising items paid for by the fund. The instant set

of facts should be considered distinguishable for the present time

from the above situations as it is not known whether all of the

expenses involved, specifically "educational" expenses, could

have been initially paid for by the Sierra Club. Hence, in view

of the above, and the fact that the existence of SCCOPE's General

0 Fund raises questions as to the source of the monies contained in

the fund, it is recommended that this issue be incorporated into

the matter under review.

7% Recommendation

Open a Matter Under Review
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

3 June 1983

MEMORANDUM

TO: CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

THROUGH: JAMES A. PEHRKON
ACTING STAFF DI 2CTOR

FROM: JOHN D. GIBSON
ASSISTANT STAFFDIRECTOR, RAD

SUBJECT: REFERRAL OF THE SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEEON
POLITICAL EDUCATION

This referral of the Sierra Club Committee on PoliticalEducation ("SCCOPE") concerns two issues. One involves paymentsby SCCOPE to its connected organization for what appear to be in-kind contributions. As with an earlier Reports Analysis Division("RAD") referral (83L-2, now MUR 1530), the question of a 441bviolation is raised based upon a connected organization providinggoods and services for candidates and being reimbursed by itsseparate segregated fund. The other issue concerns SCCOPE'sC acceptance of a receipt from its incorporated connectedorganization, which, upon notification from RAD, has beenrefunded. According to the Review and Referral Procedures (Chart
or 4 and Chart 22), further examination by your office is required.

If you have any questions, please contact Edward Ryan or
Michael Filler at 357-0026.

Attachments

cc: Commissioners
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REPORTS ANALYSIS REFERRAL

TO

OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL

DATE: 3 June 1983

ANALYST: Edward Ryan

I. COMMITTEE: Sierra Club Committee on
Political Education
(C00135368)
Paul Swatek, Treasurer

N4 530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

II. RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. 441b(a) and 11 CFR 114.5(b)

III. BACKGROUND:

A. Corporate In-kind Contributions - 2 U.S.C. 441b(a)

lo. The 1982 Amended October Monthly, Amended 12 Day
Pre-General, 30 Day Post-General, and Year End Reports

0 filed by the Sierra Club Committee on Political

Education ("SCCOPE") disclosed thirty-four (34) payments
to its connected organization, the Sierra Club,

C totalling $72,445.46. The transactions were disclosed
as reimbursements for activities on behalf of Federal
candidates involved in the 1982 general election
(Attachment 2).

On March 9, 1983, Requests for Additional
Information ("RFAIs") were sent advising SCCOPE that
contributions from corporations are prohibited under the
Act, unless made from a separate segregated fund of the
corporation. The notice further advised SCCOPE to
disclose any debts which were outstanding for a period
of sixty (60) days or more, or in an amount exceeding
$500 (Attachment 3).

Counsel for SCCOPE, Mr. H. Richard Mayberry, Jr.,
telephoned during the morning of March 17, 1983, in
order to make arrangements for a conference call in the
afternoon between Carl Pope, the Political Director of



SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION
REPORTS ANALYSIS AUDIT REFERRAL
PAGE 2

the Sierra Club, Paul Swatek, the Treasurer of SCCOPE,
and representatives of the Reports Analysis Division
("RAD") (Attachment 4). Mr. Mayberry visited RAD later
during the morning of March 17th to discuss a matter
unrelated to this committee. A brief discussion did
occur, however, regarding the problems noted in the
RFAIs and the due date for SCCOPE's response (Attachment
5).

At approximately 3:00 p.m. that afternoon, the
conference call occurred. The representatives of SCCOPE
(located in California) explained that the
reimbursements to the Sierra Club were for such things
as mailing labels, staff salaries and travel expenses.
A RAD representative explained the possibility of such
activity resulting in prohibited in-kind contributions
by the connected organization. The Treasurer was
advised to explain the matters in detail, so that the
Commission could determine the permissibility of what
had transpired (Attachment 6).

A response was received on March 24, 1983. It
stated that the "normal and usual charge" was assessed

OD for the goods and services, and that the payments were
made "within a commercially reasonable time" from SCCOPE
to the Sierra Club. Attempts were made to ensure that

Call expenses associated with the services and goods,
which could only be provided by the Sierra Club, were
paid for by the separate segregated fund, SCCOPE. The
response also referenced 11 CFR 100.7(a)(1)(iii) and
114.9, and Advisory Opinion 1982-63, and provided
examples of the procedures utilized to repay the
connected organization (Attachment 7).

B. Commingling of Treasury and Voluntary Dollars - 11 CFR
114.5(b)

SCCOPE's 1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report
disclosed a $14,500.79 receipt from its connected
organization, the Sierra Club on November 2, 1982. The
supporting receipt schedule indicated that the
transaction was a "refund for SCCOPE administrative,
political education, and fundraising expenses in the
period January-May 1982" (Attachment 8).
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An RFAI was sent to SCCOPE on March 9, 1983
regarding the receipt of apparent prohibited funds. In
addition, the notice advised the committee that a
sponsoring organization may pay for the administrative
expenses of running its separate segregated fund, but
that voluntary funds may not be commingled with general
funds (refer to Attachment 3).

SCCOPE responded to the matter on March 24, 1983,
by explaining that in 1982 it established two separate
bank accounts -- a Campaign Fund, and a General Fund.
The Campaign Fund is used to make contributions to
Federal candidates, while the General Fund is used to

K pay for non-partisan administrative, fundraising and
educational expenses. The separate accounts were
established because of distinctions the Internal Revenue

NService requires regarding the Federal income tax credit
for political contributions. In October of 1982, SCCOPE
determined that the Campaign Fund had paid for
$14,500.79 in administrative, fundraising and
educational expenses. In order "to protect the tax
credit of SCCOPE donors," the Campaign Fund was

oreimbursed for these expenses (Attachment 7).

On April 20, 1983, SCCOPE filed its 1983 April
o Monthly Report, which disclosed a $14,500.79 refund to

the Sierra Club. The supporting Schedule B noted that
this was a refund for "SCCOPE administrative, political

reducation and fundraising expenses in the period
January-May 1982" (Attachment 9). /

IV. OTHER PENDING MATTERS INITIATED BY RAD:

There are no other matters requiring referral at this time.

*/ According to the March 24th response, the $14,500.79 from the
Sierra Club was deposited into the SCCOPE Campaign Fund. The
refund of the prohibited receipt, however, was made from the
SCCOPE General Fund. Therefore, prohibited funds may still be
commingled with voluntary contributions (see Page 3 of Attachment
7).
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1991 MID-YEAR REPORT
MID-YEAR REPORT - AMENDMENT
REUES11 FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
YEAR-END
YEAR-END AMENUMENT

1982 REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFOLMATIUN
MISCELLANEOUS REPURI
STATEMENT OF URUANILAIUN - AMENUMENI
STAJLVIENT OF' ORUANIZAIION - AMENDMENT
STAIEMEN1 OF URUANILAIiUN - AMENUMENI
REQUEST FUR ADDIlIONAL INFORMATION 2ND
APRIL OUARIERLY
APRIL QUARIERLY - AMENDMENI
1'1 LEIIER INFORMAIIUNAL NU'1ICE
MAY MONIHLY
NAY UNIHLY - AMENUMLENI
MAY MONTHLY - AMENDMENI
JUNE MONTHLY
JULY MONTHLY
JULY MONTHLY - AMENhLNI
JULY MONTHLY - AMLNULHT
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMAIION
AUGUST MONTHLY
AUGUST MUN1HLY - AMENDLMENI
SEPTEBER MONTHLY
OCTOBER MONTHLY
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OClUDER MONTHLY - AMENDMENT
OCTOBER MONTHLY - AMENISLN1
REQUEST FUR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
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PRE-GENERAL - AMENVMENI
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REQUESI FU ADDITIONAL INFURMAI1UN
POST-GENERAL
POS1-OENEkAL - AMENUMENI
POST-UENEkAL - AMENDMENI
POS1-UENERAL - AMENDfMENT
REUUEST FUR ADDITIONAL INFORhAIUN
YEAR-END
YEAR-END AMLENIhLNI
REQUEST FOR ADBIIIUNAL INFURMATIUN

1983 MISCELLANEOUS REPORT

2,171 8,236

21,196
21,912

129,011
12Y,011

IJAN81
IJAN81
IJAN81
1JUL81
IJUL81

- 30JUN81
-30JUNH1I
-30JUN81
-31DEC81
-31DECH1

26FEB82 10 FEl

15MAR02
19A'R82
24MAY82

20,601
20,614

7,626
14,713
14 P713

5,843

3,639
2,298
2,444

4,034

6P107
11u412
1/,412

2,016

14,199
33,145
59,132

33,148
33,699

Y5, 141

5,695

284,738

330
330

30S /38

I1 11

309,483
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1 JAN82
IAPRU2
IAPR82
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1 JUN82
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1 SEP82
1 SEP82
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1015802
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1 40(: 182
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140C182
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-31MAR82
-31MAR82
-31MAR82
-30APR82
- 30APR82
-30APR82
-31MAY82
-30JUN82
-30JUN82
-30JI.IN82
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-130 1 82

-13l>182
-1301:182

-22NOV82
-22NI.VO2

-22NOV82
-22NOV82

-3111-1182

-31"E(82

-3111E102
10 FEtC
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1 82FL.C/235/071Y
9 82F EC/221/1049
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I 82FEfC/223/3800
S821F EC/224/3559
2 H2FEU/22/11//
2 82FEC/228/1533
2 62F Et/264/2957
3 82FE/224/4081
3 82F E1/221/4939
4 820-E(/233/42/3
1 82FE/240/3000
9 82FLU/230/5249
3 82I-C/233/427/
2 8 E.11243/5005
0 82FE/234/3964
7 82FEC/238/3489
4 82FEC1/241/128/
I 82FUE/243/bO0/
I 82FEC/240/3002
Z 82FE1/241/0464
2 82 1 ./243/OO
0 02FEC:/243/5010
3 82VEC/251/2960
'3 82FE1/256/3766
4 UAF EC/268/4589
1 U3FEL/26H/476V
6 83FE/26/14046
I 82FE1/251/2956

j 83HF E/26/4604
1 SF3.L-268/4710

/0131- LC/26// 40JU
1 82i EC/2'56/3804
I 83FEI./2612703
Y UF Lt.:/268/4569
1 H3SFEt/268/4771
1 3 F F.C 126"1/4072
I H3FE,C/264/03YO
9 831-1-:/268/455b
8 03Fk4C/26/4063
2 1/LC26//14/0

All reports have been reviewed.
Ending Cash (12-31-82):c $31,7 4
Debts (12-31-82) :., Ou-" f% Pu 9

S

EXP-ENI I 1101:E
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Holly Schadler travel reimbursement on ft. yea i 0.OW-no:Thus P~ao
330 Pennsylvania Avenue, S.E. behalf of Bill Curry's carp. (CT-6)
Washington, DC 20003 Disburement for: 9/30/82 eneal14.03

0 Othaer towiffyl I___1_9/30/82_

F. Full Nam*. Mailang Addies saulZIP CaftPuwpPt. Of Osbutrent Date 4montfh. Amourn f ci aA
The Print Shop printing expenses on beha -f day y.. ci.wwn T. Pw,.
155 Montgomery Street of Jerry Brown's camp(C 4
San Francisco, CA 94104 Dosabjsvmn for. Chrrry xenlroi 9/30/82 203_.9A.

G. Full Name, Mailing Addfts andZIP COOe PurPOof c siburooment Costs Of Date month* &owni o Ec
McCune Audio/Visual press conference for Jerr) dav~v..ri iO'Ywavihe''

951 Howard Street Brown (CA-S)9/08161.'
San Francisco, CA 94103 046bu'aement for. OProftiry pX".twei /3/8

Hf. Full Name. Maslong Addrtm one ZIP CooPuroo,@of Dosbu'wment Doi* Emwat'". Ami a, Eaol.
Linda Fairlie travel expenses relating de~eai Dwn*IwjTh,,a*c

1035 Robinson Avenue -to Jerry.-Brown (CA-S)
San Diego, CA 92103 Osbuiamntor. O10irviary X-0f*ia 9/30/82 114.00

a Other Isoecsty).

I. FulNae aln ide ZPCdeProw o@1owfrent Om Dnlmu'19'. IA" it aco,

Sierra Club Payment for mailing label day. l,) w T'h is Paw

530 Bush Street for following candidates(iee attachm'ent)
San Francisco, CA 94108 0OOA,?wntfor: l romr ' c'*' a 9i 30/8U 833.93

SUBITOTAL of 0,.siments This Pops Iftil .......................z SIE 41-94

TOTAL Theo P.'.. l'.nt ppthis s^@ftwonbv oAtyl...............................

N
N

%W .........

1982 lober Monthly Amended Report
Page 3 of 14

ITEMIZED DtSCURSrif.:%TS



ATTACHMENT #2
. Page 4of 42

1932 October Monthly Amendd ""psport
Page 4 of 14

Attachment to page 8 of 3 for line Number 21.

Nqnthly Report for Septemser, 1932

(all for general elections)

1. Sidney Yates (L-9). 581.00; aggregate y-t--$1,S4S.93

George Brown (CA-36), $33.00

Bill Curry (CT-6). $172.00

Jeff Bingaman (Ni-S), 597.85

Jerry Patterson (CA-38). $32.00

Marty Martinez (CA-30), $25.00b

*Jerry Brown (CA-S), $id.88

Beth Bland (WA-8), $113.00; aggregate y-t-d-$222.00
0Peter Kostmayer (PA-B), $10.00

Ted Kennedy (MA-S), $140.00; aggregate y-t-d-$640.00

Reid Hughes (FL-4), $23.00

Herbert Harris (VA ,$41.17

Neumeyer (CA,916.00

O Tom Cronin, (C-5), $35.00

total a $830.90



1*Otote~.Monthly Amended ReporP
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ATTACHAVnT #2
Page 5 of 42

rag 0 T 1

SC H tJ'fL E 8 SWhMZED D1SWJRS~v.wnT9 1' a ** 3f*#..

'"vWwnsogf%6 % W0"W WW - -15WA I www -~byw~V% $*o woPwfw*I~e~ ?,~
0 wo o" 4 O -WWSevn O y 0p!0. gv, W '1.t Uw-Ot 9'M $-a%

SIERRA CLUB3 WICTTEE ONE POLITICAL EWUATION

A. rPiwa w".ow 1 &a&M d AWq*I ~.w~e~s ~ 4ee'. ~ @Bruce Hamilton re i r u 'ser '.2 ,t (t Vol.
P.D. BOX 1078 ~aoi" or. be'o
Lander, WY £2520 (hw-v 9/30/E2 iS 173.0

a. PgmN. wAme qAdSWSd VCOW Z.T U. C6 ~" *%mo L:Sierra Club 10I sj.%exns. t on ia Dan@Vi %1 rG530 Bush Street Bo .. * 9/30/82 436.52
San Francisco, CA 94108 Dowwwt _1

a Ot"tISOM sty I
C.-ilz, c Adm ndal toN .'o ,tP-- itra vel tDam new~t% * An'tout ars,

Jeff Sctimidt expenses relat.e! to: Peter ':"'Rd 13, Box 49 k 075Slatington, PA 1800 0.a.wwrwse. or. 040;wm; 9/30/82
___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ __ C 0Othw Im"-#VI W _____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

0. Putll Namw. MWl&4w d me wW ZV C Pvpwef0i@.w travel & CIS"0Manse~. &ICEYOv9@ AC 1!Linda Wade exp. reii..rsrmt on bchalf aw f? n mwtT~ N,
2410 Beverly Boulevard of Geo. Brotr-. (CA-36I)

LsAngeles, CA '90057 ~wM " ~f: P4m~r ree ,9/30/82 117.47
E. Pull ka-. MM I~A,!Sin WW ZP Cft e eYINC11r, P.2 (~F--thu.of u'talim 5 Blomquist IneWl nm

I~eattl , WA 9 122 Obueru men fp.or ,~wfvA er #araI 9/30/82 6 2 5$L~s~J j~s9 A 900 7 ___ _____ __C__ _____ _____ _____ _____
F. Fw____aw_ _a__________and ZIP Caft e_____________kw0 0nt%. Amowm of E).

%& wlM U im A~u J dII M @M LZIP ooSierra Club
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

purpow of9 itb~piv Yrit R pne Ottmm"reimbursement 0 x neomtO.r
behalf of candidates(see attached s
Dibrmet PFrwv e l9/30/82

AI!veov9t of Lw-

Lo-t.-m-eniThaiP,
redule)

1 39644.83
M. Pull kofme* Maitliug 4d4swm and20 Coat P..'Pow ptD-sbutuwmontDatm e tonmh. Amwv...,of EBa

Disbutsop Mnt for: 0 Plemorv Conoea
0 Other I$tvcolyv

1. Pull Name. VMd.. Addim and ZIP Ceim purpose 01 Dotbutwmevu Doe mlgM Apwu. - v@ofLac

Dedbu'wmO&'Ii Ipi LwPenl This Pero-

SUBTOTAL.Yof *ivtNfY*9uW Thim Pop Iloploh................................................... S5,379.47

TOTAL Ths P... fiats aing oIn he ~ .................................i$ I~55

Ok

q~.

N

00
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1982 October Monthly Amended Report

Page 6 of 14

SIERRA CLU B IITTEE ON POLTCALa EU.ATIO

Attachmenttopge 9 of j for line mber 21,

Pbthl XReport for' t:to-, ,1.?

(all for geeral elections)
6. Toby Noffett (CT-S), $210.49; g Meate y-t-.da2,210.49

Udall (AZ-2), $114.8%. aggregate y-t-d-$2,114.89

Stafford (VT'S), $969.54; agret'ate ymt-d-S3,956.79

arney Frank (.A-4)o $117.36; aggregate y-t-d,52,328.95

George Mitchell (M-S), $234.72

Sill Curry (CT-6). $48S.04; aggregate y-t-d-S1,771.04

7 a Edgar (PA-7), $464.72; aggreate y-t-d-S1,899.S9

C artke (W40217.6, aggregate y-t-&d-267.68
C' Jeff Binganan (W.-S), $226.67; aggregate y-t-du400.52

Pat William (KTt)S179.00

Byron Dorgan (ND), $89.50; aggregate y-t-d15339.50

Schneider (RI-2), $143.42

Tom Daschle (SD), $17.97; aggregate y-t-de1,717.97

O Ted Wilson (UT-S), $8.99; aggregate y-t-d-5258.99

Jerry Brown (CA-S), $26.97; aggregate y-t-dzS1,825.72
:Pete Stark (CA-A), $83.95; aggr'.gate y-t-d-S$206.08

Reid Hughes (FL-4), $53.92; aggregate y-t-de$76.92

total -a3,644.83

- .-.....- .---- ,--- e eb. 
1



ATTACIPLJ4 VZ
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0 ' . ~' *. *.'.4104 * , 21 *9t

SCHEDLE SITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS 0-00 % -"~" 4#4 0...

SCEUE91982 October Mothly Amended Report ~"~ **

page 7 of 14 
9.fl9g

SIERRA CLUB COMIi111? CK POLITICAL EDUCATION

A. 
U 

I 61M e""oe WZPCf 
oiflt. at NisowLlVK " 11 r 1' *U .01. 

.,

Sierra Club 
fo xpne on be.half 61 ".l 3351

%,()3wI B ststreet 
e chifl.

S~an Frarncisco. CA 94108 
fl4%vIYIA g*w,fv.uo..).l".

or~~~ consu*".'" IR'r I q

CharlL- CaIlo in T~~ 4-11etioln with ("

9 Foster Place? 
Ia.61,~1

1 ." 
0MnIOOf

Pleasantville', NY 10570 
*)$% ... ."tn potwt -l-.0 -0 K'so

C. Ulf Nae. Maelen Ad..me and ZIP CS P.610UOv.@ of tj'w" re jflbursehs Date in.411 AMI)U-1.14 1j' j

Joahn l 
ent f or expenses.' on bedi.11f d aitv"t 

I .. '

142 W. Gorham Street 
K4 ""'

0. FPufll knom..Mationg All;,S0nd zoPC P&ICpowV@' Oe,.1whmn reimburweos " 4rlemni".~An~.t .Ie

H C ,A ~ faa t t 1 1 e t f o r e x p ef l 5 C s o n h e'iiJ f d a . y e a" D b u t'fw nts-m 1 . s V - ,

e ~228 E. 45th St.. 14th Floor of_(see attaclimenltL. 93-R A~

New York, NY 10017 
$tug~m!n it ... n' ~U".

I. Pul ae. Massing Adeew eow ZIP code P.le.tu Us"~" irnhtr.' )g.99f. ~ ~ .

Mi ke Pa par iaf n 
ent f or exesir on hed'"1 f doov. D -IU%'' .

11.)l 

-I - - -. . . 93082 S e'1

1228 N Street. Sui1te 31 
9-30u9""-82U SP9'J If). 139

Sicrameflto. CA 95814

F. F It Name. Matting AddOeS vond ZIP Cno*Favoo Puu u~ lsq-tim'9n reinbursego Ww ,p.Vw'V' Ar '

Sierra Club m~flt to Southeast Office 
1~jO~b'.9 .P...

530 BushfStreepefsrs 
on b ehiaf of!

530 Bush Stret 
-r0 a t -acIL'l., X. . 9-30-82 S 2.20..3

San Francisco. CA 946108

1. Full Nam. EMtiong Addesad ZIP Code'o~ 
),lue~l re'itI%1r?' la"-

Crf 1 ira Club 
mLnt ft u l.-t Of ic * l" t. .r

530 Bush Street -;t acmn. -082 f-53t3.

San Franc isco.* CA 94108 jsuu~n to,~'~e~~"'. 
i O~

M. F wl ~'Nom .M oolo' Adde and ZIPCg P u9S b U l ivewrown'" re r.i?' 'l~ in r. .* . .

SIle r r ClIoth 
mvt f or I.' v~ I.' .r I141L. Sao.u **a"' 

..

530 Bulit St reet . U 4,q4mL -) , . . q %S". .1

San Fra~nc isco. CA %in hUt tiouwownt lt

9W 9 

- .
et t9..

SU8tOTAL

1OTAl I- ~*.- . *9- --- o *..l 6 9door to-%
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ATTAc"HE #2Page 8 of 42

* *.*'
°

.81.

Attachmient til pane 10 of 12 for line number 21.

MONTIILY RE'PORT. FOR SLITEMBER , I 4Q$-1 AmEN D E1 D

Pr r..ir%/ Aro,. ,.
Ca ndidatelSt-ato Amount (4X11_ral... ¥'"-};'I 2

A. L..arry Ann Willis (ORO-2)
La:rry I.;rocco (ID-O2)

istIh l%:Farland (OR-f)%)
litfth Bland (WA-08)
.ho1 Pritchabrd (NA-I)
I)n Honker (WA-03)

Let.s AtiaC.,n (OR-03)
mi k. I.owrv (WA-07)

TOTAl.

S ,082.41,784.7$
6 52.13

5 .94

S., 4.. 7 7

s3.325.11

1I ... 7 IPr ii .aV

I'r I .t:','ii..a I'

* .88. 8 * 1.4

8 '8 *~~*

B. Tov M 1'ffett (CT-Su.itt') 340.00

Bill Curry (CT-6) 170.0f0

TOTAL. 5 0 .01)

:. B,,h .trr (MI-Oh) 2.". 1t
,,wardtr WXIpe (MI-03) 2. 50

Imvid honior (1I-12) ."

IQwe Monsmri a (M-0') 1 .(),

DoIc Kildec (MI-r) 7._1i

To'- IlIl (OH-3) 5.06

Tom Il.rkin (lA-O5) '34'9*"

Ho,...ird Metzenbaum (O-Svit-1.) 5.n

l),nn i:. ckart (Oi- 11) 5.00

1,ohn Svibvrling (WH4-1.) 5.1n)o

M.irk I).lvton (8IN-Se.tC) h.()

l).iv i i8t1 1) r L*nba vr (1-S- 11.1 t t ) ( 10

Ti-., I'rnn v (.N-01) 3.)0

I.,lat Simon (11.-1 )

),,1 itl. ( H1t-13) "*.)f)
Sidnv%", Y'.tv'. (11.-04) ,l'

I.4" A',pin (k'i-0} ) e1i

.lal, 1%.11,a (M.-17 )

I;I I I 81 ,', ( I ..

-. ~ 
- .~-.- ".... -.

(;4,av I II
cwine.rail

(q .l11%.4 r I( 1 .n .r.o I

(..:inr.o I
C(.fntra I

(; ln.r.jI
r:,nvral
(.I..n r .i 1(;tflL'r.8 1

1l r i" :rv
In :a.I',

* * :,. r ,

,,I. Tr , .

.

1932 October Monthly A mnded Rport
tgin8 of 14

. 0



1982 October t nthl ended ReportPage 9 of 114

Attachment to pae ,0 gf 12 for 11ne number 21,
MONTHLY REPORT 1 STfl .ga, 1962

ATACHMENT #
Page 9 of 4-

Page b.

AI~ED

Candidate/Stat.

D. Ethan Eldon (NY-Ol)
Robert Mrazek (Y-03)

TOTAL
E. Marty Martinez (CA-30)

Melvin Levine (CA-27)
TOTAL

F. Wayne Dowdy (MS-04)
Charles Rose (NC-07)
Steve Neal (NC-05)
James Clark (NC-1I)
Butler Derrick (SC-03)
John Spratt (SC-OS)C Albert Core (TN-06)
George Sheldon (FL-09)
Reid Hughes (FL-04)
Dick Batchelor (FL-0S)
Dante Fascell (FL-19)
William Lehman (FL-17)

TOTAL

C. Tony Hall (OH-03)
Tom Harkin (IA-0S)
Howard Metzenbaum (OH-Senate)
Dennis Eckart (OH-11)
John Seiberling (OH-18)
Mark Dayton (M-Senate)
David Durenburger (I.;-Senate)
Tim Penny (MC-01)
Doug Stephens (IL-18)
Paul Sinon (IL-24)
Bob Kastenmeler (WI-02)
Don Pease (OH-13)
Sidney Yates (IL-09)
Skip Schwerdtfeger (IL-16)
Les Aspin (WI-0I)Lane Ev~ns (IL-I?)

John Owlnn (IL-19)
Bob Carr (1I-06)
Howard Wolpe (MI-03)
D.avid Nonlor (MI-12)
Dn Rifvble (Ml-Senatt.)S14-vi ",lnuma (Ml-.05)

).,,. KI Ide. (M1.07)
It,rld W.ahmn.ton (IL-OI)

$ 133.92
15.67

$ 149.59

14.50
1.63

618.08
121.36
85.18

121.37
584.30
85.19
261.60
263.13
107.42
159.85
124.76
88.59

$ 2,620.83

$ 172.53
75.60

201.25
225.99
226.06

3.53
3.53
18.83

174.22
44.17
63.94
181.06
871.53

6.93
43.82

202.63
121.72
434.65261.43

629.05 Primary 1,383.71
24.70 General -

6.91 C. n4'ra I6.57

Primary/

Goneral

General

General

Genera I

124.98 Primary
GenuraI
General
General

317.35 Primary
General

136.25 Primary
Primary

15.82 Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary

General
General
General
General
General
Primary
Primary
Primary
General
General
Primary
General

662.42 Primary
General
Primary
General
General
Primary
Primary

AAgregste
Year-to.date

493.10 General

266.95 General

125.35 General

313.13
91.60 Runoff

9.53
9.53

249.22
299.17

209.11 General
11.93

63.82
287.63
176.72

1,008.83
at It at

40fl -, w.alI ( t', n e I ,,i ,.,' )

I-

q~.

e

I

e

AKCNDED



"*Af .ATTACHMENT
Page Io of1982 1October Monthly Aided Report

Page 10 of 14

Attachment to page 10 of 12 tor line number 21,
MONTHLY REPORT FOR SEPTnDMR, 1982

Page c.A~2

Candidate/Stato

C. (CONTINUED FROM PACE b)

Cardiss Collins (IL-07)
David Obey (WI-07)
Bill Clay (MO-OR)
Bruce Vento (MN-O4)
Miartln Sabo (MN-os)
Vin Weber (MN-02)
G;ene Wenstrom (19-07)
Bob Shamansky (Ot-12)

TOTAL

H. Paul Sarbanes (ND-Senate)
Pat Schroeder (CO-01)
Tom Harkin (IA-Os)
Bob Kastenmeler (WI-02)
Tom Daschle (SD)
Pat Williams (MT-OR)
Don Bonker (WA-03)
Ted Wilson (UT-Senate)
Francis Farley (UT-2)
Tim Penny (M-01)
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate)
Reid Hughes (FL-04)
Robert Mrazek (NY-03)
Jeff Bingaman (N-Senate)
Melvin Levine (CA-27)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)
Jerry Patterson (CA-38)
Hovard Berman (CA-26)
James Clark (NC-II)
Steve Neal (NC-05)
John Spratt (SC-0s)
Phillip Burton (CA-OS)
Vin Weber (M-02)
Sidney Yates (IL-09)

TOTAL

Afount

$ 10.64
27.01

533.70
251.78
230.12
17.09
17.09

$ 5,338.38

$ 192.00
212.00
452.00
333.00
49.00

134.00
53.00
198.00
125.00
64.00
380.00
61.00
80.00

230.00
383.00
44.00
81.00

209.00
400.00
400.00
30.00

514.00
30.00
30.54

49b084.54

1. R,bert Mrazek (NY-03) $ 33.49 General 129.16
Eth.an EIdon (NY-OI) 

224.17 General 
)SP.O

Di,'k OttInocr (NY-?O) 
1sf5.#,R General 1.41.1l

TOTAL $ 16.34

Primary/

General
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
General

Primary
Primary
General
Primary
General
General
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
GeneralPrimary

Aggregate
Year-to-.date

19130.94
701.78
'80.12

762.55
1,396.94

269.64

85.83
2,930.49
245.34

521.37
375.18
615.19

47.09
2o463.00

Page c.

AMED
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SCHEDULE 8 ITEMIZED DISBURSEMEN?

1982 October Monthly Aended Report
Page 11 of 14

PAN* 88j-*s 4.0

ILeh inm-ve lt Bp-'r

"Gr"b e'gena wd frm *now I W t of"" tworMorja t ~*'w bi f ,peOn4P o lo 0 le fWctft.ti 9. .tb .1n% to-
4990"'41"M 4301ws wet, ~I W!" OW mistWW a os ofanM gt eco*£,, erot11Pto weftiggeWs,. 4 to" SowesIltt

of iCommetein0e -will

SIERRA CUBS C"ITTEL 0.4 POLITICAL EDUICATION4

A. rem KOM. d4lq *Adu W 2Cede Pvm etloe~..wvwn. reimburw.'- at' wo'gint'. A""W'11,.-d.t 1

Sierra Club mnt to ?%Northwest Off ice fU re..vo.wi .t si,,gsq~

530 Bush Street epnses on behl f of (si
Son Francisco, CA 94108 40 at 9'of 0a2 S 333.10

Sierra Club ment f or Sts. CQi i forn ia titOI i ..

530 Bush Street aL behilfest u'w
San Francisco, CA 94108 -'''vq4w)'o %I t-XklteWa -024 ,f4

C. Fallt %&#no. Madion A *es wW IV Coo F P.nw si O ... relaburse- oat* smont. A#"D. .1C 17L3-77
Sierra Club Mont to Sacramento Office dot. est530 Bus Streetfor expensesi on behalf of '

San Francisco. CA 94108 Deoturtttt.P1stva. fGtm 9-30-82 $ 179.2)

0. FUN NOR". M&#lchA Aem OW ZIP Cooe Puree.o' ta.,,m reimburse Dole lnt'. Avin&#r- o9 Lic"

Sierra Club Xt3ff timc on behalf of Phil. doevei 11 S1It hsPID

530 lush Street Burton (CA-OS)- 9382 $ 678
San Francisco. CA 94108 i;1Dtsww.en1 fog ' Plw,#-U-o .0-2 $ 478

0 . Full Name. Maolwq A£d*.MWOI ZWCOO ~.treimb S, e- 0.10 Iemcs1% tle £"lo~et OE drt
Sierra Club ~~sent to No. Pliuins 0 ic~d.,* bt~Sierra Club ~~~ f o ePsson behaU fdwval0tuwo ot r o-

530 Bush Street (see~ at tachment)
San Francisco. CA 94108 O~sabaw.,.e-townt lt 104."W iq cWno 9-30-82 $ 1 .298.65

F. FwllNaM9. M~isfqAdd16U*ad ZWPCede Pvrpowoos tutwrm nareimburse- ODe monih. Amnboit o ' E
Sierra Club sent to Southw.est OMice for

53 uh tetexpenses on behalf of (see 1M~vai Ibu~sei-n~t Th,%i Pro -om

San Francisco. CA 94108 ' '.--9-3 0-82 $ 663.08
-- D thr q. stPq' I;. ~ '

Full Namet. Maslong Addreo and IP Coode Pi ot '0.su...,wnt reimburse Date oemewti' AMjiej o'atEch
Russ Shay ~~~expenses on behalf of Phil ~~D~g~.n niP'c

6014 College Avenue Bur3n0(CAOS)$C6.4i4]Oakland, CA 94618 1sb~t-me9-30,-82 $a 6.4.rwra

H4. full Name MaiingAdde nd WZIP Cooe

Sierra Club
530 Bush Street
San Francisco. CA 94108

1. Full Name. Mailing Adde. and ZIP Cede
Sierra Club
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

pwt'p. ' DI Usow-wmwt reimburse Vse montni.

Calif/Nevada Office for 6X-, 5 tea
ene o b f of Phl

O~busmet t':P~.,vX ce''9-30-82

PUrpOse Of D,soDu.,emenI reimburse- Date montve.
ment for labels 4 lists asCu.var I
on behalf of (see attachment)
D6isbuewmeflt to,.P.ia Cena 9-30-82

Aco...c C'-"41

DseuswesTr',s Per-oe

$ 244.74

04.b-olle-t'eM Tftm Pe'.Oo

$ 276.95

9ipx

- Ote'~WC100

SUBTOTAL of Osbw.eensenws Ti,., Pap lootoonos I................................................. 6117 34-13

TOTAL Thas Peod flale W1t a t p.~Ailn nmeseoe% ~I ....... ....... ....



' 82 October Monthly Amended• ge 12 of 14
Attachment to page 11 of 12 for IL aumber 21,

IktMnLY REPORT FOR SErDMU, 1982

ATTACHMENT #2
Page 12 of 42

AI'DE

Cand idate/State

A. I.arry Ann Willis (OR-02)
Larry I.Rocco (ID-02)
ksthM c'Farland (OR-05)

TOTAL

B. (4.orxe Brown (CA-36)
Jerry Pttersam (CA-38)
Jerry Brovn (CA-Senate)
Anthony Bellenson (CA-23)
Hiward Berman (CA-26)
helvLn Levine (CA-27)
Henry Waxm'n (CA-24)
Ed Royb.aI (CA-25)
Cus HKowkins (CA-29)
Esteban Torres (CA-34)
Marty Mrtinez (CA-30)

TOTAl.

• - C. Rick Lehmain (CA-I8)
Mrty Ma.rtinez (CA-30)
Melvin I.evine (CA-27)

TOTAL

E. Dick Fellman (NE-02)
Roger McDaniel (WY-Senate)
Pat Williams (HT-01)
Byron Dorgan (ND)
Tom Daschle (SD)

TOTAL

F. Jan Hartke (NM-01)
Francis Farley (UT-02)
Ted Wilson (UT-Senate)
Jeff Bingaman (N'M-Senate)
Bill Richardson (NM-03)

TOTAL

I. .ames Weaver (OR-04)
Cene Tackett (CA-17)

TOTAL

Amoemt

$ 113.00
9.35
123.75

$ 333.10

$ 473.59
812.17
809.91
103.91
207.82
207.82
103.91
51.96
51.95
122.59
318.45

$ 3,264.08

$ 116.36
50.28
12.57

$ 179.21

$ 551.97
714.25

8.11
8.11

16.21

$ 1,298.65

$ 8.35
248.41
71.85
95.23

239.24

$ 663.08

$ 180.95
96.00

$ 276.95

Priarv./
General

General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
68.74 Primary

General
General
General

Primary
26.18 Primary

General
General
General

Aaretato
year-to-dat.

lo,077.66b
2,6a3%.63

1219.65
442. 56

379.65

53U.49
630.76

$ ep%87 5.67
645.51%0u 2,709.55

321.11

222.23 IF373.41

528.84

General
General

K. (*
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Attachment to page 12 Of 12 for Ilne unumber 21.

vNTH1LY REPORT FOR SEPTBsfR1 9182

ATTACHMENT #2Page 14 of 42

AMENDD

mq-M. -
q

Candidate/State Amount

A. Byron Dorgan'(ND) $ 5.00

Tom Daschle (SD 5.00

Phillip Burton (CA-05) 30.00

Les Aucoin (OR-03) 443.70

James Weaver (OR-4) 126.00

Paul Sarbanes (lD-Senate) 34.02

Howard Metzenbaum (OH-Senate) 2.50

Tony Hall (OH-03) 2.50

Don Pease (OH-13) 2.50

John Seiberling (OH-13) 2.50

Dennis Eckart (OH-Il) 2.50

Bob Shamansky (OH-12) 2.50

TOTAL $ 658.72

B. Toby Moffett (CT-Senate) $ (249.00)**
Robert Stafford (VT-Senate) 331.64

Barney Frank (MA-04) 29.20
George Mitchell(HE-Senate) 58.40

Bill Curry (CT-06) 98.00

Jan Hartke (h'N-0l) 115.75

Jeff Bingaman (NM-Senate) 115.75

TOTAL

Primary/
General

General
General
General
Primary
General
Primary
General
General
General
General
General
General

Primary
Primary
General
Primary
General
General

Agregateyear-to-date

$ 352.61
1,788.18
6,817.75

896. Ri
5,206,95
1,659.97

854.22
225.49
234.02

1,529.03
278.96
727.29

4,288.432,358.15
1 ,537.94
2,039.04

391.78
841.50

$ 997.74
(249.00)

748.74

**See line 15. note

I

I



. ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS*aggregate y-t-d for Patterson:$1,413.37, for Martinez

Any information copied fron such Re
commercial purposes. other then using

1982 12 Day Pre-General Election Amended
Page 1 of 5

Name of Comm itlee (en Full)

SCHEDULE B

SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

A. Full Name, Mailing Addr a nd ZIP Ced

,.ierra Club
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

Puro sqof Di bes OD at.e (month.
ma i i ng labels o~ethflf ay. verI
on the following candidates (see atta
Disbursement for: OPrinry .Genral 10/13/82

C Other (sD~cifv):I.
.FllNme _aiig _ndZP oe -- v...---..vl. I IABarFUll NmeFrank forAddCongress nd Purpose of Disbursement contri but IoRate (month, Amount of Each 7to Barney Frank .(&J- Iday. vet) Disbursement ThisPeriod

P.O. Box 260 agg6egate y-t- =$9,58.I
Newtonville, MA 02160 aDsbursmentfo'r: = Prims, 58,,.,, 10/13/82 2,000.00

O Other (soecifv):.I
C. Full Name. Mailing Addres and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri Dut o5., 1Imonth. Amount of Each
Batchelor for Congress to Dick Batchelor (FL-5) day. year) Disbursement This Period
P.O. Box 3151 aggregate y-t-d-S1,159.85
Orlando, FL 32802 Disbursenwt for: OPrimary )General 10/13/82 1,000.00

Ao Other (soecify):
D. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursemnit expnes I Date (month. Amount of EachBarbaraoBlakeSnuiteo , MtMersonl day. year) Dsbursement This Perioo
2410 Beverly Boulevard, Suite #3 (CA- 5 & i i 8
Los AngelesCA 90057 Disbursement for. 0Primay AGener[ 10/13/82, 503.57

1 0 Other (specify) -I
E. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contributlo iOe (month. Amount of Each
Bob Shamansky for Congress Cormmittee to Bob Shamansky (OH-12) day. year) Disbursement This PeiorP.O. Box 15668 da.ve) DsuseetTi 1ic
COuBus OH 431 aggregate y-t-d=$ 1,727.29
Columbus, OH 43215 Disbursementfor: 'Primary 0en,,,, 10/13/82 1,000.00

SOther ISDeCify)
F. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri but (Oate (month. Amount of Each
Dorgan for Congress to Byron Dorgan (ND) I day. yearI Disbursement This Period
P.O. Box 871 aggregate y-t-d=$ _SI.32.64.
BismarckD, ND 58501 Disbursement for: ZPrimary Gneral 10/13/82 1,000.00

0 Other (sPecify):
G. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Dsbursement contri but ODate (month. Amount of EachDoug Walgren for Congress to Doug Walgren (PA,18) day.year DisbursementThisPeriod
10th Floor, Frick Building
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 Disbursement for: CPrimary )(kGeneral 10/13/82 100.00

_ C30ther (spiecify ):

H. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of DsbursementcontrI butt nftt e (month. Amount of Each

Eldon for Congress Committee to Ethan Eldon (NY-i) day.year) DisbursementThisPerbod
2229 Route 112Coram, NY 11727 Disbursementfor: Pr-imarV %Gener.a 10/13/82 500.00

0 Other (specify):
I. Full Name. Mailing Addres and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri bui One (month ' Amount of EachFriends of Les Aspin to Les Aspin (WI-i) day, ver) Disbursement This PeriodP.O. Box 211 azereiate Y-t-=$313RacneWI 340 a e ae -- dS31382Racine,WI 53401 Disbursement for: OPrimary General 10/13/82 250.00

O Other (specify):
SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Pge (otional I 

6 9 6 8
SBTOTALh Disurio(losementhisPaenumberionlyI....................................................

TOTAL This Periodl (last page this lane number only I.............................. ......... ........ $,1 68

I Amount of EaCh

Disbursement This Peiodf ched)

, $ 563.24

LINE NUMBER-:
(Use seDIte sCheduletsl for each

Category Of the Detliled

, 698.35
ATTACHMENT #2
Page 15 of 42

Ch co

I



.1g. 112 Day-pre-Eneral .... ... .. Page 16 of 42
Report ageo
Page 2 of 5W

Attachment to Page 5 of 9 for line number 21,,

Twelfth day report preceding U.S. General Election

A. Weber, Vin (MN), $3.51; aggregate year-to-date-$5O. 60

Spratt, John (SC), $4.37; aggregate y-t-d*$ 619.56

Waxman, Henry, (CA-24), $91.85; aggregate y-t-dw$471.50

Berman, Howard, (CA-26), $92.48; aggregate y-t-du$535.04

Levine, Mel (CA-27), $198.05; aggregate y-t-d=$ 828.81

Ottinger (NY-20), $64.62

Mrazek, Robert (NY), $35.15; aggregate y-t-dm$164.31

Wayne Dowdy (MS-4), $31.51; aggregate y-t-d-$649.5
9

Larry LaRocco (ID), $11.70

Cardiss Collins, (IL-7), $30.00; aggregate y-t-d$160. 64

& total= $563.24

*all are for general elections

Vq



• ": .... : LINE NUMBER

SCHEDULE B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS (USe NMBeEmSceOdUltIlforeach
0Use 'sea 4ate s 1eoupe,, rea ch

1982 12 Day. Pre-General Election Am:eded ATTACHMENT #2
Report Page 17 Of 42

Any informtion copied from uch Fs Page 3 of 5olicing o ,, ,on , o r€omMrCII&l Purposes. other thn using the name ad address of env political committee to solicit contributions from such oma~tte.

Nem o C mm tt e inFul) SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLIT ICAL EDUCAT ION

A. Full Nae, Mailingl Addrew and ZIP Ced1e Purpose of Disbursement contribut| onsi Imonth, I *ount Of Each
Return George Brown to Congress to Geo. Brown (CA-36) day, Year) Disbursement This Period

Committee aggregate y-t-d=S2,691.50
P.O. Box 1421 Disbursement for' 0Primary $Genr. 1
Riverside, CA 92506 0 Other(specify): 10/13/82 $ 60.00

B. Full Name. Mailing Addrem-and ZIP Code Purpose o Disbursement mail i ng tIDa,e month, Amount of Each

Doug Shakel expense on behalf of Pat day. Year) Dsbursement Th.sPeriod
Box 4166 Bosch (AZ-3)
Tucson, AZ 85717 Disbursement for: ,Pri ry ;(GeneralI

000_ DOther Ispecify):1 10/13/82 i 600.00
C. FullName.Matting Adde.and ZIP Code PurposeotDisbursement StQff 1me Date*month., Amount of Eac"

ierra Club & cost of mailinglabels any. Year) Disbursement Tis Period
530 Bush Street behalf of candidates listed (see atta ched list)

53o
San Francisco, CA 94108 Disbursement for: OPrimary (General 10/13/82 2,829.170[ Other (specify): 

__ _ /
D. Full Name, Mailing Addren and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri but! fnDate (month. Amount of Each

Tackett for Congress to Gene Tackett (CA-17) day.Vear) Disbursement This Period

P.O. Box 545 aq reqate y-t-d=$1,096.0
McFarland, CA 93205 Disbursement for: OCPrimarv General 10/13/82 500.00

0 Other (specify)
E. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri UtiP ,ate, month. Amrount of Eacn
Thomas Daschle for Congress Comm. to T. Daschle (SD) day. Year) DisbursementThisPeriod

P.O. Box 9656 aggregate_ - 292.18
Sioux Falls, SD 57101 Disbursementfor:ydp$,, ,y GeneralOther Isoecifv) J 0 1 / 25 0 0

F. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contributi O1bae '(month, Amount of Each

Weaver for Congress to Weaver (0R-4) day.year) DisbursementThisPerioc

P0 Box 3287 aggregatey-t-de59206.9.5 '
Eugene, OR 97403 Disbursement for:; Primary A General

9 Do Other (secifv): I10/13/82 1,150.00
0. FullVName, MilingAddreandZIPCode j Purpose of Disbursement contributi;orPate (month, I Amount of Each

Wenstrom Volunteer Committee to Gene Wenstrom (MN-7) day. year) Disbursement This Period

P.O. Box 1077areate -- d$ 7.09
Elbow Lake, MN 56531 Disbursement for: CriarvX -eneral 10/13/82 1.000.00

D Other (sPecify):
H. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement media ads .Date lmonth. Amount of Each

Craven Young on behal f of Stall ings I day. year) (Disbursement This Period
Box 808 1 (Tn-) aggregate y-t-d$1,400.00
Ketchum, ID 83340 Disbu;sement for:o Printarv Koenera,0-1 0/13/82 200.00

,0 Other specify):

I. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Eacm

day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: OPrimary DGenerai
O Other (specifv):

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (omionall.....................................................S6,839. 17
TOTAL This Period (last page this line number onlyl...."................................... 

.........
TOT L hisPeio (lstpag tislin n mbe o lyI .. . .. . .. . . . .. . .. . . .. .. . . . .. .. . .. .. A
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1982 12ly Pre-General Election Amende Page 18 of 42
Report
Page 4 of 5

Attachment to Page 7 of 9 for line number 21,

Twelfth day report preceding U.S. General Election

C. Ottinger, Dick (NY-20), $280.30; aggregate y-t-d-S1,786.60

Mitchell, George (ME-S), $1,145.12; aggregate y-t-d-t2,683.06

Stafford, Robert (VT-S), $410.46; aggregate y-t.d-$4,698.89

McHugh, Matt (NY), $58.66; aggregate y-t-d-S68.66

Lechner, Ira (VA), $74.88

DeConcini, (AZ-S), $130.10

Lantos, Tom (CA-11), $244.00; aggregate y-t-d-$1,244.00

Bosch, Pat (AZ-3), $18.00; aggregate y-t-d=$618.00

Yates, Sidney (IL-9), $109.00; aggregate y-t-d-12,752.00

Stephens, Doug, (IL-18) $8.00; aggregate y-t-d-S437.22

Evans, Lane (IL-17) $8.00; aggregate y-t-d=$1,325.63

Daschle, Tom (SD), $4.00Oh

Eldon, Ethan (NY-i), $19.00; aggregate y-t-d=$877.09

Burton, Phil, (CA-5), $199.00; aggregate y-t-d=$7,496.75

McFarland, Ruth (OR-5), $62.91; aggregate y-t-d=$2,080.82

Walgren, Doug (PA-18), $57.74; aggregate y-t-d=$357.74

total = $2,829.17

*all are for general elections



SCHEDULE 8ITMIEDDISBURSEMENTS 2

1982 12 Day 'Pre-General Election Amended ATTACHMENT #2
Report o Page 19 of*42

%so% fo~ llo I'M to :Wa ,e Page 5 o5 'fee .*-*, e1letlIW fldu. ... ."14&

of le* Q o"lf l f tnFfeMoves .020m .

SIERRA CLUB COMMIITTEE)ON POLITICAL EDLICATutI?4

A.f I wiNtdmfp.M&s g, m 3dr w PCaePtstistow ol Detbyoi.nwnireimuburse , oa.,. p9..wqte. L 40 e e La, , I

-ta'mes W. Clarke e nsson be.half ofl.0,Or -wP1V"IToP.
401 burgundy Drive .Mi~e Barnes (P11-OS) campaigwUA ~I~DI.en e.

Rockville. lHD 20850 flohwqeofl*t-0e1110eu#-agt10.-2

Othiw ."VlifetI
Fo. P NaNm*.. Ma.iing Adreft o"ZIPcoo"PutoIt, no i ee .*n..'t j r In1101. o Ct'k elee .1.e* e pt

Stonestreet Printing epense till ho'hlaU r0oPauil ,,,,. lVee~~ee IV~

607 Sit. Stonestreet Ave. Sarbanes (K1)-5) campaign
Rocikville. HD 20850 ~lo.be~wwni I1 ne Vb "oolOS.975

C. Full Name. Maing Adesu m WZIP Cede peooe. eel Dug..,. .enin reimburse- Ujj**q.. elnh. Amwueeto#.
mcnt of Vhinc' xpenses on tol01hfef-olT

Sierra Club. behalIf o Pats Sa rbanes (K1~~i" :eeuteen e
330 Pennsylvania Ave. S.E. -- -.- -s--__ '_45.53

IsWashington, D.C. 20003 .DCehumqo. eeeyDr~wa
0. Full Nom#. M..ieng Addufand ZIP Coo Putepiew of O.sbtoeqw secret a r . ai.Mo i Ai~vgti£c"

416 Secretarial Service, Inc. expense on behalf of Paul- 1 uLiu.,mqnTh,.Pj-.4,
416 Hungerford Drive. Suite 204 10-6-82 9.00
Rockville, MD 20850 Of Stout St'ee.!fz ; ,,eyee'V ZC;*.neeae

, teep, * 14to c.1.1
I. Full tNane., M.liue, AUPOm andZIP Coft Pusiounsw of os eLuwn~ t O age I L).61600 * 41f. etfl o Ec

Poustmaster -Rockville. MD aexpeso7 bchil fof Paul! : .V-1I'.iutmn r. tro

Rckvllle, lM)20850Srbnse)-)aman J..' D.eWWCiTI.s,
O.Shiwnse -i fr lPf,?1j,VX Ceeeevijut 10-6-92 220.00

F. Full Name. Madelung Addiem aned ZIP Code Purplow of Dte.'se'Oeone eimburrw dler in,,nile. Amno t E.,Ct-
phone expenses~ on behalfp , Di.i."nThPvi

James We Clarke Tom Evans (DE) camain
402 urgndyDrie Dej)touwment for -Pr mar fZtiXX 4 I10-6-82 55

Rockvil le, MID 20850Ote.

G. Full Name. hMacling Adde* and ZIP Cde Pwwiow iswo~Db~wmcem reimburse Djle' tot. Amouni of E q
Clarke onc expenses on behalf ofJames W.B CWiserke'IO 3Icampaigjn 0av Vea' 1  

O.Ibu'CCIYW'IITfuS Pro~j

402 Burgundy Drive aggregate y--d 2.87
Rockvil le. MD 20850 Dsbls etlot - Ptimavy ztnetaI 06-258

04. Fwll Namne. Maero Addi#5.f ZIP Codo Putpow.of Diotserewni reimburse 4. s,,VAn.l,,,1 cl .'
LesWClkephone expenses on behalf ofr.f CII1,hww~~
JmsWClreParren Mitchell (MD-07) ciima An h'wentT i~o

402 Burgundy Drive t. --- .30-6-82 6.00
Roc~kvillie. MD 20850 g D.ebuui"mOnit'Pv I 3rca

1. Full 04N.eMatlore, Addes end ZIP Code Punwit of Doizsew'n~nire i rbursle )jle .nionw'e. . Ameni :- E jre
phnne exgense! 'on behalfof -0106us~o" O- e-f.I..mws W. Clarke P'aul Sarbanes (KD-S) campa sI .jt ub,'inewTePoj

-40: Bure.undy Drive- .-. *-- . .

Rot-kville. MD 20850 9..~. enW Ie.*Pn. R 1 ~10-6-82 12.31

SUSTOTAL ".-4 ee' hee to Pjas,.l.ee .. 419.7.1

VI A V-&0..a as!W t o% ~c .$ e.4,uWw 0.

Eli 7~~c-~
'*-~: .. g4j,%

A q .J

iqrn

e.

'~r-

"vs.. log mm-



4j)~~ ATTACHMENT #'2
Page 20 of 42

SCHEDULES . ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS 4-W I* mWt*o~ofrec

__ __ __ __ __ __ 1982 30 Day post-General Election Report
S Page I of 18 p^V, otwewgln- cow" ham wow Odle CwI~bWU V~~' #orn .~~ee.,,,.gi.w.wo.,o ,.,.mr

SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION
A. pup Name.* als-V 1111 zipe~ ZCli #t pm Of Ddbtiuwwmt retamursW, Oat.. Ionatl. AtmOu" off LL

Sierra Club . taf time an behalf of slw, v jw"lfolPoI
530 Bush Street '(usee attachment) I oes 1 .
Sjtn Francisco. CA 94108 S le~emno peg. c,..1-28 39199.50

S. Full NOZm. ft.O"q Adu old Zr Coo Ppo.at o6uaubwtuia cn t r I bu- Oatq eonn. am., c"u ~j
Tallont for Congress I.06) t amiGneTcet(AL),.*l1 qmo1Ih%
P.O. box 1982amaI tn_
MFlne, SCA 25-6 -Sttf~it~ .:w.- ievonoeo 1 10-22-82 1,00.00

-I .0th- tuwOv I
0. PFO Wit me %Mdf Addnwa ZIP Coa rnw 9 oosDtivowrow.nt cn t r Ibu- D ate ornonit. Amout .0 £acf

Toresfo Cogrsstion to Roeta Tortes (SC - av.est I oeaeuwnt f.ew .oa0
Talnfo o3rs 0) campaign_____200

loPene, SCA 29503 'o"wowft~ I~V ..:%~v XFA.n.. 10-22-82 10.0

0. F ull Nawne.lMdng Ad ZP Co Funwis,.atL),euroviont contribu- Dat. oom.h Amount of £Eewh
YTres for Congress tion to sdn Tres (11-Q9 voo I 'D.eim~ "Pr
4196. Mperoe, t 4 campaign .nn~.Pe

ChicLagone CL 90674 Douvwownevntle ...Prornigq IXeenevt1 1022-42 2500.00
71b 1 0thoor 4i4ewootv1

E. Full Narm. Mailing Addr. 5 &Wd ZPCo Putpuoe of O.twupewntconedi ad: Oiue foatith. Aunt ot LEen'
Spi aelo Congrexseneon boSdeh af s of . 9ob da

C 7196 Cooley Lake Ru'ad j!Carm(p 10aiamaingnObuUnio W.ae, lr 408oseK
Chcg. L665 ,bwoorrmwntlt ;ftwv marb a 10-22-82 488

ft -. 0th... iUI~otrl

F.~ Full Name. Mailong Awiddou a" ZP ca PurPK#Oes, Wffft Dtmedi a adbu C61W Intonth. Amount uf Eacn

Spinal Bo 4881lxp on behalf ofrba Bobt' in. ,a I
Sanr Francisco CApag 94101wW~ I c@ .aig. I

G. Full N&FT1. Maileno Adde. and ZIPC Purpw at De-buea-etrnt c ribus Date inioitc Arnwn.. av t c

Barbara Blake expenson behalf of J~br oery~,, Doj~~wetnP~
2410 Bevrl Blvd. Sut(CABw (ASe06)ama~f
LS Faneiso CA 941017 g osbu'vWnWt lee nP..oev 1~n~a 10 50.0

_0 thet ISPVO10O I
. Pull1 NJ me. M01tu04 Add... baed Z O Ceft Purpow of D#%bwuwrmwuet ren ius ,~t ontn. oi . Amon t ^9L'

Dowdy ro ongr;espnse ton ayeha Dof Jerry0~ d., . IYePPm

93Pwwo De1w;ac Ae. ampi 10-26-82 1,00.97

Lo Ane. CA 905 IV. .*.

Other.fafte *...

1. FNU Z M&-~q~d,0u WZV~ ftPwopsv t osioifor ms antr ibu- dst-onnto. AoDea a,"4-
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ATTACHMENT #2
Page 21 of 42

"SO a.

" .Attachment to fpa2 *iso f1 lse Rie Dumber 21."

.. -IposT-cEERAL ELZCTI0N 3D T (10114 -t122) 08 "

- . . .. lhrtSl!srl AgregateCandidateltate A i Gmut eneral year-to-date

A. Wayne Dowdy (144) $ 174.21- General
John Spr[LV %a*,-al.

Robert Tallon (SC-06)
Dante Fascell (FL-19)
George Sheldon (FL-09)
Dick Batchelor (F-O5)
cllis Long (LA-.OS)
James Clark (1C-I)
Steve Neal (NC-OS)
Charlie Rose (NC-07)
Albert Gore (T-06)

SUBTOTAL

69.14

34.57

51.85

17.28

69.14
51.5
69.14I

$ 692.73

Don Riegle (I-Senate) $
Bob Carr (MI-06)
Steve Monsma (MI-07)
George Crockett (111-13)
John Gwinn (IL-19)
Doug Stephens (IL.-IS)
Les Aspin (WI-01)
Lane Evans (IL-17)
Howard Metzenbaus (O-Sut-nate)

5.54
7.75

41.86
11.08
25.35
10.75
19.20
23.31
7.64

Sidney Yates (IL-09) 171.47
Dennis Eckart (ON-ll) 7.68
Bob Shamnsky (O-12) 3.84
Gene enstrom (P0-07) 3.84
Skip Scherdtfeger (IL-16) 7.68
Bob Kastenmeler (W1-02) 39.57

SUBTOTAL

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

540.79

$ 386.56

Reid Hughes (FL-04) 9.41
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate) . 710.80.

General
General

L

L

J

E
C

P
F

e

SUITOTA. i $ 720.21

es Aspin (W1-01) " 5.00 General
ane Evans (IL-17) 61.00 General
oug Stephens (IL-18) i 55.00 General I
ohn GwInn (IL-19) . 89.00 General
than Eldon (NY-Cl) 49.00 General
eorge Mitchell (ME-Senate) 273.00 General
;'yne Dowdy (MS-04) 60.00 General .
at Bosch (AZ-03) 98.00 """, General .
rances Farley (UT-02) 1 " 25.00 General
ra Lechner (VA-lO) .. .54.00 Gtneral A -.

**Pleawc Nee niste o .ott.climint to p4iv : ."
17 ,Of 19 for IfsI numbtr 291 . -- C.'tlnu..d -

. , . . .- . :... , - * . . . .

* . . 2..,

0 0

4.
I. t02.97

P k%.0
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POST-CENEAL RM"TON a"OS

* .A.

* *. . ~"Primary/ Aggega

A m o q a G e o r a l * e a r -t
A. CONTINUDM...-

Pete Stark (CA-09)

SUBTOTAL.

TOTAL OF OgrC*

$ 247.00
144. 00

$ 1,400.00

lENT

I* b.

Ito

'-date

General

S . .;14A

040

I
I

-- '-U 
-~ 

I
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EDULE S. :B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

19820 Day Post General Election Report

TrrACHMENT #2
'age 23 Of 42

'w7....1.
ofI, o~a.Us~e w 

:awone *qt palaie

rsVC et UT 10

14"Pum. DOW hng 9W% ft. ORM? and adrs n qy e comenes5 tow~ "04C4 W1e0m.sWs team gogh Cowtsmg19

S10-XA CLUB WI9IITTEE 6N POLITICAL EDUCATION
A. POU No".* MA.10 &Uadgg~~gj 0091 atf" o Dompuwanmn reimburse I&&#- Gmnet, AaPowtol Ut a
Well Goldstein Ffundraiser expense on behall1 "."wl0MWWn22- 5t * of Sidney Yates CIL-09) ca6- T'V.Y, Potes~ am4 e,.,

New York, NY 10017r

Richard Kaufman
236 So. First Avenue 9514
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33301

Phtqow ut Dogbuwewen reimburset 7U.,. lenonth* Li.,., LachpxpPense on behalf of Larryl doe. wn O~uuspjt'sP,,.
Lmth (FL-16) campaignWW tknesTonoIof

~ 10-26-82 j 175.00

tj 011wh2m0.oo

1111. -qinwu d lpC Puqnog. 0! Psbutwemeni cont r Ibu - oale dencrh. AoutLarrynn Wllisfor flgT55 ton to Larryann Willis
724 S. Central #108 . I-. --
Medford, OR 97501 1 hlhtlaml o. t, X Gv.n0.. 10--26-82 100.00

D. Full Naeel Macleng Addtam arn ZIP Coo Pucpose of Domwauswnt cont ribii-i Date Emoaste. Lmw'nt ofE~McFarland for Congress I amaig toRt calnI(R a~tr owwnetTw re1527 State St. .VSalem. OR 97301 DoswUIwYwrft forU, nr X~ic. Gois,, 110-26-82 I o Ifnn
E. Full Name. Maling Addron OW Zop Coo. Putsioseog Desbutsemsent Iedia ad Oase i(moot,,. "On o aNews-Journal Company expense on behalf of Tom , e par '.t unt Te tEo
831 Orange St. Evans (DE) campaign
Wilmington. DE 19899 Otsbuorsentent lor -.1fleffurv Xwen.m 10-16-82 2,217.00

F. Full lyamew Maillf Addeow adg Z Co ' PupP. Of Dosbuemtowni printing Ost a.,. 'h "On a Of.. . WhQuality Printing service xpense on behalf of Byron- do... 01%fwv~ hP'box 1274 organ (ND) campaign
Bismarck. ND 58502 Dbumn lo P.uXG.r,.102.2Ii .0

1 1 Other~ (suifelG. Full Name. Moolong Addtovo an ZIPCoo I PueIPO. Of Destbuvternt re imb urse Date IMonte m~m t(cJim Severson postage expense on behal1f ,f D0rm-oT@ 002 Jenny Lane f0 Moffett CT-Senate)-$98f'fh" 1  Oum,,
Oxford, CT 06483 Ci.Lrr4 fCI.Db)?,SJ A.,.b4Oanbulserrmnt lor. flp,,rvaq, X.Grnr..1 10-26-82 1 ,096.40S U Ott,.. 4"W. I

putpose of i~'uw~s reimburse I Wte tmn% w e i c~xpenses on behalf of (see'~rttachment) -.

Oejuu~ystl:~Piiv Grce10-26-82 118.00

Punoooseo oof seffwi reimburse 1~.essnjtaf f t ime expense on 'beha)r dev. ~op
f (see attached) -

Ff. ru WNameo'S MaIlin Add,06 sow Zile Co

De'nny Shaffer .

2910 Skye Drive
Vjycttevil2let NC 28303

I- Peell Namen. Mailing Adden arw ZIP Cef
Sivrra Club
S30 Bush Street
Sasn Francisco, CA 94101

. . .. . . .%-7 1- 
- , - - ... i5v~

C fn f* &ti. . . -

1

A w wo.uw o' J&--%

...................................... 00..$4

L T ~ OTL e et t l s i j V~b Ij low e A w W ' * . . . .

200.00

i

1 ems.04
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1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report
Page 5 of 18

Attachmnt to Page 7 of It for line msmber 21.

POST-GENERAL ELECTION REPORT (10/14 - 11122) 1982

-- ~ ininmmm~W~~

Candidate/State Afmgnt
Primwry/ Aggregate
General Year-to-date

H. Bill Curry (CT-06)
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate)
James Hovard (NJ-03)

TOTAL

I. Paul Sarbanes (ID-Senatv)
Mike Barnes (4D-08)
Parren Mitchell (1D-07)
Barbara Mikulsk (1D-03)

SUBTOTAL

Anthony Beilenson (CA-23)
Howard Berman (CA-26)
Jerry Patterson (CA-39)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)

SUBTOTAL

Ethan Eldon (NY-Ol)
Phil Burton (CA-05)

SUBTOTAL

TOTAL OF CHECK

$ 22.50
22.50
73.00

$ 118.00

$ 150.78
75.39
37.70
37.69

$ 301.56

$ 223.10
111.55
389.23
389.23

$ 1,113.11

$ 344.25
129.12

$ 473.37

$ 1,888.04

General
General
General

General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General

General
General
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ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

- ~ - -. . -. -C - ______________________
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1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report

aee10 04 19*lvi *

lEUMet.
CI? K

9
St pa-..p IgeC

AN Infs""opleen Ce - .Pa e 6 a. i

SIMMA CUBOIHMTTEE ONPOLITICAL EDUCATION
A ul ~~s MsougAdd10 and Z80 Cede Psw pofDe, '.rspant e £ubuis 1se Ieesn.ih £rejeg "LktSierra Club staff timeoan h 0h--- -- -

%9

I1

(See attached)

fhg.,.m,1 Op"Pe, xwnf
orj f Iwocetl

ofunmp D'U~utwnw,t rental ex-
Sense on behalf of (see
ttached)

t" ovvIn . Pen, .Gn.. 1

10-24Q-92 $1 .1459-83

10-29-82 I 250.00

P,rpWof Ocshutuwew..reimburse Uite lmsnh.~xpenses on behalf ofuDic k a.vrtDttInger (NY-20) campaign

OhIein tot, Poerv R Genrb 110-29-82

I Pueujw, of el iwewocontribu-.
tion to Sidney Yates (IL-

107) campaign
OlDciuwmenlfor.

Amount Ut L.Cn--

DI6#%Ofbrme~ntTe,.q P,,.0 0

103. 70 1

Date Imonth Armount of tacte
dat. veat I Dcishwm..n, ~tThis Pee ecu

10-29-82 500.00

530 Busha Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

Watercotirse Way
165 Channinpg Way
Pa I o Al t a-, CA 94 301

C. Full IName M811en.Adite. anisd ZIP Ceft
Brooks Yeager
330 Pennsoylvania Avenue S.E.
Washington* D.C. 20003

0. FPull Nam#. 1Maclen, Addrom and ZIP Cooe
Yates for Congress Comittee
2922 North Clarke St.
Chicago, IL 60657

E. Full Name. Maelee. Add,.e. w ZIP Cadb
Sheldon f or Congres
c/o Carol Bronetr
1318 Swann Ave~nue
Tampa, TL 33606
F. Pull kumc. Maling Addles and ZIP Ceile

Gojack for Congress
1484 lendale
Sparks. NV 89431

G. Full pName* Ma.Ihng Adlen and ZIP Code
Willis~ for Congress
724 So. Central 0108
Medford. OR 97502

H. Pull %NdeeMaaling Ad*.andwZIP Cooe
Bingamain for Congress
506 - 2nd Northwest
Albuquerque. N74 87101

ptouow .. p9 Ob,,wmentcont r ihu- , 0 eIf,,tion to Mary Cojack (NV-02) ofampaign/aggregate y-t-du~ ,'hl i
Dicar,.vwm nt t for -Plownaiv L-O .1 10-29-82

PwGw* fDu.bwownrvt Cont rjibu-
Ito oLarryann Willis

(OR-02) campaign

-j Ontho *cmL, f I

IPurboof 1D,tb.,emewn, cont r ihit-
tIon to Jeff Bingamain
Isn1v cm3g to retire'

10-29-82ee

10-29-82 * 500.00

Wit- so",eto

It wIMF I

, ! 0c1%t l)Cotv I102-2,000I. ullMues.Md.q Ada'.. and ZIP cowe P-ueius. t 0.,b,.tcnme,,con t r i bij- 0air &nn , e.~~e eIolter for Congress tlion to .e90pi Kolter (PA- out%0.09P..ox 2 04) camp Iiallfgg9rQ9-.u% V-t-dwsIh0.W%
Be-ove~r Falls, PA 15010 

$00uuee~~ 4Ztce,1024 o. 00

TOTAL 1We.0.. We ewl last eec..tes slw "e. e @#not~a.

Deshi. ment Tree;

500.00

AeYo).esjof dt

750.00

SCHEDULE 8

Pw~wof Qsbwosetrinqi cont ri bu- a'einte
tion to George Sheldon (F1b-
09) campaign

1 r~

11000.00

& a - do.

...........

I

500.00

I

750.00

-.4

I

I



Page 26 of 42

1982 30 Day Post-aen*,
Page 7 of 18

Attachment to page 10 of 19 for line number 21.

POST-GENERAL ELECTION REPORT (10/1 - 11/2) 1982

Candidate/State

A. Phil Burton (CA-OS)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)
Gene Tackett (CA-17)
Richard Lehman (CA-18)
Bill Richardson (NM-03)

TOTAL

B. Norman Mineta (CA-13)
Don Edwards (CA-1O)
Tom Lantos (CA-lI)

TOTAL

Amount

$ 69.34
17.24

126.40
10.28

1,176.57

$ 1o49.53

$ 83.33
83.33
83.34

$ 250.00

Primary/
General

General
General
General
GeneralGener81

AKKregItt
Year-to-date

1,786.32
166.64

General
General
General

- ~- a

Report

K

mmmeamem - , - mmu - m - ,, - m - ann--, U40 .

W W I - - - -a ___ ____ - IWOR01"Mr --- - - . 0 - - - "Mr.

. n .. mm A_.- --
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SCHEDULE S ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report
Page 8 of 18

Poo, Itoaa 1 etole ,ee

C4t1900V o ethe 0ela406
Seemmacy PopeI

I no aol . cgw lw"ee em'.. h 011tee msg e w W i .W. -* 40. w 001V 1n W e aW W DV anyt yatwt w t %tow te~wsv 'n.ACi tet we ee.10 o'ocomWe"elt ouqsowe. otowe then smm oh we aepub a 860in of any 11stcc commeftee to slolrst ean9,cbvien fromt 6sech Comerstf.

I k el f Cemmst o el I t

SIERRA CUJB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

-S. Fun %&me. Macten, Addeg'S aid ZI Coo e poot'.eow of Diumtoonwt re imbulrseI Date imonvo". Amount oft Laci
4 Michael arabedlan xptenses on behalf of Btanill var I *Ourw"t ThisPeio

92 Foster Steet 14h loryo (CT-01) campaign
New Yaorkl, NY 01 o P11-028 10.9 I

0witl Name. Maleng Ade V4 ZIP Cede Pe'.,.o @ D.cursement re i mhurst, IOate imoniti. IAPm u Lo £ch

9Fo ter Placei urry (NE-0)campai 1-282119

Lincoln, NE 68508 L~swtret#f -P oter X Geea 11-02-82 235.65
OvN,, fulecdvt iI

2. Full Name. Mailing AidiapmamjZIP~ag a a.....n.1. A .. 6d. 04 c N d... I

Arthur Morrow
laywardville Road, RFD 5
Colchester, CT 06415

EL. Futt Name. Mactln; Adgissa and ZIP Cede
Charles A. Oriez
.03 Wyckoff Street
Brooklyn. NY 11201

?xpense on be~half of Bill
urry (CT-Oh) campaign

", Ote.*' ist-cctyt

PwtPOwe Of D~ut"s."e'nt r e i ttb u r s e
hone expense on behalf of I
ajur Owetis (NY-12) campaigi

I Dcshutwmrnti tot .Plopmatyr X Cenera'

01 .- IFU-' v' sen

day. 1ea811 Dctturement Thisg Pcirool

11-02-82 525.00

Date imorim. Amount of Each.

day, via? I Dcs1burtieMleet This Pgeriod

11-0282 '63.00

F. futt Name. Mailing Addien aid ZIP calli Pu'o, of Disbuemient cn ft Tibu- Date omnyn. Amount of Each. I

Patterson for Congress :ion to Jerry Patterson (CA- dayvyeat Dcsburwmnt This Ph,,od

Santamen~o Ana, CAv 92702a 11-02-82 j 65.00 j
103 Ross, Apt. #1 oxer (CA-06) campaigndvyatc'btnie.

San Raael.o CA 94 108sblimn-o 's~t _cee.111 -2 8 12

0. Putt Svame. Macten, Addeem and L COm

Sierra Club
530 Bush Street
San Franciscot CA 94108

$Pwiewoe DLet.m,.et re.'imburse, Odit i.ottNe.xpenses on behalf of (see. da. at
ttached)

Amlo ..npvwt 0his oed'

14-180.51FSUBTOTAL of9 D-Wwts.,,.eento lost% Fair iovit.Oegdia. .. . 2 1419
TOT AL 1'c$t Pcegetr flat poop this44 ftw~0 nvmeov

---- A-L - - -

M!10 - - - - - __ __ --- - - __ m - Nwa -M .0-apter .__.qmaqNav -pmeap.- e- - 40



1982 30 Day Post-General Election ReportPage 9 of 18

a Ie ofME4T #2
Page 28 of 42

Attachment to page 12 of jg for line number 21.
POST-GENERAI, ELECTON RPORT (10/14 - 11/2) 1982

---------------
mg~~lm mmmmmmmba'D m l~ms~ B l

CJndidate/State 
Am

1. Larry LaRocco (WD-02) $ 199.73Pvter Kostmayer (PA-0S) 178.38Bb Edgar (PA-07) 118.92Les Aspin (WI-OI) 26.00Dante Fascell (FL-19) 51.48Ted Wilson (UT-Senate) 46.53D)n Riegle (HI-Senate) 214.92Mike Barnes (MD-O8) 62.82•*ihhn Gvinn (IL-19) 
18.27Ihnald Pease (O-13) 8.95M-itt McHugh (NY-28) 88.00Ethan Eldon (NY-O1) 18.091h)n Edwards (CA-JO) 26.05Torm Foglietta (PA-01) 26.37Skip Schwerdtfeger (IL-I6) 4.91Steve Hogan (CO-06) 26.96Tom Daschle (SD) 
6.35James Florlo (NJ-01) 9.32Steve Monsma (MI-05) 12.29Buddy MacKay (FL-06) 20.34Fred Boucher (VA-09) 7.52John Waldrop (VA-03) 16.34Ira Lechner (VA-10) 75.11John Neumayer (CA-02) 25.25Herb Harris (VA-OS) 16.25Morris Udall (AZ-02) 142.95Barbara Boxer (CA-06) 32.41

TOTAL

Primary/
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

Asiregate
Year-to-date

404-.02

242.97

126.37

359.32

120.34

41.23

19l480.51

lo.I

L
F:
V..



SCHEDULE S ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

1982 30 Day Post-General Fl~rt1nA Baftrs,.*
40 Ifomalo cosd te ;; t Page 10 of 18 -.

Ntame Do cemmleetwo ull$6

SIMRR CLUB W?9IITrLL ON POLITICAL EDUCATIO)N
[ A. Pogel Naloe 146lin4 AdrOsolw.0 ZI Co ft 06 bvlsemgnt" reimbursci owt Imonvoi. I A~ot., of ELoma Prieta Chapteor-Sierra Club let-dinad e3. xpenses ont behoI bl.**S2253 Park Blvd. of(e nf: tLAdU.had

SPalo Alto, CA 943061.-

11 poll hams, Maling Admien stod ZIP

De~nny Sha f for
2910 Skye Drive
FaYetteville, NC 28303

C. Full hamor. Malingo Add.. and ZIP Coo

Sierra Club
530 Bush Street
San Francisco. CA 94108

0. Full ftame. MailingI Add,.. allo ZIP Cooa
Thomas Daschle for Congress
P.O. Box 1656
Sioux Falls, SD 57101

ther 6uw of VI 1 $ 446a.

Petia

jPure o 0 Dmloiensoe re.imburi oate 'month. j1 AW,@"t1 us Lachtaxpenses on behalIf of 5th ja*l.gO~v~un hP.
(-r M-06) campaign

-biume - n aa- - j;~K;i~i It -009.00
L116howrw~~si Irts 1 0 -"

Pvoy.~e of Doiouwqwwwivnt reimburseat
staff time on behalf of
(see attached)r : - .t~s IIOC

Piumomose f iUullwagoent cant ribts-
Comitt e tion to Tom Dishle (SD)

Disuvwen e~,cPma, IGne
-' 0tip~ E i~ci#

Date tutenli.. Amount of Each
date. veast I Oiuburtewg~ent Totes Periso

11-09-82 2,000.10

Dole Imams%. Amtownt o ae __
da'. vtoa I oeSbulotoment T his Pe, toe

11-09-82 20.00
F. Full kPoffor Mailing Addru anod ZIP Cai.
Christian Baliantyne
196 Morton Avenue
Albany, NY 12202

F'. Full vkame l~c du . i

James Elder
330 Pennsvivania Avenue S.F:.
Washington. D.C. 20003

G. ul Nali111. adnsAddeeu and ZIP Cmon

Pamela Brodie
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

M. Full kaferi. M14aling Add,.. and ZIP Caft

Brock Evans
64.5 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington. D.C. 20003

1. Futl %&M.n Mailingq Addeeu 0f ZIP Cefs

Charles4 Carlow,
9 roste'r Place

jPloviaantvI le. SY 10'570

Polo)ow of D-sborselmtrc~imburjtS1i
expeises ton bLeha If of 1i iz
Mo I tigh (NY-28) campaign

n- j

Date fogomot.

11-09-82
Other, isbtff, I

Pura~eit Ombv~imntreimburse: Date omonrth.
it avel expenses un behalf, a~e~

0Btib Edgar (PA-07) campiign
fDishotswentfooo In, Prwnatx 'aen, I1- 16-8-1

Pues0~i pi ~g~~s e Ttrijh cuT te ii m~onth.L txptnses onf bo.'ha1f .'lf Pejedy.valStark (CA-0.9) campaign I~~w

I C~fhOtP. JttveesvI

PIp~.@ r~b'ewetv.imburseb Ditr tmon.
jtravel expenses loin behalf IIvsIor Robert Stafford V-eot

O Sblfueso~ernl o ".~t fff KG.,... II - 16.142

IPo,.powv 1 .Io iwwn riimbur-a, Dalf. lovireft.:4Lxpcn~er; on heh.-l f of (%v ei ea

i-UK tjscimcaj

Am~ooent of £acn

i ltbirtent Th.% Pet io

172.40

Wrnowi of LEts

Ossbuiuoromoont Ths po

1 364. 00
IArgewt~ci of Ea'i

O4Jivwi'P~uit Viioeiae

ZSF. st)

Ae ve Ei ar

1.. TTJ. .....

misal

ATTACHMENT #2
Page 29 of 42

Imoe fee~t aaoicot 6

5aston., to"

I -

-

$

--- mnOor



ATtACHNMEW #2Page 30 Of 42

Attachment to

POST-GENERAL

Candidate

A. Jerry Bri
Tom Lanto
Barbara B
Don Edwari
Norm Mi- .I

(:. Barbara &
Hike Barn
Steny Hoy
Paul Sarb
Barbara H
Parren Mi
Robert Ta
Gillis Lot
Albert Go
George Sh
Wa.yne Dow
Dick Batcl
Dante Fasc
John Sprat
Charlie R,
Steve Nea

-9

3 I. Toby tioffe
Bill Curr
Sam Gejder

1982 30 Day Post-General Election
Report
Page 11 of 18

• " ' r . .Page 30 of ,

page 1A of 19 for page 21.

ELECTIOz REPORT (1014 - 11/2) 1982

/Stdte

wn (CA-Senate)
0 (CA-I )
oxer (CA-O6)
ds (CA-IO)
ta (CA-13)

TOTAL

loxer (CA-06)
et' (MD-oS)
or (MD-OS)
anes (MD-Senate)
likulskl (MD-03)
tchell (MD-07)
lion (SC-06)
ng (LA-O8)
re (T-06)
eldon (FL-09)
dy (MS-04)
helor (FL-05)
cell (FL-19)
It (SC-05)
ose (NC-07)
1 (NC-O5)

TOTAL

ett (CT-Senate)-
'y (CT-06)
nson (CT-02)

TOTAL

Amount

$ 135.47
135.47
23.34
76.20
76.19

$ 446.67

$ 831.39
301.56
188.48
150.78
75.39
37.69
69.13
51.85
34.56
69.14
34.57
34.57
34.57
34.57
17.28
34.57

$ 2,000.10

$ 120.00
210.00
10.00

Primary/
General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

AggreRate
Year-to-date

185.58
159.52

881.68
876.00

1,422.19
2,409.26
1,253.76

510.00

340.00

rK,

0 wm l- - 4W.- q
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SCHEDULE S

9.
ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

ATTACHMIENT #2
Page 31 of 42

LIMk 1%,U69f Pi
4Wclato' I040% too eai,

Suffoon, "psq

1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report
Any.matnco.~9,ng~gp~Page 12 of 18

A. full tdan. Mailng Addfo and ZIP Caf onde Dbotomir uluanj~ ,d, Im' AmDoft of tact,

1072 B ilttgad -8 campaign
P.O Bo ~11-16-82 ! 200.fl

Seate, WAnd WA89804

C.Full Naowe Mailing Aw OW dZIPCoo Ponoow of Dosaear,.mmsnt riuse oat, lonn. Amuftnt We LOCI%

Pepl f3, Bet 49 an igLt ayr(A-)-1 tobohBln (A08 ~s o
Slat Bnon PA 18080 Dabufve Ifor 'jftomnee 5RGeerwaI 1-6-82 1952.0

MercrtIsand.WAg9040l 0

0. Full NoWns, Maeleng Adfleol and ZIP Cede jPutpo of osisusemtnt reimburse Date .man,9f. 'Amount Of £ac%
DebeSes expenses on beafoff ob day yerIDsbten To%-% Petso'i

330~ Pennsylvani Ave. SIli~

Slatigton.PA IOM f~ower jtCM~r~l11-16-82 159

D . Pull Name. Melting Addrem and ZIP Cogo purpose of D,,buwuenm re Imburs oat# ioon" Amounti of fetx

Siera Cub lt af te epense O n behalf,~,., oO, 5 gnte Pe..

seWashngtrani, DCA 200030 Dbternehlor P~orarv it Gowtai 11-16-82 ' 354.90

E. Pull N~ame. Mailing Addreu and ZIP Cooe 'roof0 Disbufhseont relu Ceale Otontn. Amnount of Emn

Sierra~~~o blbsaf i ehalfns o Jef Ila . year I Disbursement T"Pi-ac

Chcgo I 660sbuentt or :7 it ma'v Xoenera' 11-22-82 3.228.00

Barbaa BImkc xpeflCn on behalf of (ef

2ibu10en Beorl Blvd.,okar Suite3 -- *-*----- 11-22-82 261.99

G4 Full %&On*. Mailing Addes andZIPCeOe Purpoo Dswu'SC"eC reimibursc. Dste or.nncc. Arnowmni of
Jexpensesuas on behalf of (sei a.vs .wl"" nfe0

1516ar Btlake Aveueached)___
2410l.~ BevAl 98122. Suitemrnto 3.n' Ge 11-22-82 419

H. Full hamne. Mailing Add'eandil ZIP Cabe Pupos of DtuutstemenI re imb)urse. oit. ... ,nnn. *A~-tos of Lm"'

James Clkmi t expensesn on behalf of (seq' *.b.,, Veto% ft~s

151 Melr.os dtcAetu at tache.d)

1709 ,av rPrlaI - -.-- __- - - - ---- - - %SL4.3
Santa Fe.,hKu 87501 O'hstbufu.:,.nt .. a, Cm.e1 2 %

SUBTO0TAL 'c0 IMjc~'ptIs*$ PoeV lovliee'" $

TOTAL Ite. Fetu watt p&ibf e'. ine nwe'be "Iv I

boom
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Attachment to page 15 of 19 for line number 21.

POST-GENERAL ELECTION REKODT (10/14- 11/2) 1982

emm~emum, ammmmnmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

Candidate/State

E. Jeff Bingaman (NM-Senate)
Jan Hartke (NM-O1)
Bob Edgar (PA-07)
Barbara Boxer (CA-06)
Peter Kostmayer (PA-08)

TOTAL

. Je~ry Brown (CA-Senate)
V..-cy MartJnez (CA-30)

1%9 , Jery Patterson (CA-38)
George Brown (CA-36)

•- TOTAL

H. Larryann Willis (OR-02)
Ruth McFarland (OR-O5)
Richard Stallings (ID-02)
Beth Bland (WA-(8)Larry LaRocco (ID-02)

TOTAL

* . Jan Hartke (NM-O1)
Jeff Bingaman (NN-Senate)
Bill Richardson (NM-03)

Amount

$ 978.88978.88
1,635.32

39.95
321.88

$ 3,954.91

$ 321.99
76.00
40.00
24.00

$ 46! .99

313.38
64.56
75.55
2.22

100.25

$ 555.96

$ 75.00
75.00

396.35

Primary /
General

General
General
General
General
Caneral

Aggregate
Year-to-date

4,126.48

1,463.26

General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
Gen~ral

General
General
General

OAL56.35

LA

TOTAL
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ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

S 1982 30 Day p~
Aet me~e,~~o, gp~ gs. g e Page 14 of 18Isnfoirmlof cupied fwe #am~ owhn Ibsm..

*po Comtewgge ion pol

pawe 17 It
LINWE Wiu40f tol 4,te
4W11 Spoolat C . t g. 

CetegOty Pallwo

5ume. Pee.6wofs r o'St-General Electionl Report

AIDR CLUB COMMIT'TEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION
A. Full tdae. Muffool Aduen w IV Code FPmOe O0tabursement reimlburse!RoeMcCullough lexpenses on behalf of DickRose Felloan (NE-02) campaign715 S. 14th Street f.,-4
Lincoln. NE fsN508 Domin~ for .m u~osv ~o

@- Full Iwamet Meal..., Adol..m ai. W Cooe
Mark Miller
2314 Laku Drive
Grand Raipids, MI 49506

V 01 O'e# fsotc aIV IIC. Full Nola Meet. Ad e and 2W Ced PujOM- of D slurimmn rei mburse Date mont.,.Denny Sha.ffer travel expenses on beha f a VsI2910 Skye. Drive 6119v 1e ds1C5)$17Fayettevhllef, NC 26303 DIIM1men8o V: .2nerat1-2-8J-- rue, 14ame. Meeting Addvgu 2wI Cqde
Russell Shay
6014 College~t Avenue
Oakland, CA 94618

0.3 4ODloom Mi.51k (M.8I3 campaign'4417-H Ct;Ima r Carden Drive -a1%r y -- 03).- 2 campiiBaltimouire, MD 21211 JOesburWementeat 1*11tim"Wv X~.enetsa 10-14-8?
I. Futt Ndame. Matling £ddren and ZIP Coode Putevow. of DiSewwownn ieimIursc Vaoe emonetlIDonald Coldbloom jexpenses tin behalf of Parrcncmf,,,,,,4417-11 Colm-ir Carden Drive IMetrh-c - .(9-O .11n.a
Bali im4orv, 1' 21211 Dstputmvment lot *.Pev,.. Wf0 Ift

0.19 fm oh. I Amount 01 Ean
tuor. wrapI Degb'suewm i. Tn's. P.,.0 0

11I-22-82

Amount Ut LaehjDoabulsoment This pe,,un

149.9

Amil'unt of Each
Detlouvent Th.q pte.-

purpose of .~uimn reimburse Dae (montv. Amount of Eachexpenses on behalf of PhI day. year I Disbursement This Poptoo
Burton (CA-05)-S240.64 6
Olsburiemewnt. lo -CP',meiv 9r-tntal 11-22-82 7,gt A

IE. ullamaMae.q ddrga~t. IP .~Purpose 0 C1OsUbictemert reimbu rbc
Sierr Clubstaff time/expenses on

S5err Club Sre behalf of (see attached)
530 Bush Street for 7.Pr.'narv Geerita.San Franc -isco, CA 94108 t'Othser OiUPcfIvl

a is.. --

Ut. vmes,.

11-22-82

Amount af Each1D.Itursomeni Th,~ Pe, 00 j
24,690.80

it

Aoos .8f a-?%%k.1

*1.,r 15v .wo.I .r *g re eSs. 1.* . 9. .. ) It *

SCHEDULE S

I
I

I
100
I

IPPUtij Of Vleshwrwmern re imburse Daote imonin.expenses on behalf of Ste nw.%vr,monsma (Mi-OS) campaign

$fit 11-22-82

t

I

IaMSM mailing Adeweeooj ZIP Coole Purp0 a; Dabursemen, reimbursel Date Imonth. IAmount of EachMartha Taylor xpnsts on ehalf of Betb ayal Dsumnhec,*1516 Me~lrose Avenue 6 7 p cT8!58;eraI
Seattle, WA 98122 Disborsementfor *CPromarv .ZGeneral 11-22-82 376.420 thrisa'ecitVtG. Futt Noram. Mailing Adire. and ZIP Code Purpose of D*Sb.emen'l maFi Ing rcn ffatWestern Union expense! on behalf of (see Oacmt. vetI Alwomnl Tis c,.File 4'3876, PO Box 600)0 tahd e.OatJ~brmn hsP'~San Francisco, CA 94160 Deb~sibentttrtmav ete 11228 '3.30

14. Full N~am~e. Malang Address a" ZIP CAP"i IPurwotoseoloibwtsement reiuthurse Odip imonte.. Am.,,.., of Eav%

96-VL I V I
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Attachment tot page 17 of .. L_ for line number 21.
POST-GENERAL ELECTION REPORT (10/14 - 11/22) 1982

Candidate/State

E. Hatt McHuRh (NY-28)
Pete Stark (CA-09)
Phil Burton (CA-05)
Ethan Eldon (NY-OR)
Ethan Eldon (NY-OI)
Larry LaRocco (ID-02)
Phil Burton (CA-OS)
Phil Burton (CA-05)
Richard Stallings (ID-02)
Ruth McFarland (OR-O5)
Larryann Willis (OR-02)
Larry LaRocco (ID-02)
Anthony Beilenson (CA-23)
George Brown (CA-36)
Henry Waxman (CA-24)
Melvin Levine (CA-27)
Howard Berman (CA-26)
Ed Roybal (CA-25)
Estehan Torres (CA-34)
Ma.rty Martinez (CA-30)
.Jim Bates (CA-44)
Jerry Patterson (CA-38)
.Jerry Brown (CA-Senate)
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate)
Morris Udall (AZ-02)
Dick Ottinger (NY-^0)
Bob Wise (WV-03)
Henry Waxman (CA-24)
Tom Lantos (CA-Il)
Steve Monsma (MI-05)
Skip Schwerdrfeger (IL-16)
-Jim Howard (NJ-03)
Steve Hogan (CO-06)
Barbara Boxer (CA-06)
John Waldrop (VA-03)
Fred Boucher (VA-09)
Jan Hartke (NM-01)
Bil: Richardson (N.4-03)
Jeff Bingaman (NM-Senate)
Bill Richardson (N41-03)
Jeff Bingamna (%M-Senate)
Dick Ottinger (NY-O)
Morris Udall (AZ-02)
Phil Btrt,,n (CA-05)"Ilra ILechne~r (VA-1O)

Amount

$ 866.25
373.48
17.25

285.48
1,121.85
278.41
645.60
312.72
395.80
712.44

1,388.09
1,877.40
192.46
96.23
111.55
111.55
223.10
111.55
178.98
849.88
67.43

239.06
87.64

129.34
230.17
560.60
617.16
233.00
544.00
34.00
26.00
31.00
96.00
16.00
43.00
48.00
90.00

1,307.30
261.46
65.37
65.36

2,048.88
268.51)
538 68

(154.00)

(Cont I nt,,Iv)

Pvrimry/
General

General
General
General
General
Gener&
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
Genera I
General
,eneral
General
CGenera I
General
Genera I

AgreRateYear-to-~date

1,863.87
1,854.62

3,071.32

545.21
2,811.73

940.36
969.69
163.51
551.57

2,530.70
1,461.98
2,146.66
7,598.33

4,236.49
816.05

2,356.81

914.00
1 2. 96

2,713.25
59.3.

1:3.52

1 827.16

3,485.36
5,513.70
49823.99

9,883.91t
149.9

**I'avmnt for usc of Sierra rluh Iva.:t
Prtsts.n"' o.lrnctr 11.t wa. %,,ic at
P.-sr fuA(v. hll 'ln0. Twr rlt wa.1144 1oqr'd, Tithi % et'rv' rrr t e % r, i 4,*t
I,wim e,,n I,

WNW~.n
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ATTACHMENT #2
Page 35 of 42

page b.

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm~m~mminmmmmmmm~~mm

Candidate/State

E. (CONTINUED)

Francis F:rley (UT-02) $ 350.97
Ted Wilson (UT-Senate) 287.54
Ted Wilson (UT-Senate) 118.10
Francis Farley (UT-02) 69.14
Ethan Lldon (NY-OI) 29.27
Paul Sarbanes (W)-Senate) 28.50
Mike Barnes (MD-08) 28.50
Tohy Moffett (CT-Senate) 369.41
Rohvrt Stafford (VT-Senate) 684.10
L ne Evans (IL-17) 179.71
Tom Harkin (IA-05) 3.85
John Gwinn (IL-19) 26.97
Howard Metzenbaum (OH-Senate) 15.41
Dennis Eckart (OH-]I) 3.85
Bob Kastenmejer (WI-02) 3.85
Tim Penny (M-O) 3.85
Sidney Yates (IL-09) 11.57
Gene Wenstrom (MN-07) 7.70
John Seiberling (OH-l4) 3.85

Bob Shamansky (OH-12) 3.85
Skip Schwerdtfeger (IL-If) 7.70
Bob Carr (MI-Of) 250.57
Steve Monsma (MI-05) 7.63

"- Don Riegle (MI-Senate) 53.05
Dale Kildee (MI-07) 48.87
Pat Williams (MT-OR) 8.95
Byron Dorgan (ND) 8.95
Tom Daschle (SD) 8.95
Roger HcDaniel (WY) 1,535.79
Dick Fe]lman (NE-02) 5.22
Tom Daschle (SD) 5.22
Byron Dorgan (ND) 5.22
Pat Williams (MT-OR) 5.22
Dick Feltman (NE-02) 2,581.95
Clatidin. Schneider (RI-02) 10.50
Bill Curry (CT-06) 11.00
Bob Caurr (1-06) 11.00
Robert Tallon (SC-06) 11.00
Robvrt Stafford (VT-Senate) 33.00
Larry LaRox-co (ID-02) 21.00
Ruth Mc'Farland OR-O5) 44.00
LIrryann Willis (OR-02) 32.00
T,,m Lvan% (E) 22.00
D.entv F.,',I1 (ML-19) 11.00
l.arrv Smith (Fl.-tlb) 22.00
.hihn Spr.tt (s.-f5) 22.On
Don hiri:r ('A- OK3) 11.00
Iherh,.ri :l.,rf I ,a (\'A-OK) 11 .00

Amut,
Altggreaete
Year-to-date

Primary/
General

General
General
Caneral
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General.
General
General
General
General
General
Genera I
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
Generas I
General
General
General
General
General
G"nrrai
Cenera I
Gene ra I
'G.nt-r r I

rC.'nr r a 1
;,.n-r .11

3,381.01
2,268.52

1,010.89
6,367.01

1,669.65
1,271.40
1,531.31
1,129.20
1,099.72
1,590.36

194.68

4,397.04
1 ,538.63
I,560.14
1,828.08

168.22
2,588.63

362.29
377.03
435.81

2,350.20
5,820.69

1,532.08
349.66

4,965.13
403.92

3,526.72

1,159.97

5,114.15
4,052.12
5,249.14
• ,331.11

1,781.15
572.00

7 tt). 4*47PO..,

I e(b K

0(4611 I 11116',1)
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Candidate/State

K. CONTINUED

TOTAL

C. Reid Hughes (FL-04)
Robert Stafford (VT-Senate)
Ethan Eldon (NY-01)

TOTAL

Report

Primary/
,C, -r,1

$ 24,690.80

$ 14.00
21.15
8.15

$ 43.30

General
General
General

ATTACHMENT
Page 36 of

98 30 Day POSt-General Elec•Page 17 of 18

Attachment to page 17 of 19 for line rnmber 21.

POST-GENERAL ELECTION REPORT (10/14 - 11/12) 1982

Aggrea te
Year-to-date

MUMMN

29141.95
8,242.21
3,421.12

Pas* c.

do 0



ATTACHME"T #2
Page 37 of 42

WCHE DULE B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS fU s 'aff, oc'15toolsog for eacn
60eteeotoot99% Otis,*@

Suffmesoy Pep.I

1982 30 Day Post-General Election Report

Aylow .,eee14 gosed ftem e6aeU 0e W.. We .. Wit 09- -. .iin * #A" ongu e VON~ ofq wu ,wOctlg Cornebutefon or lot
comm.,wel 00VOWSglo the I " PAM* "do"" eaelewof &"V p10ole, comm.,,,. to Wes cnrouleft ef"ouch gnmmrn4"I.

No o c~ lonwe tn ool SIERRA CLUB C0IU ITTEV O N P OLITI1C AL EDUCATION

A. Full tieme. Medsll Adree OW CIP COO Ptw u pDesiuwithent Teiflbur$ ~.eItl. j Amount of Each.
Sally Duke ~iater fl5g ex~penseC ont be413.~ va Dilbutemmnt Thpg plotedSal y D~ke f Parren Mitcell (?U)-07

38 Palmer Green Skte Wt 4-. y -.t-d!-L72 *-i Q 020-8
Baltimore. MD 21210 lovotourwrmnt to# toe strime. 2cwteve 1 0208 76.03

a. Full kaoo. malen, Adregs endl ZIP COde Pueuiov of Dsluelc"I I VII L Jo Dol. lemont%, I Am"ount U' LSen

Postmaster Sarbafls~ ()11 Senatea) capltect Dtuwmnt1,.
Rockville. MD 20850 *nm. 10720.0

I : Otn.e iu t fv Il~ I

C. Full tdoro. Moslivol Addre. oWd ZIP CooePeew0 DUemn reimuburse; Date. *mont. AmOunt of tact%

Sierra Club Iphone expenses on behalf f dfoveal I Dtihurvment Thos Petio.

330 Pennsylvania Avenue S.E. [Paul Sairbanes (M-Snat.l)i
Washington, D.C. 20003 1Dishutoelnt tot 1P161etvX * etifa 11-1-82 126.39

0. Pull Nam*. Maclen, Add.. anod ZIP Cede Purpofe of D,,htcuement printing Dole fmOnth. Amount of Lace'

tpSpeedy Printing of Rockville Iexpense on behalf of Paull day.veaI ,D-sbuwooment Tletet"

451 Nungerford Drive LSa~rbales (MD-Senate) camoipign
Rokile 1 080Delbuement for 7:Peema've 3Gwnee 10-14-82 1 69.30
Rokile HD%. 20850 ety I e

E. Full PName. Madlp Addrou endl ZIP Cede Pwtvow of D#Sbu,,cmeretf tvpin ex&I~C Date' Y15'ettI Amount Of ' Acn

Accutypeense~ tin he.lttl f of pauli uI~ I@e I0.1bufeement To * Pecoe* cup ISarb;1nes (ML-Sentv) camp'si gnj'we
13300 Okinawa Drive -* ocvile 1 285 IDiShuVfenlent to,7 PremaVVX "jeg~al 10-14-82 9.10

*Rockville, iaD 20850 rae KlS.nt)cm~g

F. Pull kamte. Madiren, AddU 11011 ZIP COO. Pul~lro ibte~~ OtlC DorInnh mwto at

Potatrexpes on behalf of 7t Pul D-ewi ve'l.O ent Th-1, P- 0
Copy ShopSarbane (M-Sen~tt') campl fl

Rockvlle. HD 20850 _4beectlo em. enue 1-58

G. Pull Narnt. Meeting Adders and ZIP Cs Puepoter of Dotou-ernernt ce~ o~t ins Date eof"ntn. A-ct ofe(11e,

Poexpensee on bechal f I Pi1 day, vtI ;D.,.eepwva U-se Pe-cpo

Rockville. MD 20850 j . . . .

H. Full kome. Maeleeq Addtou and ZIP Code e f4%, g Lwceett op'n Uce ,monit. A-04m ,t La.%ee

Rockvlle. MD 20850 Ppe-.- __~~e,~ I .21

S4JSYOALf-n ete epweencV lac Pug. weao

SUTOTAL -ee. V-p oo*. i fft I s 100 ~estles lAwe o,.O

NC

1'

11 11 Nam

plow.
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ATTACHMENT #2
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P*- I of j IVO

sawwy Pap)

ai', ~ ~ tw anSf '0.m-s --. .*, o wlS'SPOO o tU *f L4 ibkm~n'P rIV~

awnvY.,gA, wwm.SW~'W 4 Iftmlq .-.- odd"M o vtv ifa o'1 1to IS 5o*I SWvWbi'S'WImU0, O U9 "It49

Ildw o Cmfw'te iFaIl,

SIDIA 0CL= 9TM ON POLITICAL DCATION

A. ?a* Ntiesu&e, V A dUud d Z Goo xw f a iv 1 i te q W-eth. RO.m'Pof La

Aerican Airlines (see attached)
P.O. go% 25499 Dept, 13200 8DwS ntfr- hiwf X w 121742 $ 505.00
Chicago. IL 60690a0" 10if)

-6. ,sPONae, WIGd Ad ul9ON a totauou of Dub..'"u',tW.ucall few £wuo. *'ov~t of Lw%

lowland 2. Bailey printing costs reitburse- pa, V , wom UshoIAngeles Chapter-Sierra Club sent on behalf of (see ati acneal'
236 - 23rd St. .y 0* "''P'f' 2-14252.5

Santa KMnica. CA 90402 0Other ,40,Ov ____I:_

C. F400NoF~w.me. 114 A&S W Z19Coo N eofDibsuv"I t 1vto" osle Imph. Wui t fc

The Print Shop Nwtinlostsr (C A l f vWI12onwisPve

155 Kontgosery St.#, ad Floor
San Francisco. CA 94101 Dawpn* roPrmnry Ee.r.' 12-17482 125.93

D. Fooll Nwmt. M&$WlvMM Lues IP9CaftPUVW 01otO'acRW.%, envell fie e *(mswins%. 4AI o Ea1 9

Sierra Club £and posta ofs e.t~v-, w *-1reytjfr~

142 W. ob=St. J=114 12179226.7

Madison, VI 53703 Dbovse-ie-h t . 1-174 26575

9. Fil at. Vai~qA~u,. ZIP CW@ Pt,'ievof ' .1 0 bDte IWuen"~. L' AP t wn f

Quick Way Special Delivery exenses on heaIvP e.wwI ewrm TsPrmo

22SeatS.Burton (CA-05) Ca~paigf eie)Opv~ihPr@

San Francisco* CA 94105 0Dwlalsfer. Chlvov w" al~. 1217482 23.61

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ i-. 1 EM$0Of2 S

1. Fwulakw. M.;l..% Adru w" IP9Cooe Pwot D of etrearel an4c~te 1. lwit' b'iuof tEar%

polstage e,.Tenves reirburst- d1,ew.") 0a bwt"ThiPrvrow

SierraClubvent on elali of (see
530 Bush Street127-2930

L.San rancicog CA 94108 D-ibvamteni for C11,R..s oofteal 1 ~2132
a Other I~ev _______

0. Fooll Normi. M.h Isend- ZIPCoo s o** Osus''~reimburse colte (m'ni. "'wt of Eah

Loza Prieta Chapter-Sierra Club staff time. Postare, and vW -- n hi ~o
2253 Park llvd. avertisirt ;expe 0.s On

Palo Alto. CA 914306 &z'~'l o eo 12-22-82 105.72

k. F w N Lmw- MaluemAddres WIP9Cf pre~ iua Itlaiw mon fEc-

Bill ThIelen
2253 Park Blvd.
Palo Alto. CA 94306

Angeles Chupter-Sierra Club
24.10 W. Beverly Blvd.a suite 2
Los Angeles* CA 90057

ISUBSTOTAL of CObtiowm"aisThil POg P SASS'.

ODsbwtwfment #O . CP,,Fwrev

staff tine, Postarco and
phone expensson behalfc

0 01%01ISPCO .

112-2242

Date Iwpa~9

12-31-81

500.00 1

121.1

........................................ .. . . . . . .... .64

TTLToP.. Iodft Parth4 wo ..............................................

Lob.

QW% 9d

F

consultant exrurises on ocni
of (see attached)

I
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ATTACHMENT 12
Page 39 of 42

p Ia

JAINAU 31 YMA-DID 3D0M - 1983 -87M CLUB C I 0K1LT ON POZCI € ICATIOK

Candidate/State

A. David Donior (NI-12)
bob Carr (NI-o6)
Howard Volpe (Ma-03)
Dick Ottinger (U-20)

TOTAL

Z. Jerry Brwn (CA-Senate)
Marty Martinet (CA-30)
Jerry Patterson (CA-3S)
Anthony Beilenson (C-23)
Henry Wazman (CA-24)
Hovard Berman (CA-26)
Melvin Levine (CA-27)
Esteban Torres (CA-34)
Ed loybal (CA-25)
Gue Hawkins (CA-29)

TOTAL

D. Sidney Yates (IL.09)
George Crockett (MI-13)
Steve Monsaa (Wi-O5)

TOTAL

c F. Larry LaPtcco (W-02)
Mary Gojack (XV-02)
Jim Slattery (KS-02)
Ruth McFarland (OR-OS)
Larryann Willis (OR-02)
Gene Wenstrom (01-07)
Richard Stallings (ID-02)
Herbert arris (VA-08)
Francis Farley (UT-02)

TOTAL

G. Tom Lantos (CA-Il)
Don Edwards (CA-lO)
Norm Mineta (CA-13)
Tom Lantos (CA-Il)
Norm KIneta (CA-13)
Don Edwards (CA-10)
Jerry Brown (CA-Senate)
Tom Lantos (CA-il)
Barbara boxer (CA-06)

TOTAL

$ 204.5
102.25102.25
96.00

* 505.00

5.72
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20

* 520.52

* 51.55
71.40

142.80

$ 265.75

$ 55.20
11.00
21.00
11.00
21.00
31.00
21.00
11.00
11.00

$ 193.20

$ 270.00
52.50
2.50

382.16
37.90
37.89
8.79
8.79
5.19

* 805.72

Generalftimry

ftiary
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

Aggrepte
Tear-to-date

2,088.21
2,690.88
1,515.18
4,919.99

602.41
573.25
869.69
997.56
608.77
220.71
109.15

3,948.59 Not of refund
82.48 (see line IG)

505.09

5,114.15 *
1,061.00

521.00
4 063.9249'q.7L.

1,824.77 '*
3,092.32
1,079.42
2.279.52

4,977.21 *"'
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Attachnent to Page 1 of "2 for sie s *ar 21.
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Candidate/State

t. Tom Lantos (CA-11)
Don Edwards (CA-IC)
Nor& ineta (CA-13)

TOAL

1. Marty MIartina" (CAo30)
Jerry Patterson (CA-38)

* 400.00

50.00
50.00$ 500.00

$ 62.65
59.26

Prlaar7I

Ofterol.

General

General

General

Aggregate
Tear-to-date

3,417.76

325.97
249.92

2,650.55
29263.12

TOTAL $ 121.91

UNtTES-
* 164.67 Prlmary,4,949.48 General Post election report YTD total was

overstated.
£* ThLs includes $255.14 from a $500.00 disbursement reported In June as

goin to Veuco and Sabo. Revised YTD totals for Vento and Sabo are
$655.78 and $270.98, respectively.

*** $7,598.33 YTD total reported in post election report line 21
(Page 17R) was in error. Should have been 4,962.70.
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SCHEDULE 8 ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

1:ts Year Ernd Report
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of o S 1w 0"600"

-PepI

Am' intwWmlon on"f#Mmsw- ftwo WStE hmw.u mov o wWofwad bie y *fly ww' sq IV POwf Oel WsS 5st "AV.% VW Op
CV"Wteal DOOM Domelk" own Mle " .*mW4 ho dm o n wlgwonne o w SstYUa~ift f. rom &AW'SWommit

SMflIACL=b CO0aTYEE00POLITICAL DUCATION

A. Full NamW . aS Me dm d Wip ooD16 ttsreimu5urse 0.losemW',I. A4M fIj~'£CP
printig. Uncraiscr andu ".e) 0O-t h pro

Connecticut Chapter-Sierra Club posaea Inbea
118 Oak Street- tsee a ached)
Eartfords Ct 06105 O~W.Y~12-31-82 $ 44.63

on behalf of John Spratt

P.O. Drawer 2646 11b~q6eQetfor- a'wrsl 12-31-92 79.04
Rock Bill, SC 29730 0 Other (mg,9!V)

C. Full NoA. W.~leq Addw wZPCobPwvp~ow of 0gbuewroTre jz ursea ee wni . #vor@ f Lw'

Sierra Club hafofraandsp1e xpese,. o.w m,
530 Bush Street .n..nof -_ b -a ox
San Francisco. CA 941086D umnm' r. O "ewmr Gt.esr*412-31482 273.65

coil%, .smwtvYDrsS3118.02'________

Hitch Suth Ppo t u orin esi l dev.urC ut iW) t' mm"W *s PWq o
obe fof 1Rober al800-3 Cherokee Ave. ccU -2r 60

Marion. SC 29571 glaneW1lo.,OP'tWam-~wy .'r 212280

1. Full Nwu. W10% Adma Old ZIP COOS PufDw9OaibD " reirburse Doe e mnTh. Anvomm of Lw'"

Ann Timberlake e 0idef onWVbe ,ea P0tBe

308 E. Bridge St. ltabd 12-31-82 126.35
St. Matthews. SC 29135 Dilbinmntfor: Cofeemsry GeWV.Il

F. Full tNw, M&Um AderymVW ZIP CedePwpo. of contribu- Date (mAwh bvon of Each

tion to Lev~trs (GA-04) fy. ew I D.Owrfent This Frbod
Levitas for Congress campaignyTuS50).C0
P. 0. Box 984 DiilbutefYWftfor: 00riny scaU.er.,e 11-30-82 $500.00

G. Full Nane. Msilir*4*55 uWW ZIP COOPwrpow @f OISbwrle'W~l contribu- -Date Wwwh. Amoetof Each

Fowler for Congress tion to Fowler (GA-OS) dll VW) 1>tK~vmne, Thns Pr"

P. 0. box 2000 obLment tI or: Drowery Geerl 5.0
Atlanta. CA 30301 0gOherl'""~f1D*$5Q0-00 ____________

m. Full Pumoo. M"soA, Ddmr wdZIP Cabe Prpo. of O16bift ~treieburse Deto 'n. eOito i Ec

Lynn M. Frock lphone expenses of (see d 1 ,..VThiPrr

3689 Kendall Avenue &tPhj)1.14-830
Cincinftati* 0OR 45208 1Otsbuw"'~V~ff I*.. O Beserr nfb $36.92

0 Ot.he 0 410:1)

1. Pull Name. Maelsng M~des Wto IPCOOe Prpoof@1 DssbuvWWfllDote l(mstIN. Arnevatt e'Loch

Democratic Conressional Campaign Fundraiser attendance l~ *I~W"~~'@

Comlittee _________ot____________rl 0-782 $50-0

400 North Capitol St. NeV. C bu'm"'4'@' ?y) 'TSWc.r.ra 107820O60
OO,".otpec~vl I :D.C____20__01

kISTOTAL of Ot~uw,.mRnusTh%4 PeOP 4oesofl........................................... ........
$200!S.59

T OTAL Th fo '..(lost OW thfolif~t eeP1 0%vlI.. . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . . .E

*ActivIty occurred In 1982; reimabursement matde tin Jan. 1983.
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Candldate/State

A. bi1 Curry (CT-OS)
3il1 Curry (CT-O6)
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate)
San Geidensen (CT-02)

. 3utler Derrick (SC-03)
John Spratt (SC-05)
Robert Tallon (SC-06)

* 77.15
(80.87)
21.10
27.2S

$ 44.63

25.16
41.79
51.35

$ 126.35

lPr~wry

General
General
General
General

General
General
General

Agoepte
Tear-to-date

3,523.00
7,370.01 *

537.35

709.46

1,064.881,247.37

U. Robert Shamansky (08-12) $ 20.00
toward ttenbau (C-Senate) 16.92

$ 36.92

MOMU:

* Primary 2,459.49
Geweral 4,910.52

0

*To correct prior expenditures for postage for sailings in October

General
General

1,548.08
1,146.12



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. M063 RQ-'2

9 March 1983

Paul Swatek, Treasurer
Sierra Club Committee on Political Education
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

Identification Number: C00135368

Reference: October Monthly Amended Report (9/1/82-9/30/82)

Dear Mr. Swatek:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary review
co of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised questions

concerning certain information contained in the report(s). An
--t itemization follows:

-Commission Regulations define the term "purpose" to mean
a brief statement or description of why a disbursement
was made. Examples are "dinner expense", "media",
"salary", "polling", "travel". "party fees", "phone
banks", "travel expenses, "travel expense
reimbursement" and "catering costs". unacceptable
descriptions include "advance", "election day expense",

C"expenses", "other expenses", "expense reimbursement",
"miscellaneous", "outside services", "get-out-the-vote"
and "voter registration". (11 CFR 104.3(b)(4)) Please

C amend Schedule B of your report to clarify the following
descriptions which do not meet the requirements of the
Regulations: Expense Reimbursement

-Your report disclosed payments to your connected
organization for activity on behalf of Federal
candidates. You are advised that contributions from
corporations are prohibited by the Act, unless made by
the separate segregated fund of the corporation. (2
U.S.C.441b(a)) Please clarify the nature of this
activity. In addition, please amend your reports by
submitting a Schedule D to show as a debt any amount
which was outstanding to your connected organization for
a period of 60 days or more, or in an amount exceeding
$500 (11 CFR 104.11).

Although the Commission may take further legal steps
concerning the making of prohibited contributions,
prompt action by you will be taken into consideration by
the Commission.



An amendment to yout original report(s) correcting the above

problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission

within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need

assistance, please feel *ree to contact me on our toll-free number,

(800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 357-0026.

Sincerely,

Edward Ryan
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

co.

0CP
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 0X63 RQ-2

9 March 1983

Paul Swatek, Treasurer
Sierra Club Committee on Political Education
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

Identification Number: C00135368

Reference: 12 Day Pre-General Election Amended Report (10/1/82-
10/13/82)

Dear Mr. Swatek:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary review0 of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised questions
C%.1 concerning certain information contained in the report(s). An

itemization follows:

-Commission Regulations define the term "purpose" to mean
a brief statement or description of why a disbursement
was made. Examples are "dinner expense", "media",
"salary", "polling", "travel", "party fees", "phone
banks", "travel expenses", "travel expense
reimbursement" and *catering costs". Unacceptable
descriptions include "advance", "election day expense",
"expenses", "other expenses", "expense reimbursement",
"miscellaneous", "outside services", "get-out-the-vote"
and "voter registration". (11 CFR 104.3(b)(4)) Please
amend Schedule B of your report to clarify the following
descriptions which do not meet the requirements of the
Regulations: Expense Reimbursement

-Your report disclosed payments to your connected
organization for activity on behalf of Federal
candidates. You are advised that contributions from
corporations are prohibited by the Act, unless made by
the separate segregated fund of the corporation. (2
U.S.C.441b(a)) Please clarify the nature of this
activity. In addition, please amend your reports by
submitting a Schedule D to show as a debt any amount
which was outstanding to your connected organization for
a period of 60 days or more, or in an amount exceeding
$500 (11 CFR 104.11).

Although the Commission may take further legal steps
concerning the making of prohibited contributions,
prompt action by you will be taken into consideration by
the Commission.

ATTAC ENT 3 t



An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above
problem(s) should be filed with the Federal gleotion Commission
within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need
assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free number,
(800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 357-0026.

Sincerely,

Edward Ryan
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division
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WASHINGTON. D.C. 2063 RQ-

9 March 1983

Paul Swatek, Treasurer
Sierra Club Committee on Political Education
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

Identification Number: C00135368

Reference: 30 Day Post-General Election Report (10/14/82-11/22/82)

Dear Mr. Swatek:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary review
of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised questions
concerning certain information contained in the report(s). An
itemization follows:

r-Your report discloses an apparent contribution (s) from a
corporation(s) (pertinent portion attached). You are
advised that a contribution from a corporation is
prohibited by the Act, unless made from a separate
segregated fund established by the corporation. (2
U.S.C. 441b(a)) If you have received a corporate
contribution(s), the -Commission recommends that you
refund the full amount to the donor(s). The Commission
should be notified in writing if a refund is necessary.

e In addition, any refund should appear on, Line 26 of the
Detailed Summary Page of your next report.

Note: A sponsoring organization may pay for thel
administrative expenses of running its -separate
segregated fund. Such payments may not be transferred
into the separate segregated fund, and voluntary
contributions may not be commingled with prohibited
funds. (11 CFR 114.5(b))

If you find the contribution(s) in question was disclosed
incompletely or incorrectly, please amend your original
report with the clarifying information.

Although the Commission may take further legal steps
concerning the acceptance of a prohibited contribution,
prompt action by you to refund the full amount will be
taken into consideration by the Commission.

-Commission Regulations define the term "purpose" to mean
a brief statement or description of why a disbursement
was made. Examples are *dinner expense", "media",



"salary", "polling", "travel", "party fees", "phone
banks", "travel expenses", "travel expense
reimbursement" and "catering costs". Unacceptable
descriptions include "advance", "election day expense",
"expenses", "other expenses", "expense reimbursement",
"miscellaneous", "outside services", "get-out-the-vote"
and "voter registration". (11 CFR 104.3(b) (4)) Please
amend Schedule B of your report to clarify the following
descriptions which do not meet the requirements of the
Regulations: Expense Reimbursement

-Your report disclosed payments to your connected
organization for activity on behalf of Federal
candidates. You are advised that contributions from
corporations are prohibited by the Act, unless made by
the separate segregated fund of the corporation. (2
U.S.C.441b(a)) Please clarify the nature of this
activity. In addition, please amend your reports by
submitting a Schedule D to show as a debt any amount
which was outstanding to your connected organization for
a period of 60 days or more, or in an amount exceeding

CV $500 (11 CFR 104.11).

Although the Commission may take further legal steps
concerning the making of prohibited contributions,
prompt action by you will be taken into consideration by
the Commission.

An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above
problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission
within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need
assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free number,
(800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 357-0026.

Sincerely,

Edward Ryan
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division



SCHEDULE A ITEMIZED RECEIPTS
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0
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Any informailon copied from such Reports or Statements may not be sold or used by any person for the purpose of soliciting contributlions or for

commercial purposes, other then using the nme e nd address of any political committ to solicit contributions from such committee.
Name of Committee (in Full)

SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUlATION
A. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Nam of Emplcv, f Date (month. Amount of Each
Sierra Club day. Year) Receept this Period

530 Bush St.
San Francisco, CA 94108 111-2-82 $14,500.79

Recept lg~unc N~yccotG%16iis- Occupation

,ecXO)her)specify:):t.- ti'4- o-,o-aAgregateYearto.e-S -_...

S. Full Name, Mailing Addressand j ation, & Name of Employer Dae (month, Amount of Each

fundraising expenses in the per od day. wear) Receipt This Period

Jan-May, 1982.

Occupation

Receipt For 0 Primary 0 GeneralN

C Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Date-S _

C. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt This Period

Occupation
Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

D Other (specify): Aggregate Year-toDate-S

D. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each

day, year) Receipt This Period

Occupation

Receipt For: 0 Primary D General
0 Other (specify). AggregateYearto-Date-S

E. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each
day. year) Receipt This Period

OccuPation

Receipt For: 0 Primary C General

0 Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Date-S '

F. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day, veer) Receipt This Period

Occupation
Receipt For: 10 Primary 0 General

0 Other (specify): Aggregate Year-lo-Dste-$

G. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Receipt This Period

Occupation
Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

0 Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to.Date-$

SUBTOTAL of Receipts This Page (optional).................................................

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only)............................................

C



_____________________- W-1MCHMENT 3-Continued"

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 2W43 RQ-2

9 March 1983

Paul Swatek, Treasurer
Sierra Club Committee on Political Education
530 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

Identification Number: C00135368

Reference: Year End Report (11/23/82-12/31/82)

Dear Mr. Swatek:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary review
of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised questions
concerning certain information contained in the report(s). An
itemization follows:

-Your committee has filed a report which contains
financial activity that should have been included in the
30 Day Post-General Election Report. If you are adding,
changing, or deleting information which normally is
included in a previous report, an amendment to that
report should be submitted. If the information included
in the amendment affects the financial totals, then

CT amendments for all subsequent reports are required
showing the correct adjustments. Please consult the
directions for Line lla (itemized and unitemized
contributions) when amending your reports.

-Your report disclosed payments to your connected
organization for activity on behalf of Federal
candidates. You are advised that contributions from
corporations are prohibited by the Act, unless made by
the separate segregated fund of the corporation. (2
U.S.C.441b(a)) Please clarify the nature of this
activity. In addition, please amend your reports by
submitting a Schedule D to show as a debt any amount
which was outstanding to your connected organization for
a period of 60 days or more, or in an amount exceeding
$500 (11 CFR 104.11).

Although the Commission may take further legal steps
concerning the making of prohibited contributions,
prompt action by you will be taken into consideration by
the Commission.

-Your report discloses an apparent contribution(s) from a
corporation(s) (pertinent portion attached). You are
advised that a contribution from a corporation is



prohibited by the Act, unless made from a separate
segregated fund established by the corporation. (2
U.S.C. 441b(a))

Note: A sponsoring organization may pay for the
administrative expenses of running its separate
segregated fund. Such payments may not be transferred
into the separate segregated fund, and voluntary
contributions may not be commingled with prohibited
funds. (11 CPR 114.5(b))

The Commission notes the refund of the prohibited
contribution(s). Although the Commission may take
further legal steps concerning the acceptance of a
prohibited contribution, the prompt action by your
committee in refunding the contribution will be taken
into consideration.

An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above
problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission
within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need
assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free number,

GEN. (800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 357-0026.

*10) Sincerely,

Edward Ryan
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division



ATTACHMENT 40 .0
TELECON ANALYST Ed Ryan

initiated call?"Nu
TELECON WITH: Mr. H. Richard Mayberry, Legal Counsel

initiated call? Yes

Candidate/Committee: SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION ("SCCOPEG)

DATE: March 17, 1983

SUBJECT(S): To set up a Tele-conference call with the Treasurer and Political
Director of SCCOPE

Mr. Mayberry called today to set up a conference call with Mr. Paul Swatek,Treasurer of SCCOPE and Carl Pope, the Political Director of the Sierra Club, andrepresentatives of the Reports Analysis Division(RAD). He said Mr. Swatek and Mr.Pope would be calling from California and linked up locally through his office,then he would simply place a call to me. Mr. Mayberry said they would be callingabout 3:00 P.M. Eastern standard time. He said they wanted us to get acquainted
with them and talk about the RFAI's dated March 9, 1983.
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MEMORANDUM TO FILES

FROM : ED RYAN

DATE : MARCH 17, 1983

SUBJECT : MEETING WITH LEGAL COUNSEL FOR THE SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL
EDUCATION( "SCCOPE")

I received a phone call from a Mr. H. Richard Mayberry, Legal Counsel for the
Sierra Club Committee on Political Education("SCCOPE") on the morning of March 17,
1983. His reason for calling was to set up a tele-conference with the committee
treasurer and the political director of the Sierra Club. Later that morning Mr.
Mayberry visited the Reports Analysis Division(RAD) to discuss a matter involving
another committee he was representing. When he concluded that meeting he asked to
discuss the SCCOPE RFAI's sent on March 9, 1983. He began the meeting by saying
the committee wanted to comply fully with the requests, but due to the time it
took for them to reach the California office and then sent back for his analysis,
he doubted whether they could respond in a timely manner. Also, the RFAI's required
a large amount of research into the committee's records and warranted a fairly
comprehensive response which could take longer then the alotted 15 day period.
Therefore, he requested an extension of time in which to respond to the RFAI's.
He was told that the Commission did not grant extensions, but it was explained
to him that if the committee failed to respond within the 15 day period a second
letter would be sent requesting a response within 15 days. He understood this
and said that additional time would be sufficient for a response. He asked sev-
eral questions regarding the particulars of disbursements, the reporting of in-Ckind expenditures, and how they should be attributed to Federal Candidates. He
was given several examples from the Campaign Guide for Corporations and Labor
Organizations. Mr. Mayberry explained that some of the reimbursements or pay-

Cr ments to the Sierra Club were for the purchase of membership mailing labels that
are controlled exclusively by the Sierra Club and not sold commercially. He said
since there is no other source for this information it would seem only reasonable
to show the payments going to the Sierra Club. He was told to include tnat in the
committee's response and it would be taken into consideration. He said he would
make that recommendation to Mr. Swatek.



ATTACHMENT

ANALYST: ED RYAN

TELECON

WITH : H. Richard Mayberry, Carl Pope, and

Paul Swatek

COMMITTEE Sierra Club Committee on Political Education

DATE : March 17, 1983

SUBJECT : Matters Contained in Requests for
Additional Information

Mr. Mayberry called at approximately 3:00. The political
director, Carl Pope, and the committee treasurer, Paul Swatek
were also on the line as part of a teleconference call. */
Mr. Pope described the structure of the Sierra Club and

0mentioned that 1982 was the first year that the organization
got involved in Federal elections. Because of inexperience, -.
they were not aware of some of the technicalities of the Act
or regulations. Mr. Swatek explained that the reimbursements
to the Sierra Club were for such things as mailing labels,
salary and benefits for Sierra Club staff, and travel expenses.
He described the internal recordkeeping procedures and the
manner in which disbursements were allocated to Federal
candidates.

The representatives were advised to provide a detailed
written response regarding the issues raised in the Requests
for Additional Information. Mr. Swatek stated that he would

etry to file the amendments on time.

OZ

[/ The Commission was represented by Ed Ryan, the Reports
Analyst responsible for reviewing the reports filed
by SCCOPE, and Mike Filler, Chief of the Party/Non-Party
Branch.
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H. RICH^AR .MYERKY. JR.
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I S33 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVENUE., N.W.

WASHINGTON. D.A. 200

AREA 202 5S3.501

March 24, 1983

VIA COURIER

Mr. Edward Ryan
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

o Re: Sierra Club Committee

On Political Education
ID No. C00135368

Dear Mr. Ryan:

Please find enclosed SCCOPE's response to the
Commission's March 9, 1983 communications.

I am confident you will find that SCCOPE's
corprehensive response satisfactorily addresses all the
issues raised in your letters and those which we have
discussed with you and Michael Filler.

After your review, please call me.

Sincerely,

H. Richard Mayberry, Jr.

HRM:mm
cc: Xchael Filler, Chief,

Special Interest Committee Section

Encls: SCCOPE's letter with enclosures:
Amended 1982 Year End Report
Amended September 1-30, 1982 Report
Amended October 1-13, 1982 Report



530 BUSH STREET 0 SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 9410 ( t4u)9,f4

March 23, 1983

Mr. Edward Ryan, Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Ryan:

Thank you for your and Mike Filler's assistance over the telephone
last Thursday in helping us respond to your inquiries about SCCOPE's reports
to the Federal Election Commission for 1982. It has been our intention to
bring forth every effort to comply fully and accurately with the F.E.C.'s
reporting requirements in a timely fashion. The newness of the procedural
requirements, the need to train Club staff and many volunteers who were in-
volved in SCCOPE efforts for the first time in 1982, and the large volume of
transactions that we had to report has made this a very challenging task.

Glm The Sierra Club is a large organization with about 350,000 members,
largely governed, ledand staffed by volunteers. We have a professional
paid staff with headquarters in San Francisco, a lobbying office in Washing-

cy% ton, D.C., and ten regional field offices scattered about the country. The
Club is decentralized with chapters in nearly every state. The Sierra Club's
political action committee SCCOPE was established four years ago, but 1982
was the first year that we made endorsements and contributions in federal
elections.

There appear to be four basic questions contained in your four letters
regarding our October Monthly Amended Report, 12 Day Pre-General Election
Amended Report, 30 Day Post-General Election Report, and 1982 Year End Report.

I. Report of payments to the Sierra Club: You appear to have singled
out all payments from SCCOPE to the Sierra Club. These represent our attempts
to ensure that all expenses associated with the services and goods which only
the Sierra Club can provide are paid for by the separate segregated fund,
SCCOPE, and not by the connected organization, the Sierra Club. The Commission's
regulations and opinions appear to contemplate the use of corporate facilities
and services and call for reimbursement "within a commercially reasonable time
for the normal and usual rental charge" (e.g., Regulation Section 114.9 and
Section 100.7(a)(1)(iii) and the Manatt Advisory Opinion 1982-63 p62 ["The PAC
may pay the firm for (in kind) support using the funds the PAC receives"]).
I have attempted to ensure that a "normal and usual charge" be assessed.
Additionally, we have directed our staff and volunteers to give us prompt re-
ports on any use of Sierra Club resources and have given SCCOPE reimbursements
priority for immediate payment.

Richard Fiddler, Chairman 0 Paul Swatek. Treasurer Carl PopePolitcal Director



Mr. Edward Ryan 0 Page 2 0
Federal Election Commission March 23, 1983

Example: Use of mailing labels. The Sierra Club has an in-house computersystem to produce member labels. There is no other source of these labels; wehave not licensed any outside service bureau to produce labels from our member-.
ship list. The list is constantly undergoing change as the membership turns
over and addresses change. Consequently, if the Club's lists are going to beused on behalf of Federal candidates, SCCOPE has to be able to purchase theiruse from the Sierra Club. Our membership department advises us as to the
commercial value for the one-time use of the Club's membership list and we
have charged SCCOPE this rate.

Example: Charge-out of salary and benefits of Sierra Club staff. A num-ber of professional staff on the Sierra Club payroll were detailed for varying
amounts of time to work on behalf of federal candidates. We required each ofthem to send us reports of what portion of their time in each F.E.C. reporting
period was spent on behalf of any federal candidate, in terms of fractions of
days. For each individual staff person, I calculated what the Sierra Club
pays in salary and benefits for a day's work and a per diem rate to cover
the costs associated with office rent, use of office equipment, telephone equip-ment and local calls, incidental use of copying equipment, etc.,.for each of*
our offices. In this way we established the value of the paid time of Sierra

"I Club staff, which SCCOPE reimbursed to the Club. There is no vendor other thanthe Sierra Club who can sell the professional time of the Club's staff. StaffOWN& involvement in federal races was interspersed with other, non-electoral duties(fractions of days here and there). It would be totally impractical to try
to maintain two payrolls, one for the Club portion of the individual's time
and a separate one for the SCCOPE time, and issue paychecks to each employee
twice each month. The system we used was a practical way of ensuring that
salary and related expenses would be paid for by SCCOPE and not the Sierra Club.

Example: Travel expenses. A number of travel reimbursements involved
SCGOPE paying for a portion of a travel expense. When a field person or a
volunteer leader travels, he frequently handles a mix of duties. For example,
in a typical instance, a Sierra Club leader took a multi-day trip that involved
attending various non-political meetings in addition to attending a press con-
ference announcing an endorsement in a federal race. The Sierra Club paid the

Cr plane fare and SCCOPE reimbursed the Sierra Club for the portion of the ex-
pense allocable to the political activity.

Where direct payment by SCCOPE was not practical, we had a choice of pay-
ing for the expenses by reimbursement or by providing the person working on,
behalf of a federal candidate with an advance. In general, we tried to avoid
the latter out of a concern that we not violate rules about petty cash funds.
We also expected to get documentation of disbursements more readily on a reim-
bursement basis than if we provided an advance.

II. Apparent contribution from the Sierra Club: SCCOPE in 19 *82 established
separate bank accounts to handle SCCOPE funds that are used to pay for contribu-
tions to Federal candidates (these are put in the SCCOPE Campaign Fund), and
to handle other SCCOPE funds that are used to pay for non-partisan administra-
tive, fund raising, and educational expenses' (these are put in the SCCOPE
General Fund). We have these two SCCOPE bank accounts because of distinctions
the Internal Revenue Service requires we make regarding the Federal income tax
credit for political contributions.
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In the first part-of 1982, SCCOPE paid for $14,500.79 of administrative,

fund raising, and education expenses with funds from the SCCOPE Campaign Fund
account, As we were closing out our fiscal year 1982 in October, we became

aware of this fact and made a correcting transaction to protect the tax
credit of SCCOPE donors by having the SCCOPE Campaign Fund be reimbursed for

these expenses. This is the payment to SCCOPE from the Sierra Club reported

in the Post-General Election Report on line 15. In preparing the response.
to your letter I have directed that this check from the Sierra Club, reim-:

bursing the SCCOPE Campaign Fund for administrative, educational and fund.

raising expenses it mistakenly paid, be refunded. The refund to'the Sierra

Club has been made from the funds in the SCCOPE General Fund. It will be

reported in our report covering March. Although this transaction may not

have been handled properly, we have now corrected it and at no time were

Sierra Club funds mixed with these funds in the SCCOPE Campaign Fund from
which we made contributions to federal candidates. I have instructed our

Accounting Department from this point on not to process any payment from

Sierra Club to SCCOPE.

III. When contributions were reported: You have noted that we reported
some financial activity in our Year End Report that involved contributions
before the election, and have indicated that this should be handled by filing
amended reports for the Post-General Election report. It has been our prac-
tice to pay SCCOPE invoices and reimbursements immediately upon receipt of
complete documentation and to report the SCCOPE discursement when paid. In
effect, we report the financial activity in the period that we become aware
of the activity. We have instructed all staff and volunteers to submit their
financial reports on SCCOPE activity to us without delay; however, inevitably
there are some do delay. The level of cooperation is steadily improving and,
as our people become more experienced, we will experience fewer problems with

Cdelayed requests for payment of invoices and reimbursement requests. There
are also times when vendors are slow in sending us invoices, in which case

Vwe cannot report the value of the contribution until we receive an invoice
and have knowledge of the amount. We have followed the practice of reporting
the financial activity in the period we first learn of it. Otherwise, we will

probably end up with the troublesome process of amending amended reports.
Piease advise us further on this point. We are attempting to provide the most

O complete, accurate, and timely reports of our expenditures on behalf of federal
candidates we can.

IV. Description of the "purpose" of various disbursements:. For the October,

Pre-Election, and Post-Election reports you have indicated inadequate descrip-

tion of a number of specific items. I have checked the supporting documenta-

tion for each SCCOPE check to obtain a more precise description of the expendi-

tures in question and have made notations on the copies of the Schedule B forms

which you returned to me. Copies of these amended pages are enclosed with this

letter. The accounting system which we use requires that each disbursement

be described by an account number (salary, travel, printing, telephone, etc.).

Thus, this information is available for all disbursements. I will instruct the

person who prepares our Schedule B reports in the future to be more specific

in describing the purpose of each payment, as you require.

I stand ready to answer any other questions you may have.

Sincerely,

PS:gc Paul Swatek
enclosures SCCOPE Treasurer
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405 SuL.it Avenue E.
Seattle,9 WA 98102
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SBob Stafford (V/T-S), $44.81; Barney Frank (M-4, $4. . war, ,. ,
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Debbie Sease
330 Pennsylvania Ave., SE.
Washington, DC 20003
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David Gardiner
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Attachment to page 8 of 9 for line number 21.
Monthly Revort for Se.te r. 1932

(all for general elections)

I. Sidney Yates (IL-9). $81.00; aggregate y-t-d-$1,545.93

George Brown (CA-36), $33.00

Bill Curry (CT-6), $172.00

Jeff Bingaman (NM-S), $97.85

Jerry Patterson (CA-38), $32.00

Marty Martinez (CA-30), $25.00

DJerry Brown (CA-S), $il.88

Beth Bland (WA-8), $113.00; aggregate y-t-d-$222.00

Peter Kostmayer (PA-8), $10.00

Ted Kennedy (MA-S), $140.00; aggregate y-t-d-S640.00

Reid Hughes (FL-4), $23.00

Herbert Harris (VAC $41.17

Neumeyer (CAM&S16.00

CTom Cronin, (CO-5), $35.00

total a $830.90
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Jeff Sch.midt
Rd #39 Box 49
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Seattle, WA 98122
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240 Beverly Boulev rdwIv
Los Angeles, CA 90j5
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530 Bush Street
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$173.00

1 Dtl ur nn" IThis P ~freo

I38.5
Cal ifon

&eW.(iTom)l

I ~ .-.. 
- I

Ajnousei @ofEEacn

Olew~rvtThos Pa.c

uneenftsfr. :eemi 9/30/82 1 175

Oftbwrwement for: CPtrewa AGentval-
NP ?~ her tftoertfvl.

Dane Imonype
fty. vw

9/30/82

9/30/82
expLxP nses PIWJcns""

u)630; J. Brcwn atE!97n

'm~swnmtfo:OPreamary 7.entral ,08

mOitursement oppense

'bureemen; for: Co~rmary 90e-V a

0 Other (tpecsfvI 3,644.83
I 

-
vufPOW Ofgi eobwemwnt

,attached sc,*I9/30/82 1
Date I(month.

Desyrumeefor DssbrormurTeg Oro

I. Fulbmf ~. IOV Addes - ZUP CftPurPOW Of 0usbwfrent Date Irnon,9,. Amew,., oLac%

av. Vw I 0sburw ffwtThis Pe,.

SUIBTOTAL of O'~'imn~t, Th.4 Pow g lopiel................................................... 
.$5.379)

TOTAL o ~f 
JLI 

ae 
(l 

6^ f 
1' 

fevI

Amount e giEacps

Dusbwwwwnt Tho, P"P.%O

117.47

Aont of Eacm
0I'SbutURIem Thes Pero

642.57

Amount of Each
0D.sb rw mw n ,T h15 Pe oo

255.58

Amount of Each
O.irueentThos Fr *

hedule)

Aovi ol iEach

IL

I

I I I a-&-wa-1
-noMR--7I

Ir

I

I

;) tas Q-t,"th

9/30/82

P"r



*1
SIERRA CLUB CO ITTEE ON POLITICAL EMAT1O,
Attachment to page 9 of 9 for l1ie nuber 21,
Month1' Report for Seotrar,.r, 1.-?

(all for general elections)
G. Toby Moffett (CT-S), $210.49; agr.egate y-t-d-$2,210.49

Udall (AZ-2), $114.89, aggregate y-t-d-$2,114.89
Stafford (VT-S), $969.54; aggregate y-t-d-$3,9S6.7T

Barney Frank (IA-4), $117.36; aggregate y-t-d-$2,328.95

George Mitchell (ME-S), $234.72

3ll Curry (CT-6), $485.04; aggregate y-t-d$1,771.04

Edgar (PA-7), $464.72; aggregate y-t-d-$1,899.59

Hartke (1N*217.6s, aggregate y-t-d-$267.68

Jeff Bingaman (104-S), $226.67; aggregate y-t-d-$400.S2
Pat Williams (MKTti$179.00

Byron Dorgan (ND), $89.50; aggregate y-t-du$339.50

Schneider (RI-2), $143.42

Tom Daschle (SD), $17.97; aggregate y-t-d-$1,717.97

Ted Wilson (UT-S), $8.99; aggregate y-t-d-$258.99

Jerry Brown (CA-S), $26.97; aggregate y-t-dz$1,825.72

Pete Stark (CA-04), $83.95; aggregate y-t-d=S206.08
Reid Hughes (FL-4), $53.92; aggregate y-t-d=$76.92

total - $3,644.83
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A. Fuln Name .MadlengAdd... and ZIP C 'IMtilt1~Iet ~ Ate,, ,

Sierra Clu F~dL~r!~tlaeeiffcexpenses on I'thal f lw i l..~e' I,1t~*.'tiJ

130) Bush Ft'reet attiehmin) *,,**, 9-30-82 $ 3.3.15.11
S.an Fr-nntisco. CA 94108 -t
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tf -rFgl Name. Mailinlg Addtes end 2 IP COW6

Charles Carlow
9 Foste.r Place.
Pleasantville, NY 10570

C. -Pull Name. Maileng Add'., and ZIP Coule

Jonaithan Ela
142 W. Gorham Street
Madison, W1 53703

islo iVm s,)

in ec.tanertism witki (sv's
-it t ;lsclmlft)

9-..30-s-'

\p-e teL)L)' COfot rsollire 'imnbtrst,-

I 1

$ SI0.ofl

Date.

maent for expenses on b5 hilf tav.v.'d'I

D'o't's*.'ier~ttor. 9PI4111.y v 9 30-82- S 391.68

0. Full Name. Maileng Addem and ZIP Code e Purvow olohOsbicsel to-t reinhursta- Die motith.
Michael Carabu'di.-n . 7 SC ent for expenses otn IwhAi f day, yea"l
228 E. 45th St., 14th F1 or of (see attachment)

New Vik Iti~ .6- -- _; *-.9-30-82
NwYrNY I1001 7 Ope4t'At I,. ttj'IE. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Co4Mike Paparian

1228 N Street. Slifte 31
Sacramento, CA 95814

P.01 Ilow

ont for expenscs on beha I f
f (svv att.-ich-ivn0

-smul-witiem fut PI firli, v A
Ovh-*t

~; 1I'~.13 I

F. Full Narme Mseleng AddieM. and ZIPC

Sierra Club
530 8Bush Stret-C
San Francisco., CA 94108(

Puit I ofU-%twes-1-t,.-ttro irbu rse-
me ~to Southeast Offjice.
fof expvntmes (in behaal f of'

di. .. ,j

9-30-82 S 2.6~20-S3

G. Full Name. Maelene Address and ZIP Code, Pu'i'ow ofU' ,as.1 r, ' e'imbhrsv- e"
Sierra lub flt to MidWvSt tff i sir
Sierra Club 7i , ~~~X 1.nses on h1 h.uilf of(.L'' lg

510 Buish Strevt" ~ .t ituachmftit..' 9-'30-S2
San Francisco, CA 94108 44k144 sbuss ielt for~~A~,~l.e

0H. Full Name. Mailtng Adascee and ZIP ;ad@ P'llim-w u'l Ululw--mtrpit'iursL- .6
Sierra, Club Weds v n L f i r I1a bvI1~. Jov1l~L

$30 btislI Str.tL F hntai inv s t raivcl t i i I J% J

Sain Francisco, CA 941 1 Dlu p . e, C-*41141 -

1. F sill Namv, M.,ling Adosteand ZIP Code *~s'wo ~l~'. ~ f!,r, t, . .*

Siterr~a (:1111) 'r'eflt tit %.New y.,'a4 ittf ' I.r*e 'a

His 3)KahSt rtsel t vpvnw n I Ofl Ri I I i ' (-%-v .

S-m ..i, I .t -4 1 ('A 94 ) 0 8 U~*t~fI* *... ...

TOTAL .. at .. ' ' I..

s 11.59

-~1
C

'~0

-

;.,. - . .. "I *

Ow

I

---w,

%a-

aloft

oropr

000 t1o

Amnuoij,,' f

Dishu-se-fretil Tj-.

5 . 3 3 t . I i
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Attachment to page 10 of 12 for line number 21,

mImNTIII.Y REPORT FOR SEPTEMBER, 1 4-' AMF.%*DI.f

C.and idjtc /State

A. L..irrv Ann Willis (OR-02)
La;rry I.artseco (]D-O21 )

I{1t1|h McFarland (OR-09)
Bo'th Bland (WA-08)
.h,,c. Pritchard (W A-0)

Ion Bonker (WA-03)

Ix-, AsiCiin (OR-03)
Mike. Lowry (W A-07)

TOTAl.

B. 'olhy mffett (CT-SeviS1t)
Bill Curry (CT-6)

TOTAL

Amount

S I ,O82.Q,

784.79
6 52.13
12 . 6

53.91)

75.5-,
4.1'A. 77

S 3,325.11

5 340.00
I 70.on

s 51O.0oo

Prin.arv/

(Co raI

,.7Prr;ar'.
IPrir.i ir-
1I r'i .j. r v

'r i .. r..

1r im. ivv

(C Illv r;I 1

c;t~nt'r; I

C. Boh Carr (MI-O6) s 24.18
Ilho..,ird Wolpe (MI-03) 2.50
Ivid Honior (I-12) .fl

St.'v- ornsma (M-0') I .b16

Don Iik')lo (MI-Sen:allt) l .()
DMile Kildee (HMI-07) 7.29

T \nv l.il1 (Ot-3) 5.()()
T,,r, IIhrkin (1A-05) 34 .1 '

H..rdI vtznbasm (ll-Svii tt ') 5.00

l)cnoi-,. Eckirt (011-II) 5.01)
l,,hn Sv.ibvrling (OH1-I.)5. )

M.ir; 1.yL'ton (..i-S n.i))

Tim I'tnvi ... 3.0l)

lA lln I'a..t (ill-13) ().it)

S .i p S~ I;'arl '.t ' ):r (iI.- I 'i) .()

I., A -Isin (WI -1) ) .f(It.1ai

.h'.a ..t" I II I I.- I.
"
J) .* '.I

Iti I I a Illg* (.t,'-I)l) .- '.;

ow'.\ Vs.l I.f

As- .. '
aI t " t '-dii t

I 'k

-4 ,64

wo,

44"~

-V'

,9

-I

.0

w-

-9
-,

or

-1

toe

woe

(t'fl.-ra I
(:in.r.i 1

(c.ulir~a I

(4,.:r.i I

r.,nt. r:) 1

(C-n vra Ifl.'nt.r; 1

(.nv r. jI

Pr i i r v
Pr :. Ir"

Pr

I't. I:.1:",

t,' r.a !

I .;10" q

i r :'

' t . I".

Aoki

4111111110 0
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MONThLY REPORT FOR SUTDMER, 1982

Candidate/State

D. Etrhan Eldon (NY-OI)
Robert Mrazek (NY-03)

TOTAL

E. Marty Martinez (CA-30)
Melvin Levine (CA-27)

TOTAL

F. Wayne Dowdy (MS-04)
Charles Rose (NC-07)
Steve Neal (NC-05)
James Clark (NC-li)
Butler Derrick (SC-03)
John Spratt (SC-O5)
Albert Gore (TN-06)
George Sheldon (FL-09)
Reid Hughes (FL-04)
Dick Batchelor (FL-05)
Dante Fascell (FL-19)
William Lehman (FL-17)

TOTAL

. . Tony Hall (OH-03)
Tom Harkin (IA-05)
Howard Metzenbaum (OH-Senate)
Dennis Eckart (OH-Il)

"' John Seiberling (OH-18)
Mark Dayton (?N,-Senate)
David Durenburger (MN-Senate)
Tim Penny (M1-01)
Doug Stephens (lL-18)
Paul Simon (IL-24)
Bob Kastenmeier (WI-02)
Don Pease (0H-13)
Sidney Yates (IL-09)
Skip Schwerdtfeger (IL-16)
ies Asp/n (WI-OI)

Lane Ev.ns (1L-17)
.Iohin Owinn (IL-19)

Bob Carr (MI-06)
-ls¢trd Wolpe (MI-03)

D.avid Bonior (Ml-12)
Don Rit,le (MI-Senate)
Ste eM'ne-m.u (MI-OS)
Ild KIIJ,',-((MI-07)
II-trold Waii.ihnmon (Mt-OI)

Amount

$ 133.92
15.67

$ 149.59

14.50
1.63

$ 16.13

$ 618.08
121.36
85.18

121.37
584.30

85.19
261.60
263.13
107.42
159.85
124.76
88.59

$ 2,620.83

$ 172.53
75.60

201.25
225.99
226.06

3.53
3.53

18.83
174.22
44.17
63.94
181.06
871.53

6.93
43.82

202.63
121.72
434.65
261 .43
629.05
24.70
6.91
1).ql

40.64,

Primary/
General

General
General

General
General

124.98 Primary
General
General
General

317.35 Primary
General

136.25 Primary
Primary

15.82 Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary

Aggregate
Year-to-dato

$ 4vm.%J k4~ ot4
4f,~al

493.10 General

266.95

1

General
General
General
General
General
Primary
Primary
Primary
General
General
Primary
Genera1

662.42 Pri mary
General
Primary
General
General
Primary
Primary
Pr i ma rv

c.,,ncralI
C. .ncr. I
(:cner.I

;vno.r.4

General

L25.35 General
313.13

91.60 Runoff

9.53
9.53

249.22
299.17

209.11 General
11.93
63.82

287.63
17e..72

1,008.83
913.93

1,383.71

26.7

AMENDED

CC

Attachment to page 10-of 12 for line number 21,
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MONTHLY REPORT FOR SEPTDMU, 1982 ANMED

Candidate/State

G. (CONTINUED FROM PAGE b)

Cardiss Collins (IL-07)
David Obey (WI-07)
Bill Clay (MO-01)
Bruce Vento (MN-04)
Martin Sabo (lN-05)
Vin Weber (MN-02)
Cene Wenstrom (M0-07)
Bob Shamansky (O-12)

TOTAL

H. Paul Sarbanes (MD-Senate)
Pat Schroeder (CO-Ol)
Tom Harkin (IA-O5)
Bob Kastenmeier (WI-02)
Tom Daschle (SD)
Pat Williams (MT-01)
Don Bonker (WA-03)
Ted Wilson (UT-Senate)
Francis Farley (UT-2)
Tim Penny (,N-01)
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate)
Reid Hughes (FL-04)
Robert Mrazek (NY-03)
Jeff Bingaman (NM-Senate)
Melvin Levine (CA-27)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)
Jerry Patterson (CA-38)
Howa;rd Berman (CA-26)
James Clark (NC-i)
Sieve Neal (NC-05)
John Spratt (SC-05)
Phillip Burton (CA-05)
Vin Weber (M2-02)
Sidney Yates (IL-09)

TOTAL

Amount

$ 40.64
27.01

533.70
251.78
230.12

17.09
17.09

179.32

Primary/
General

General
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
General

Aggregate
Year-to-date

$

$ 192.00
212.00
452.00
333.00
49.00

134.00
53.00

198.00
125.00
64.00

380.00
61.00
80.00

230.00
383.00
44.00
81.00

209.00
400.00
400.00

30.00
514.00

30.00
30.54

$ 4,684.54

Primary
Primary
General
Primary
General
General
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

4f-wA Primary

1. Robert Mrazek (NY-03)
Eth.an ld,,n (NN-/01)

Dick Ottlniter (NY-20)

TOTAl.

$ 33.49 j. 4 p, General
.24.17 a

1 Sh fig iG:neral

$ 414.34

129. lb
358.09

I ,441 .t

1 ,1 30.94701.78
480.12

762.55
1

2

,396.94

269.64

85.83
,930.49
245.34

521.37
375.18
615.19

47.09
2,4b3.00 Cw1

64r 7

Attachment to page 10 of 12 for line number 21.
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SCHEDULE B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS
LINE 'UV~tR.Z
S seara" sPhlla C I I rlot rc"r

%SlunwoVo t r sa9 ~~,0r

%9%rnrn lovnaduan cord Ofi 0,99 lu9Apons ow dSeelmsw~es wmww not t oof wa. 6% dp nv pffm t 114p9p Pw I0 9' c"o'o"oCk'4#9' e.m.rnWnlote9

4 swrnurn(om pgoprnis. c0999ten 9909 th W I&P9 and&i0"Isof at poss'9'COVM*0 C' ~.lt 0I4 EWrn9h.94 10" %I% co9~rVw9*olf

ka-~fln ul CAjr~w strllio4n Ill

I SIERRA CLUB COMTTEEfU04 POLITICAL EDUCATION

A. FPUl awe. M~sawq Addmo m - ZP Caf tDs.w.wiribrot-wv mvt

Sierra Club .ffent to %?*OrthWCst Off iC%! fkoLv.vn.r

530 Bush Street xpnsstinl behalf of (soe
San Francisco, CA 94108 P,7cma'934 $ 333.10

B. F.u Name. Mash.., Add.m an ZIP Code

Sierra Club
530 Bush Street/
San Francisco, CA 94101

C. Full Names. Maolotq Ad*e. ornOZPV Co"

Sierra Club
S30 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 941 8

pnt ftir S.. California oft la.rner
<xnser. pribeha l f t(sve

IMD-%wffw~flt t PrnvO J 9-30-M2

Frn t ~ ,trfu reimburse-
~nt to Sacramento Office
~r expenses on behalf of,
ap %~mttCh'n-r)ssa

lwtwf"lote y

D-Utnurn'."1-'il 1hq Porn..rnl

$ 3240

Date rmonth. ^Amio f EaoLch

daw. year I orsbutscrnt Tito% r,...w,9

9-30-82
p -

4.

N

K

-E. Full Name. Manlngrn Addresa and ZIP C

Sierra Club 5
530 Bush StreetA.
San Francisco, CA 9410rk41/

'*G. Full Name, Marngn Addew and ZIPI

Russ Shay/
6014 College Avenuef
Oakland, CA 94618

$ 179.21

Amnouri of Ea~ch
Orstsuuwert iThis FiPttonj

I$ 467.88

pu' tDjec~rireimbu Se"! .10. tv l0c..h. A-owu't of Eocr) meIntto No. Plains Of fiec a.va Dsvwes T# tro
)for expenses on behal1f o ds n? ~me. h~ r'r

(~s,-cc a tchment) .~ 9-30-82 S I1.298.65

npuw f at esz,o.rn"vni reitmburse- Mile lmonth. Amsouwt t f Echnt t o Sout hwest Of fice. for
e pense-%n behalf of (see l55l lumn9TrP,0c

Drnbr.~~fl9.f Prgee ~9-30-82 $ 663.08

Putrowof D9 O.U...e1nt reimburse Date rnrinl. A ~~t09Each
B exenses on behalf of9 Phil , DbumtTnsPFO
Bton (CA-OS) campaign

9-30-82 $ 6.44
O,.burnsemenl for. 7P,,m&#V X 0.ree

M Other fi c' LoeI

M. Full Name. Manlrng Adden and ZIP Cod 'powe o, D,wrjvwmwent reimburse wte imont"'*
SAalif/Nevada Office for S~~

Sierra Club jne,. & blof ?hil
530 Bush Street Bro CUJCm3.~

San Francisco, CA 94108 D#SbwrServVftnto'f- PIIM~., XGenv'a' 9-30-82
=01t. ISICrn10

OrnSbrWet Tm,s Persoc

$ 244.74

1. Full Nam* Mainlinng Addreu and ZIP Code Puloose or D-so...semenl reimburse- 0.:. .mons9h.. Anlo..r. of Ech

Sierra Club ment for labels & lists a. verI 04 b,.rnterrentTh Pe..cJ

530 Bush Street on behalf of (see-attachment)
San Francisco, CA 94108 ,,buwMenf 0' *.-'lofna nee 9308 $ 276.95

SUBTOTAL of Drnsbtserieni ToTs t peeIitrn~j I......... ............. ........ ..................... $ 69140*3r. 1 3

TOTAL This Person Ernest pvee' ;his lonenne tC r ni . . . . . . . . .. . .

9

0. Full Name. Manloq Addrew and ZIP Code P jrpm @9 .uwusemnent reimburse.- Dale 'mont"r.

Sierra Club taff tine on behalf of Phil davear I

530 Bush Street 5A ~~,urton (CA-OS)-.j 9-30-82
San Francisco, CA 9418Ij tsw t ot. Pf frrv Xery pan

0100 #%ot' t '

4

An",%wott of Lwll

D-%isuna-ttv The% Pooocl

P7

oin

F. Full Name. Matnlgr Addem and ZIP
Sierra Club/
530 Bush Street (
San Francisco, CA 941 8

IN



Attachment to page 11 of 12 for line number 21.

KMNTHY REPORT FOR SEPTEBER* 1982 AM'DED

Cand ida t e/St ate

A. 1Larry Ann Willis (OR-02)
Larry ILnRocco (ID-02)
Rath McFarland (OR-05)

TOTAL

e. £;orge Brown (CA-36)
.erry PIatterson (CA-38)
.trrv Brown (CA-Senate)

Anthony Beilenson (CA-23)

1tward Berman (CA-26)
Melvin L.evine (CA-27)
llenry Waxman (CA-24)
Ed Roybal (CA-25)
Cus Hawkins (CA-29)

Esteban Torres (CA-34)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)

TOTAL

• - C. Rick Lchm.an (CA-18)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)
Melvin Lecvine (CA-27)

TOTAL

Amount

$ 113.00
96.35

123.75

$ 333.10

$ 473.59
812.17
809.91
103.91
207.82
207.82
103.91
51.96
51.95
122.59
318.45

$ 3,264.08

$ 116.3h
50.28
12.57

$ 179.21

Primary/
General

General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

Aggregate
Year-to-date

$ 1,915.67
2,350.46
2.017.41

$ 2,591. 38
1,077.66
2,635.63

129.65
442.56

379.65

General
General
General

530.49
630.76

E. Dick Fellman (NE-02)
Roger McDaniel (WY-Senate)
Pat Williams (MT-01)

Byron Dorgan (ND)
Tom Dischle (SD)

TOTAL

F. Jan Hartke (NM-01)

Francis Farley (UT-02)
Ted Wilson (UT-Senate)
Jeff Bingaman (NM-Senate)
Bill Richardson (1hy-03)

TOTAL

1. .lames Weaver (OR-04)
Gone Tackett (CA-17)

TOTAL

551.97
714.25

8.11
8.11

16.21

$ 1,298.65

$ 8.35
248.41

71.85
95.23

239.24

$ 663.08

$ 180.95
96.00

$ 276.95

General
68.74 Primary

General
General
General

Primary
26.18 Primary

General
General
General

$ j187 5.67
645.51% 2,709.55

321.11

222.23 '373.41
528.84

General
General

%.o 3

L . - *" - - , .. . , . .. . .- ---. -- -- . . .. - . ... . am -
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0SCHEDULES8 ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS
,jtv 12ol 12iii. to#,n

SuLmway .' 

Ait% follormisoi, Cewused foam such Reports Ono tatremenyts montsm lsssold or sw" by anv person lo~,t I" puitefutisit vtsi% 'lidCOntiibutir nt t9 oo

C4"Istw'%rcial Siuisi.oth, ~ler Ilign uiq th' is "moranatlt s5 of ~ env 0ti4col committee to solicit Cnest..boubmslor frt U s 4hi wnt"l'Ie'

N.u...,'ol Coum'ume'e letn ll

SIERRA CLUB COM.MITTL,ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

A. F wit Name, Maceng Addree end ZIP Code 'Peu '1ow C Dsburyommi reimburge~- I).... - Ae'iepung ut

SIs'rra Club mL.I4  ie t for expenses on b-natfIV.V'1 60owoOtTlsfto
50Bs Stet'f(see attachment) 2"'~ I,.,e~m',1~P.,S3( Buh tret : - 9-30-81 S 658.72

San Francisco, CA 94108 'PIN fhturment IC, lot mArt o ,(G.An..rm I

It. I sll Name. Mailing Adde. and ZIP Cq .-- _Pu siwof CIDosuetent reimbursee- Uoite' wnti, Amn.'.im itI jee'

Sierra Clubrt afr travel ex ansj#
530 Bush Street ~9-30-8 $ 997.74**
San Francisco, CA 94108 f~a.'eei or-KPI teT..~neI(249.00)

C. Full Name. Mailing Adde. and ZIP Code Puwrosow of Disbursemewni Date I monthf. Amnount Lo
t 

Lac"'

0ev. velto D,,burtvrmien, 1I'..Pv',.0jj

Deasteetnent lot. Preiriatv Ge'nhral

clhoer (IWeCvl.

0. Full Name. Mailing Addies and ZIP Co* Purswie of Disbursemiuvnt Date Ainont. Arnnunt of Ejcn
to day, veer I 'Disbursement This Periodi

IDstpurswrrent for j'Pr.na1V .:G,..'..a1a
* Ot"." ISD.' lv I

E. Full Name. Madelng Address and ZIP Code PulO of Desbwgseminngoitv lli..? Amount of Eac"

clav. veal I flmituowment This FPef0d

F. Full Name. Mailing Addren and ZIP Cod* Purpow of01Deobustnint Dite 1191fiewitli Amtoumt of Eac'.

Wly. VVJI I l~jobtiw.'Wft This Pero

CD 0th.', ISuecety

G . Full Name. Mailing Addres and ZIP Code Purpose of ew owbueseeet Dt'm., i~utu et

r I uij. ew I D,b,wlrwvnt Trees PC'.0

Fisbu, srrnent tar iPilmaiv nea
:3 tet spi ecilvie

H. Full Natme, Mailing Address and ZIP Coda Purpose o1 D'urse'ent 'Uji.n. ~ A..~

49a%. *Coa'I Do~te,.'evt I" uP.',.0

JDisbuwwmrnIIv ' Pinj'y t.Corn-a-
* Ot)her IlWsuicII

I. Full Name. Mailing Addes anti ZIP Coos Puipus.'Of1D'suuise~mcnt IIjoIC 0Iiut ' A"'clot a-@%

loibuwsrrnent lot . Ps't" 'r meie'a.

SUSTOTAL iiU..iwnvtt Ii5Paep. IoiO..' .

TOTAL Ille rt.011 lest u'.p to%-$soin* uqwfpm-eiI .,

S4.' s .n4 q.

16
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Attachment to page 12 of 12 for line number 21,

PKNTHLY REPORT FOR SEPTEMBER, 1982 AHMED

Candidate/State Amount

A. Byron Dorgan (ND) $ 5.00

Tom Daschle (SD 5.00

Phillip Burton (CA-05) 30.00

Les Aucoin (OR-03) 443.70

James Weaver (OR-O4) 126.00

Paul Sarbanes (MD-Senate) 34.02

Howard Netzenbaum (OH-Senate) 7.50

Tony Hall (O-03) 2.50

Don Pease (OH-13) 2.50

John Seiberling (O--13) 2.50

Dennis Eckart (OH-11) 2.50

Bob Shamansky (O-12) 2.50

TOTAL

~1~
TA

Primary/
General

General
General
General
Primary
General
Primary
General
General
General
General
General
General

Agregate
Year-to-date

$ 352.61
1,788.18
6,817.75
896.Ri

5,206,95
1,659.97
854.22
225.49
234.02

1,529.03
278.96
727.29

$ 658.72

r0s4

B. Toby Moffett (CT-Senate) $ (249.00)**

Robert Stafford (VT-Senate) 331.64 Primary

Barney Frank (tA-04) 29.20 Primary

George Mitchell (ME-Senate) 58.40 General

Bill Curry (CT-06) 98.00 Primary

Jan Hartke (NM-01) 115.75 General

Jeff Bingaman (1*-Senate) 115.75 General

4,288.432,358.15
1,537.94
2,039.04

391.78
841.50

$ 997.74
(249.00)

748.74

**See line 15. note

TOTAL



SCH~EDULE B

- (j~~j~f~p ~.. ~j Page.:!.... of .fr
LINE NUMBER

ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS (USe separate schedulelS) for each
category of the Detaiied

*aggregate y-t-d for Patterson:$1,413.37, for Martinez $ 698 .35 uimmary Page)

Any information copied from such Reorts and Statements may not be sold or used by any person for the purpose of soliciting contributions or for
Commercial Purposes. other then using the name and address of any political committee to solicit contributions from such committee.
Name of Committee (in Full)

SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

A. Full Name, Mailing Addres and ZIP Code Purplsq of Di burserpen COSN Dale (month, Amount of EachSierra Club .mai/n 1 h~sonbeaf
Sai 1"A g I s on be I , year) Disbursement This Period

530 Bush Street on the following candidat~s see attached)
San Francisco, CA 94108 Disbursmentfor: OPrimary KGeneral 10/13/82 $ 563.24

0 Other (specify): I I
B. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri butI 0 Rate (month, Amount of Each
Barney Frank for Congress
P.O. Box 260 to Barney Frank (-4 day. year) Disbursement This Period

P.. oxvi , MA22160 aggregate y-t-a = ,158.1 0Newtonville, MA 02160 L Disbursementfor: OPrimary XGeneral 10/13/82 2,000.00
0 Other (specify): I

C. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contril Out 0 5ate (month. Amount of Each
Batchelor for Congress to Dick Batchelor (FL-5) day. year) Disbursement ThisPeriod

aggregate y-t-d$1,159.85O rlando , FL 328 02 Di h r s~ cf ) 1 0 0 0
Di ansbursement for: 0 Primary )General 10/382 1000.00

0. Full Name. Mailing Addreo and Z e Pu ose of Disbursement ex enses I Date (month. Amount of Each
Barbara Blake Bo ulva 0 o .&. Paterson I day. year) Disbursement This Period--.2410 Beverly Boulevar Su te #3.1 jV q
Los AngelesCA 90057 Disbursement for: OPrimary XGenera, 10/13/ 503.57 o

1Other (specify):
E. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri bu i Dke (month, Amount of Each
Bob Shamansky for Congress Committee to Bob Shamansk (OH-12) day. year) Disbursement This Period
P.O. Box 15668 aggregate y-t-d= ,727.29_.
Columbus, OH 43215 Disbursement for: C Primary %General 10/13/82 1,000.000 0 Other lspecifv): I
F. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri but "ODate (month, Amount of Each
Dorgan for Congress to Byron Dorgan (ND) 1 day. year) Disbursement This Period. aP.O. Box 871 .ag gregate y-t-d=$ 1 &352.-6.1Bismarck, ND 58501 brsege fot: = Prma 3 2Genera 10/13/82 1,000.00

P Other (soecifv):

G. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri bUt 0Date (month, Amount of Each
,Doug Walgren for Congress to Doug Walgren (PA-18) day. year) Disbursement This Period
10th Floor, Frick Building of 10/13/82 100.00
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 Disbursement for: aPrimary )'General 1

H. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of DisbursementCOntri b noate (month. Amount of Each

Eldon for Congress Committee to Ethan Eldon (NY-i) day. ver) Disbursement This Period
2229 Route 112
Coram, NY 11727 Disbursement for: OPrimary )General 10/13/82 500.00

O3 Other (specifv):
I. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri bu i ofe (month. Amount of Each

Friends of Les Aspn to Les Aspin (W-i) day. year) Disbursement This Period
P.O. Box 211 agregate y-t-di-$313.82
Racine, WI 53401 Disbursement for: OPrimary 4 Genera 10/13/82 250.00

0 Other Ispecifv)

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (optional ................................................... $6916.81

TOTAL This Period (last Page this line number only) . ................................. ..... . .. $



Attachment to Page 5 of 9 for line number 21,

Twelfth day report preceding U.S. General Election

A. Weber, Vin (MN), $3.51; aggregate year-to-date-$50.60

Spratt, John (SC), $4.37; aggregate y-t-d=$ 619.56
Waxman, Henry, (CA-24), $91.85; aggregate y-t-d=$ 471.50
Berman, Howard, (CA-26), $92.48; aggregate y-t-d=$535.04
Levine, Mel (CA-27), $198.05; aggregate y-t-d=$ 828.81
Ottinger (NY-20), $64.62
Mrazek, Robert (NY), $35.15; aggregate y-t-d-$164.31
Wayne Dowdy (MS-4), $31.51; aggregate y-t-d-$649.59

Larry LaRocco (ID), $11.70
Cardiss Collins, (IL-7), $30.00; aggregate y-t-d=$160.64

total = $563.24
*all are for general elections

ion

Op



ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTSSCHEDULE B
Page 4,7 of 9 for
LINE NUMBER
(Use separate scheule(sl for each

category of the DIItil
Summary Page)

Any information coied from such Reports and Statements may not be sold or used by any Person for the purpose of soliciting contributions or forcommercial purposes. other then using the nalme and address of env Political committee to solicit contributions from such committee.

Nam o Cmmtte inFul)SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

A. Full Name, Maliling Addfes aind ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contribM-)u t# It month, Amount of Each

Return George Brown to Congress to Geo. Brown (CA-36) day. YearI Disbursement This Period
Committee agaregate v-t-d=S2,691 .50

P.O. Box 1421 Disbursement for: OPrimary J.Gneral
Riverside, CA 92506 0 Otherlspocifv): 10/13/82 $ 60.00

B. Full Name. Mailing Addre and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement ma ili ng I Date Imonth. j Amount of Each
Doug Shakel expense on behalf of Pat day. year) Disbursement Ths Perio d
Box 4166 Bosch (AZ-3) _
Tucson, AZ 85717 Disbursement for: ClPrimary XGeneral

000 1 Other (specifv): 10/13/82 I 600.00
C. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement sti f ti m Date (month. Amount of Each
,Sierra Club & cost of mailing abels In d V. Year) Disbursement T is Period

530 Bush Street behalf of candidates listed (see attached list7
San Francisco, CA 94108 Disbursementfor: OPrimarv (General 10/13/82" 2,829:17

___ 0 Other Ispecifv):
D. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri buti pnote (month, Amount of Each

Tackett for Congress to Gene Tackett (CA-17) day, year) Disbursement This PeriodP.O. Box 545 -d=$ O
McFarland, CA 93205 aisbursement for: Pr= 1,09enerai

0 [ Other (specify):10 3/25 .0

.E. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement cont ri Ut1 rbate (month. Amount of Eacn
Thomas Daschle for Congress Comm. to T. Daschle (SD) day,Year) DisbursementThisPeriod
P.O. Box 9656 aggregate__-t-d-$2,292•1:'
Sioux Falls, SD 57101 rageaeytd2221Siox Flls SD 5711Disburseent for: OPrimary N Onera, 10/13/82 500.00

_ _ _ _ _ _ _0 Other soecify):
F. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contribU utOrbate (month. Amount of Each
Weaver for Congress to Weaver (OR-4) day. year Disbursement ThisPeriod
P0 Box 3287 aggregate y-t-do 59206.95
Eugene, OR 97403 Disbursementfor: OPrimary AGenera 1

__0 Other (soecifv): 10/13/82 1150.00
G. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement contri butiorpate lmonth. Amount of Each
c.Wenstrom Volunteer Committee. to Gene Wenstrom (MN-7) day. year) Disbursement This Period
P.O. Box 1077 aRgregate y-t-d-$1,017.09
Elbow Lake, MN 56531 Disbursementfor: OPrmary General 10/13/82 1,000.00

o Other (specify):
H. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement media ads ,Date (month. Amount of Each

Craven Young on behalf of Stallings day. year) Disbursement This Period
Box 808 I (Tn-?) aggregate v-t-dL$1,400.00
Ketchum, ID 83340 Disbursement for: OPrimaryXGeneral i 200.00

_0 Other (specify):
I. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: C Primary C General
0 Other (soecifv):

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (optional . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$6,839. 17

TOTAL This Period lst page this line number on ). .. ... . ...... ......... ...... .. .... ....



• ie //-l3/ z IPo4.AMENDED

Attachment to Page 7 of 9 for line number 21,

Twelfth day report preceding U.S. Gneral Election

C. Ottinger, Dick (NY-20), $280.30; aggregate y-t-d-$i,786.60

Mitchell, George (ME-S), $1,145.12; aggregate y-t-d-!2,683.06
Stafford, Robert (VT-S), $410.46; aggregate y-t-dn$4,698.89
McHugh, Matt (NY), $58.66; aggregate y-t-du$68.66

Lechner, Ira (VA), $74.88
DeConcini, (AZ-S), $130.10

Lantos, Tom (CA-11), $244.00; aggregate y-t-d-$1,244.00
Bosch, Pat (AZ-3), $18.00; aggregate y-t-d=$618.00

Yates, Sidney (IL-9), $109.00; aggregate y-t-d=12,752.00

Stephens, Doug, (IL-18) $8.00; aggregate y-t-du$437.22
2Evans, Lane (IL-17) $8.00; aggregate y-t-d=$1,325.63

Daschle, Tom (SD), $4.00
Eldon, Ethan (NY-i), $19.00; aggregate y-t-d=$877.09
Burton, Phil, (CA-5), $199.00; aggregate y-t-d=$7,496.75
McFarland, Ruth (OR-5), $62.91; aggregate y-t-d=$2 ,080.82
Walgren, Doug (PA-18), $57.74; aggregate y-t-dz$357.74

CC total = $2,829.17

*all are for general elections

'2j
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ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS&- SCHEDULE B
LiONE NU1610E

catfco.0"fitn.'Lfotii

~i ontiion co0iel tromm suh NOW49and Statements mjy nt lbi 5tji or1 wd bv env Persntoo low pufiious sot....c-qiii.j comft* ibut *it ..

4 1,i@Y Iil tiuffloses* otner then wsonq ttP.oname and er ut at~ivloseticai commit,.e 90 lwicit C0oolitifols 90%. iI ctV'.-o.9flo...

%)ii, tI Colvittef tin Fulli

SIERRA CLUB COMtIITTEF. oN POLITICAL EDUCATION

00A. # wll Nae eMailing AddVeeMand ZIP Codo . ' Iuisiw is' utDooburs..m..nreimburse ,cao i ~vlis. Aenta6,,9 to L.It.'t
Jtames W., Clarke t1 ~ixrpnses on hehialf of ta i IsIs N1
-402 Burgundv Drive ieBre (D0)cmpi Of b~mi~ttu*

Rt'ckville, re20850 Y-L-duS540.88 $ .3
Rockville. D 20850 nohurwonqnt lot IPs sonirV nnol 10-1-82 $ 1.

0. Full Name. Mailing AddetNd ZIP Code Puesuov.ii .to sht~leown i rint jng l1jit., ontft. Aii %10 .. ..

Ston stret P intng xpense .'i ttc)., Iof Paul it.). Vs AtI nfle%b.Jf%oi., its .t %%Sroneiree PritingSarbanes (KD-S) c.ampaign607 Sit. Stonestreet Ave. - n~~ 75
Rockvill e, MD 20850 tntPvf .41101I, D3GO.nwoof

00 C. F witl eNe. Mailing Addre and Z IP Code pursou of 1etu...ntre imbu rse- u..,.. emrtnt. Amuunt (it fjlcn
mcnt oft phmnco expenses on hsr.olSierra Club behalf or NOta Sarbanes (M-)M)~au 0su".,n

330 Pennsylvania Ave. S.E. -Caw 3-04 -5-82 45.53
1 Washington. D.C. 20003 Digiu..ilt.cl~ ."aj GeJ.

0. Full Namne, Matling Addreoi and ZIP Code Pugphtywoot Oebu,ei...nt secretari 11 l)..t nionth.I Ansount of Ej.cft
416 Secretarial Service, Inc. expense on belialf of Paul, O1Dhu?,CPYieni Th,1sPt,.oEI416 ungefordDriv. Sute 24 Srbanes (4MD-S) campaignI

416 ungef.rdDriv, Sute 24. 10-6-82 j 9.00
Rockville, MD 20850 DISI)MI,,L.! fz, .*'finary Z~irnal

0tIh.. *f#i.wC61* I

I. Full Namte. Mailing Addreu and ZIP Code Pu'i'ow of UDibu.r.'.n.nt Po)stage 0it. Aniount of Eacts
Plostmaster-RokilD expense o7 beh~lf of Paul! db t-si Dsivmn t.sPtRockill, ~Sarbanes (MD-S) campaign 041rfnn~rs..o
Rockville, MD) 20850 ~1--2 I 200

F. Full N~ame. Mailing Adle and ZIP Code

James W. Clarke
402 Burgundy Drive
Rockville, 'MD 20850

G. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code

James W. Clarke
402 Burgundy Drive
Rockville, M 20850

M4. Full Na~me MaIling Addrem and ZIP Code

.3mes W. Clarke
40)2 Burgundy Drive
Roctkville, MD 20850

*Pumuso f atDisu'tsevvint reimburse ;Oife Intonth.
phone expenses on behalIf ibfp
Tom Evans (DE) campIaiaw

......................................10-6-82Distl-triemerIt tor .;Pt~nijntu.*ii

*Purvowr of 0.tu,,mc, treimburse ;Dae moh

ghone expenses on behalf of*b Wise (W-03) campaign: djijr
aggregate y-t-dS27,2b3.87

Desb~senentlot Ptiarv XMeneral
- 0tvh., W tylov

Pute of ist utsement re imburse ,ualle smooltl.
phone expenses on behalf in a~eo
Parren Mitchell (MD-07) campaign

Distosen~n to 7:flljrv10-6-82

Amount at £jcn

5.50

Amoun7t am

5.89

Disthurttemnt Tti- Period

6.00

1. Full P&~e. Mailing Addjm and Zip Code Pu'&iJt Ot Dspuerttimn i itbursO ,J).ve Iftialith. Amoit )i, ' jrn
.lllSWClrephoetcpense tin beha 3i nf o I Dsiwmn O-sPtoW. Clarunv rve aul Sarbanes MD-S) campai vdI OsbmntT.P.,

L'okvj lie * MD20850 for .n . Xf;.i~.i10-6-82 12. 14

SUBTrOTAL ..t -notsTt..s Pws,...l~~.497

P" Oilwow 1%.1 19%0 -40m.r-
'Oa 0L i.P.. *atU.i.i. E I

~A6

C

79i

I-

cj

r

(

I



SCHEDULE A
01

Mpg.Y040 I "Ak 4:- f kteM

Any information Copied from such Reports or Stnemenu may not be sold or used by any Pers for the purpose of soliciting contributions or for

I .. A ,,4em. M ,- u NnAflip cf ' mml es ta 20lel contributions from such committee.
commercial Purposes._-3 o|Ir 11nWr u~ ,s r s a W w , •N v, , ,,,-

Name of Committee (in Full)
SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDC ATION

A. Full Name. Malling Addres and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date lmonth. Amount of Each

Sierra Club day. year) Receipt this Period

530 Bush St.
San Francisco, CA 94108 .... 11-2-82 $14,500.79

Receipt FcfefundD rSsccoV'1AE 1inis- .____
(IXOther (specify): AX t.,ti" i a 3 - Aggregate Year-to-Dae-S ,_

S. Full Name, Mailing Adidress and zfipd at ion, & Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

fundraising expenses in the per od 
day Year) Receipt This Period

Jan-May, 1982.
Occupation '(

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

0 Other (specify): Aggregate Yer-to-Date-S

C. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

Name of Employer

occupation

Aaareaate Year'to-Date-S

Dae Imont
day. year) Receipt This Period

D. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Receipt This Period

Occupation

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

0 Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Date-S ,,

E. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt This Period

Occupation

Receipt For: 0 Primary D General

C Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Date-S

F. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt This Period

Occupation

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

o Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to Dte-S

G. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt This Period

Occupation

Receipt For: 0 Primary D General

0 Other (specify): Aggregate Year.to.Date-S

SUBTOTAL of Receipts This Page (optional)r o ........................................................

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only).................................................

N

C_

I

0

C
C

LINE NUMBER -
(Use separate scheteulels) for each

category of the Detailed
Summary Page)

OWL.-

Occupation



SCHEDULE 8 ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS LIN# NUMSI R ..
IA*wp-'&I* "W~GOVIVISO 0w eae

L4014owv of eto t.olow,.d
5UW M I ,

':L.....w...wln CEwngIuUM 65KPAW S OSwitoeaenIS "Ma nof beIeiSold so "byany Dpel bc SO* Ihwlsnie @ of %aeIotnq eantroes,.op lotPurows 0104"WWO fMt MeeMI eand 8eihkrS of Wnv hmjshaI e~ow.... .*.*u... '.-- A.
ofm 0A11 CMm 6" iill .

SIERRA CLIB-)MM*ITTEE 0o.4 POLITICLEDUCeATION
A. Fueln*.iWMailingAdm nd WZIP Caft L 1 ' mmof Onbu,,vmn, reimburse,
Sierra Club .18M 7  I ff time on behalf of
530 Bush Street ~,~l e attachment)
SAn Francisco, CA 941 8 *-*--mnifor-I .--.8 buseien, ee JP Ma.. r f... 10-

o PurPOle0 eAwt Du"O~wni con tr I bu- Date nonth.
tion to Cone' Tackett (CA-I 7 )da.,,
campaign 

-
1gw"P~Tq~~sea 1 10 2282

,Von $40is tooL*P'Wlt"5

la. vvP.

01. "--22-o2

*,, &.aW~l f hPd

3eb~v,1 Th.50 io

I A ttw ou. s4 q .1 aCh

500.00

0. Full Nam&M. 10810VAddres &W dZ W CO"
Torres f or Congress
15960 Maplegrove St.
La Puente, CA 91744

E.- Full Name. Meag~ Addo and ZIP Co"s
Yates for Congress
421 W. Melrose
Chicago, IL 60657

Patpou., 01Desturenw'nt cant ribu- Owae lmonti.Ition to Robert Tallon (SC- dav.,,earl06) campaign1
Dissursrmnntfor .:ftoniv yX~weeral 10-22-82

Puruoae of Dolbulwwent contribu- joat.Imonith.
-tion to Esteban Torres (cl av.vYea, I
L39 campaign

Diswiemnt o#1UPC,,l1,V XKwnpal10-22-82
.1%OlOr ~eILCSVI

,Pv~llo, 4. Of ls srnetcon tr ihU- IOewlic-tion to Sidney Yates(Iq9 d
campaign a.vaI

* 'Shupgeelvent for -;PJsarv x(,teevol10-22-82~

AMounI t E

DoishuremnThes Piet"o

1,000.00
Ain~unt oW E..ch

IDosburtement The$ Petoo

250.00

* Amount of Each,
Dishurtomero t n, 1 w

500.00F. Full Namne. Masling Addees and ZIP COd
Spinal Column
7196 Cooley Lake Road
Union Lake, MI 48085

G. Full Name. mailing Adde and ZIP Cod.
Barbara Boxer for Congress.
P.O. Box 4881
San Francisco, CA 94101

P*PU Ofp~ea 0,u,,,i",* med ia ad DOte eniofth.)expense on behalf of Bob 'u
Carr (MI-Ob) campaign
Owbb)ertemenj tt, r.:PfIMrv )(G.XcIJ-I-10-22-82

t: Other IlwsI:

I Pfow o Osbowm-tcon trjbu- Datce montn.I~on for publishing matertal%avVdIr
on behalf of Barbara Boxer
t(CA- 6). L,.mign_

I Dabueeme~eor flr~m.,)0-22-87

HI. Full NAme* .Ma1long Addreos and ZIP C Puoe0 b~nflribre Oaee~nn in.ttoBarbara lake 1 b."Cr o,epenseCASnabe alf f err gg~2410 Beverly Blvd., 5u4~~~w C-eaeapit
Lou Angeles, CA 90057 N, ~tusnetl# P~~avXwneai1-68 ~6.97

Other lsDjC&VlI.Full NmeMalqAenAwb.ZIP COW Putom of 9Dsussreinnt c ont r Lbu. nap. t- -

Amount of Each~

488.88

Amnount eat Each

I )Ib te e tT ht, Pc.Od

Dowdy for Congress
915 Delawa.re Ave.0
MctComb, MS 39648

tion to Vaynti Dowdy (MS.04) aj,.b9~tl
campa Ign

* Dol~a.,menl. ..P.ena, w as 10~

1,000.t 00

SUMIOAL of O~lwdow-inwats is#%.4 P 9 l.o"f ~I.. .

TOTAL 1,.., ,....*,, 10.11l~e gh.,I...q.114W t.~

* ~'~Ce-- 
p I

-0

I.

tI~II~

$ 7.St~S.~5

I

I
I

I

I

I

0, 41

g 404*
'.1 X

C. Fulil Name, Maalin Add*@% ndZIPCods

Tallon for Congress
P.O. Box 1982
Florence, SC 29503



SUBTOTAL

0 00

*Attachment to page 6 of 19 -for line number 2

POST-GENERAL ELECTION REPORT (10/14 -11/22) 1982

• ~ -. . . . . . . ... . : . . ,.. . . ... ... .

".. . .. ....... . , Primarl
Candidate/State ' Amount 'Genera

A. Wayne Dowdy (115-04) .174.21 Genera
John Sprott (SC-•) . . .34.57 Genera
Robert Tallon (SC-06) 69.14 GeneraJ
Dante Fascell (FL-19) $1 .85 Genera
George Sheldon (FL-09) 34.57 -Genera
Dick Batchelor (FL-OS) 51.85 Genetral
Gillis Long (LA-08) 69.13 General
James Clark (NC-Il) ' . 17. 28 Genera
Steve Neal (NC-OS) .69.14 General
Charlie Rose (NC-07) 51.85 - General
Albert Gore (TN-06) .69.14 General

L
L

L1
L
L
L
1
1

$ 692.73

Don Riegle (MI-Senate) $ 5.54
Bob Carr (MI-06) 7.75
Steve Monsma (MI-07) 41.86
George Crockett (1-13) 11.08
John Gwinn (IL-19) 25.35
Doug Stephens (IL-18). 10.75
Les Aspin (WI-01) 19.20
Lane Evans (IL-17) 23.31
Howard Metzenbaum (OH-Senate) 7.64
Sidney Yates (IL-09) 171.47
Dennis Eckart (OH-Il) 7.68
Bob Shanansky (OH-12) 3.84
Gene Wenstrom (MN-07) 3.84
Skip Schwerdtfeger (IL-16) 7.68
Bob Kastenmeier (WI-02) 39.57

SUBTOTAL $ 386.56

Reid Hughes (FL-04) 9.41
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate) 710.80.

SUBTOTAL $ 720.21

t~1
.4.

4
General
General
General 1A
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General

Les Aspin (WI-01)
Lane Evans (IL-17)
Doug Stephens (IL-18) .

John Gwinn (IL-19)
Ethan Eldon (NY-01)
George Mitchell (ME-Sen:,te)
Wayne Dowdy (MS-04)
Pat Bosch (AZ-03)
Frances Farley (UT-02)

45.00
61.00
55.00
89.00
49.00
273.00
60.00
98.00
125.00

**Ira Lechner (VA-10) 154.00

- -.Plr i. .e notv 't so t.,ch . nt to17 fit1 I9 for lfn,, pionh.r 21". "

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
GLnera

4 %

I
502.97

7 If' .0

A' nt I nie. --

*~:44hNOW E40 - PW~,&: . >~wrL

page a.

X.Z :

Ap~regate
year-to-date

540.79

C.

1.

~1



I

14. .Page b.

.. " ]P"OST-'EnERAL nEECTION REPORT (1.0/14 "I/22) 1911 ..82 ": "" "..

. .Primary/ Aggregate
Candidate/State Amotat General year-to-date

A. CONTINUED ... ..

Sidney Yates (IL-09) $ 247.00 General
Pete Stark (CA..09) 144.00 General .

SUBTOTAL $1,400.00

TOTAL OF CHECK $ 3,199.50

...

.......................... ... . •. .

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ...--"" - .. - . :
* . *.

%%~~I -~ _____________

4,-

0 41%

i'--i.



SCHEDULE 8 ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

Y..........................

ot

SUte "eorle icneu0,4 for em,

cate"GFof @1w 010181e4ai111

Smmwwar pawe

Aeav onformdton Colied loom Such ports and Statements& may m. b told geusd by any person foewool~o. sc~ fiotw~t~gcW'trebetlomw orrow'W"tfrcial murpotes. other than US~ne the natno owl addimt ail ano nahoteff-ffi a -- A .. a .. aa 'a 0 oorkhh &own ra..

A. Ful Name. maihetg Addnm aae-lp CO Po~ oit Desbwunwnt reimburse woo-t ion~onh. At.e,a, of oc

236 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o Sodne FisYv't45 F-6 ampaig ( 9 175.0
Ft. Yourdale FY 33301 1hhwnn fo - rnr, r i. 10-26-82 $ 200

00C. Full Name. Mailing Addees and ZIP Cod Punrpt Dosbunnwntrcontrbu-s ut inmontah. IAmout oit if ac
Richar Kaufmn eq).qpr_,,e tions ton behraln Wi Lasy day. year jollbouvsemit This 11.o-uLarrySn. ils for Congres :(0R) campaign 1 750

Ft.edfordale R 97501 6;zuv to, 7 Pr Wmayry Xc,.m , 110 26-82
U Othaet lfuwcof I

0. Full Name. Mailing Addrme and ZIP Ceode Puros)0, of Disburuement contribu-t Date imfonth, Arnownt ot each
Lcarlyand ~l~ for Congress tion to LRthn WcallnisR~ dayVer I 1 0eibwufemenThis Pirtow

152 SateSt ~,O5) campaign
Saefr, OR 9701 Dostu.,ementfor, UPromorV X-G..noa.. 11C0-26-82 I 100.00

i l Other 1specufyl:
E. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purixoseotofsuursem..nt medtia u1 06d Dto lrnonth, Amount of Each

New-uralCopayIxpns ton bhMcal n of R Tom. ye.ar Da~suufw'aent This Period
812 Orage St.5)cmag

Dfor~m, r. JPr.marv X.0e-erd. 10-16-82 2,170.00

E. Full Name. Mailin Address and ZIP Code.I Purpgtw of Dosljursemnn merit ad Date Ifit11h. Amount of Each
Qualityorntin Serpicy xpense on behalf of Tyo~ dv VPt I DishuiewYnt Th.iPieiod

Box 124 ~Evan (D) campaign ]
BlsarkND5802Disbuwaennor '11timryvCXenc,.a, 10-26-82 2,21.00

1! Othet 1sjWeify
F. Full Name. Maiing LAdes and ZIP COde Ipurpose ofot Dsenn prinbuine DOIV lmofith. Amvjiwnt of Each

eixSvrsnpse exnel o Byrn dy1ea isu w.kn1fqPe o2uaenny Lanne ohMfeteC-Snt)rvice~dl Dtufeat~4U,Oxford, ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ora CTD 083L.iLrr.(cmpa) ~ig .*b
B~ismack, ND58502 og)- Osbwiement for: D P Xvar cGeneas, 10-26-82 15.0

U Other lIpueefyJ
G. Full Name. Meeling Address and ZIP Code Purp ofa Disbutevment reimburse ' UDa'tmtfi.t Amwn of Fach

DsnyShfero ses oxpnsbehl of selul f do r -b~w"ITi ,c
2910eSye Drie 

___ _
Oforyd.vile C C 26830 Disbutuementior. :'lPeematy XGe'.ral 10-26-82 180

UI Other fspecelvI,
H. Full Name. Maling Addres and ZIP Code Purpow of Deswolaremnt reimburne iuo into-.a A^%6u,16 o'f tarn

Sie'rra Club taff time expense on be'half iiaw.~i.-arl 0%6ww-~TnP.4aa
S30 Bush Street r.;l4 .~ -- 9?P--
Sasn rralncIKoo, CA 9410 ~ ~u~nn'..P~n,*n~s10-26-82 . 1 .988.04

SUIITOTAL &A ~~.~el T1141 Page If.t.."s ............................ S

TOTAL Ii..n Pr..-a" 41,0 e sl ae qf4.6 Ion* 441mw 0"a~ 90....

I

I

)IC

zn'



Attachment to page 7 of 19 for 1ine number 21
POST-GENERAL ELECTION REPORT (10/14 . 11/22) 1982

i b m m o ,a ,l m~ m ~ n m m e l 4 m m m u m nm~,m m u o 0 t ~ m o m , n a a ~ r, o o o o o o o o o

Candidate/State

H. Bill Curry (CT-06)
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate)
James Howard (NJ-03)

TOTAL

I. Paul Sarbanes (MD-Sen.ste)
Mike Barnes (MD-08)
Parren Mitchell (MD-07)
Barbara Mikulski (M)-03)

SUBTOTAL

Anthony Beilenson (CA-23)
Howard Berman (CA-26)
Jerry Patterson (CA-38)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)

SUBTOTAL

Ethan Eldon (%Y-01)
Phil Burton (CA-05)

SUBTOTAL

TOTAL OF CHECK

Amount

$ 22.50
22.50
73.00

$ 118.00

$ 150.78
75.39
37.70
37.69

$ 301.56

$ 223.10
111.55
389.23
389.23

$ 1,113.11

$ 344.25
129.12

$ 473.37

$ 1.888.04

Priuary/
General

General
General
General

Aggregawte
Year-to-dat@

General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General

General
General

4I' - -- --------------
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SCHEDULE B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS
CSItOVV W(.0th. I~..

An111fltiuii6jtg.1 costeil Ioom swch Reoorts and Salmment, may not be sues ~f y n seso or t su sot *flot..tng cOnfifbuseimi a. tooi~4Iito,~,l iut)II,0th,. 1116"nuIehQ the natn.~e Willadttieqi 01 any sDo,# 'comtwnto UibltCOnjtuisoom % tuWli~rh'committee

SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

A.- Full Name. Mailing Addies and Zip C"

Si'erra Club
530 Busha Struct
San Francisco. CA 941 8

0. Full Nd.i.,Meein Add&* and ZIPC

Watercotirse Way
165 ChattninR Wayr
Patlo Altav, CA 94301

C. Fulit NOn., Mailing Addieft and Z I
Brooks Yeager
330 Peninsylvania Avenue S.
Washington, D.C. 20003

D. Full Namne. Mailing Add,, and ZIP Co S0

Yates fair Congress Committee
2922 North Clarke St.
Chicago, IL 60657

E. Full Name, Mesolirig Addueta and ZIP Code
ShelIdon for Congress
C/co Carol Browiter
1 318 Swann Avetiu
Tampa. FL 33606

F. Full Name, Masling Add.es and ZIP Code

Gojack for Congress
1484 CGlendale
Sparks. NV 89431

G. Full Name. Mailing Adduem and ZIP Code
Willis for Congress
724 So. Central #108
Medford, OR 97501

IPaPow of Dlsbutonw.nt reimburse
jStaff time on behalf of

0% ;(see attached)

Ifleshursuenlt, P. ""a'v entaI
"=t4 0Othetr Ispecoty

PJuioweotoD,tuvoe,,uuwnt rental ex-,
Pr ;e on behalf of (see

tt [5 hed)t,. mn~v~:

t1p sW.cjjtv I

Moior li'ioith. m,,, i j,

10-29-82
i-J

1 0-24-82

Ittf=DiShuwot reimburse Mie tC oinh.
"'esson behalf of Dick1  v vaDfinger (NY-20) campaign te.ei

Disbrsemnt tor Poma,, xroneral 10-29-82
0 .. .luvuv III

IPurspu 01t Dsbu,,eeoill tcant ribu-i oat* imonth.:tion to Sidney Yates (IL- day. yeaf
109) campaign ' -i

DI swrwrment for .:Pee'njr XG-ne,so 10-29-82
It Othor IscotV I

PUtujOW Of ODibucioen..ntcont r i bu- i jL).,t. ieth,
tion to George Sheldnn (M1-
09) campaign

jtPuruJ. 0 O Dsbwfwmen, con t r 1bu- ei,.uti

Iion to Mary Gojack (NV-02.)
lCampaign/aggregare y-r-d=~1 ,OSfl.t(I

Dost. e't ti, i,,av xiA,,1 i 10-29-82
11~ Other iiurC.tyt

Pw ull f ID-ut O stju e nt contrjbu- Djt,,! iielitti.
ftion to Larryann Willis
(OR-02) campaign -

F1uon t t 'u f (~n''10-29-82

$1,459.83

"4-11 I~ I jct.

250.00

Amount of Lacr'
DastvurStnmvntThu P,,.oo

Amount of Each
Disbursemnent This Ptr..0 d

500.00

An'oweo i (If cn

(Dshutwmerit Thqs P.-,.001

Anlow~nt of (act

* 750.00

* -hw wo&-i h.1 -a j

500.00
14
-. - - VW .Unejng &1OS oe I ode

Bingamain for Congress
506 - Znd Northwest
Albuquerque. N'.M 87101

IPurpow .of 0-mttuetnm tin t r i hu- , u. toti".

Sein to Jef f Bingaman (N-
i~nt)cmaign to retire' p rim.iry

IOsibulemnvent tor r.Psomate.*: Gqneiael10-29-~82

I OTAL o' fiDptuSMIo-S..c.nt ri buss,...%..i of to

' ~ .. -

1.000.00

I I

-AL.D,6.

I

I

-- l!

I

Full Naofta U..I.- Am .--
. rull Flavne- Maslons AAglss AohA 71D A

s-, tj.t'

Thq A .,CC

a

10-24-82

103.70
I - Other 4S&WC JV I



m

Candidate/State

A. Phil Burton (CA-05)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)
Gene Tackett (CA-17)
Richard Lehman (CA-18)
Bill Richardson (NM-03)

TOTAL

B. Norman Mineta (CA-13)
Don Edwards (CA-IO)
Tom Lantos (CA-i)

TOTAL

Amount

$ 89.34
17.24
126.40
50.28

1,176.57

$ 1,459.53

$ 83.33
83.33
83.34

$ 250.00

Primary/
General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

Aggregat e
Yea r-t o-date

1,786.32
166.64

Attachment to page 10 of 19 for line number 21.

POST-GENERAL ELECTION REPORT (10/14 - 11/2) 1982
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ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTSSCHEDULE 8

pa"e 1. of 19 fo
LIN* NUlME~
I4 li.Dstaa tedvce~st, geach

aCtos Ooflthe Detaileda
sumrea*ry Pag#$

Any OF1l0ftedtOh. CWWed tool'% uCh Reports and Stateernt, Smay not be esod or wwd bt any petigit lot 9t~qp"Xm oftoliciting constaobvis oAr ltrCommercial Ptulc~gi. 09Othe hn uwangthe name and addiege *I any .ojl#ca. comma, #tee to solte,, eonitrsbultonsfront esch conmmitto

Nae f omote lftF lfISIERRA CLUB COMM E ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

00A. Full Name. Maong Midre. and ZIP Coe.7 Put of Dn4wurwemnt re imburse I Doe . lnoc,,h. Amount of EachMichael Garabed ian Pxp ses on behalf of Ethait *ly yearl 1ceabureeen, maThisPerond

New York, NY 10017 swwm o :PeofoVX.l~w, 102-8- is 118.87
COthertIspecsov).

6. Full Name. Mailing Aurewsoand ZIP Code Parp~oe of' Dsbursemwent re imhtir re Dae oratnh. I Amounit eut aciCharles Garlow ,.'5 7 xpenses on behalf of Bill1  day. year i DcSbUISeMeeThis Period9 Foster Place urry (CT-06) campaig j 102 1.Pzlasanltvlle, NY 1057Daeitrtempr- nttr PT marGnp 101.9-2-8
Otha1nef ~~fumdpI

OTC. Full Nomc Mtios As&& an 21

FtRose McCullough xenses on behalf of Dick1II 715 S. 14th Street el man (NE-02) campaign
Lincoln, NE 68508 -phfmn o 'rontvX qneraa

- - 01t., lacalyl.
0. Full Name. Masing Adrew and ZIP Co
Arthur Mcerrow
Haywardville Road, RFD 5
Colchester, CT 06415

E. Fula' Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code

Charles A. Oriez
39 Wyckoff Street
Brooklyn, NY 11201

P. Full Name. Mailig Addreu and ZIP Code

Patterson for Congress
P.O. Box 418
Santa Ana, CA 92702

G. Full Namne, Mailing Adde and ZIP o"
Lisa Roth(eL/
103 Ross, Apt. #1/4
San Rafael, CA 94901 '0 v

H4. Full Name Meetidng Address and ZIP
Nancy Schafer, Cashier
Sierra Club

530 Bush Street KSan Francisco. CA 9410
I. Full Name, Matlei Adden and ZIP Code
Slvrra Club
530 Bush Street
San Francisco. CA 94108

Purpose of Octljurtoemen, med 1 aa -d
?xpense on behalf of Bill
:urry (CT-06) campaign

Desbursement lea, :Prmwsary Oeral
!1O?h~r f(taealwl

Date #montht. Amount of Each
day. vyear I DiSburSenent ThiS Peraad

11-02-82 235.65

Oawe 4montn* Amount ot Each
day. year I Octiursement lT.,S Persoci

11-02-82 525.00

PwVWo hone expene nreimburse1 Date Im"OnTIN.
hoeepneo behalf ofl day. vesr)ajor Owetis (NY-12) campaign

Dishurspmw-ni for .: Pramary X: General 1 1-02-821
'! COihr r fcavi I

IPUrDose ot Dssursnn on t r ibu- IDate imofith.tion to Jerry Patterson (Ct - day.yvesta
38) caMp31gn

fobrsmnttr :'rlmmary X;Gen-el 11 -02-821
n Oth, i specafvl

Amount of Each
DOibursement Thit Periodi

63.00

Amount ot EaCit
Disbur semnent This Per too

65.00

Purvot.aoaDsouasrmem~ reimburse! Date lmonth. Amnownt or Eachxpenses on behalf of Barb ra ' hiP~oxer (CA-0h) campaign day. vear Ijuasburseament h Pso

Os b ucse t - for. *P F cmaay ;-XG-en .e1 11-02-82 81.22
0 0the.teeAa.uCstvi

uroosec~oatirssoent reimburse, D ift lmt-4. Amount of Eachtty cash expense an beha f t.velI Dswwi TdP.0f Barbara Boxer (CA-06) lvcr DahametTat.
0

isibursement tar Pramaty X~eneraa to11 -02-8 2 20. 58
C Othert gycfftyt

xpenses on behalf of (see, tu.vs

O'Stwoapment lt e PwgAt, :GVneaa II ~!.8

Atmoova~t of acot I

1 .1-80.51

C
C

C

FSUBTOTAL ofl D.mo,cusom tae-% is tb- o a araac ... .. $ 2.1I
TOTAL T.% Preaa logo&& .#p e.nuw~fratac % .I

I I

loor9pol
I 'A

I

Irw4r

,-NNW
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Attachment to page 12 of 19 for line number 21.

POST-GENERAL. ELECTION REPORT (10/14 - 11/2) 1982

---- ---------------------

Candidate/State

1. Larry LaRocco (ID-02)
Peter Kostmayer (PA-08)
Bob Edgar (PA-07)
L.es Aspin (WI-01)
Dante Fascell (FL-19)
Ted Wilson (UT-Senate)
Don Riegle (HI-Senate)
Mike Barnes (MD-08)
.ohn Gwinn (1L-19)
D)onald Pease (OH-13)
Mattt McHugh (NY-28)
Ethan Eldon (NY-Ol)
Don Edwards (CA-IO)
Tom Foglietta (PA-Ol)
Skip Schwerdtfeger (IL-16)
Steve Hogan (CO-06)
Tom Daschle (SD)
James Florio (NJ-01)
Steve Monsma (MI-05)
Buddy MacKay (FL-06)
Fred Boucher (VA-09)
John Waldrop (VA-03)
Ira Lechner (VA-10)
John Neumayer (CA-02)
Herb Harris (VA-08)
Morris Udall (AZ-02)
Barbara Boxer (CA-06)

TOTAL

Amount

$ 199.73
178.38
118.92
26.00
51.48
46.53
214.92
62.82
18.27
8.95

88.00
18.09
26.05
26.37
4.91

26.96
6.35
9.32

12.29
20.34
7.52

16.34
75.11
25.25
16.25

142.95
32.41

$ 1,480.51

Primary/
General

General _L,
General
General
General A
General
General
General
General L
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

Aggregate
Year-to-date

404.02

242.97

126.37

359.32

120.34

41.25

me

AML



SCHEDULE S ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS
pa.* .1k of 19*@
Lltdfoiol NUht&57 #O1*t.

949tve~ate Wut f,,fr an
CatOry V9

tvl et~

Any afformhation Coeait"frm9"hti AOeOMana Statemen,, may not tbesbld of uwo by ay nsff" oIn@he npow of solacewanq reuntrbuloos ortooComm"nCoag DOO" Othvr thn an iQ th10us,,.and idmnes fof uy oltescal Comm,,.. to Wbonet ginoutaens from s tch commolts-
Naoto w,,,t,f in F wig

SIERRA CLUB COMMlI..E ON POLITICAL EDUCATIO)N
A. Full Naim. Mailing Adm..and ZIP ceo"

Loma Prieta Chapter-Sierra C1 Il
2253 Park Blvd. %M;-e-S I
Palo Alto. CA 94306 t . ~ w- :

9. F aul NamU ailinAdren and ZIP

Denny Shaffer
2910 Skye Drivv
Fa.ptteville. NC 28303

C. Full kame. hMehng Add... a-d ZIP

Sierra Club
530 Bush Street (
San Francisco, CA 941O

-- Da0tburiemart reimburse, oat. lmnt,
LtJ1JJexpeanses on behtaf Ilay. yearf see attatehod)

s *@r I fl ! Prnmary YAGtar 10-82
2Other lwemcat)

Purvo,. of Doaturwnwlt reiMburue 1,
expenses on behalsf of Buwbi
Ca~rr (MI-Oh) casmpaign
EMhuremen, for I JPriayafe.e

)%roeof Dilawwnie~t reimsburse'
isaftime on behalf of

see attached)
D,, Zwrmnt for ~twt Geneejl.&

D. F Ull Name. Maelng Aidren and ZIP C& Puroerf isavmn onrbi

,dThomas Daschle for Congress Conunitt e tio o tm iln(D
P.O. Box 1656 t-cmag

uSioux Falls, SD 57101 Dibursetnent f;?1r iParayvna
Other ftp..clfyl

E. Full NaRria* Madlang Addres and ZIP -
Christian Ballantyne
196 Morton Avenue
Albany, NY 12202 (

F. Full NAM@. Maling Addreu and ZIP

James Elder
330 Pennsylvania AvenueSt:
Waashington, D.C. 20003

1~ G F.

*Pu rp~yopoDisburemet-mireimburse,
expenses onflbehalf of Mati~Mc liigh (NY 28) campaign

1Dshuaupmenutfor, 2 Primav ry eeral
I aOthier 4ypL.eatVI

Date Imnont.

day. year I

11-09-81

Date tmnousao.

day. year)

11-09-82

Date itmont.
day. yvas

11-09-82

ODne lmornth.

aiav. year 1

11-09-82

Purscmenit Oalsursement rulimbursoviDatse monan.,

0Bob Edga~r (PA-07) campiign

i;-turuIment lfor *rmr Gnai I 6
'' Otti'r Iesa.ral%5

Amount of EaCh

$ 446.67

Amount oft LaCh
Daosburwfmenw This PP.,,d

59.00

Amount of aChV
Dsbuiempit ThiPerC. I

2,000.10
Amount ot Each

20.00

"60

Amount of EaCh
Dashursement This Pergoa

172.40

Amouni of Each

Disuturumwnt Th.$ Ps-tt0o

364.00
u.Pl a, O ame wq Adg i~emand ZIP Cod. P,)rroweof Dgiemisreni re ~i mhu Tse, Date imoniti. j Amnount oa Eachv~a~i1 epenses )n 1 haI~ f if Pete a.VsI 1ww"-f"% e0
Pamsela Brodie asrk (CA-09) campaign dy er ~~reei hiP'o530 Bush Street S
San Francisco, CA 941 8 ~ D susment for "'Promaay .XM enea 1 - 6- 2 j , 310

H. Full IName. Mailing Addrew an'd ZIP COdSIPrn,.a lfa..n,..........

Brock Evans
645 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington. D.C. 20003

wwow w---- wn, rcs i u r se ....aar montyn
tLravel expinses oin behalf .vs
of Robert Staffird (VTSa.lt t aal
Oasturlrerrint lot . Primatv ry n Il- fa8

A-wSn ca Laco%
DOOatUryprreraT%.% PV4.0o

1. Full Name. MAbsin AidemW dZip JA l~~.4X4Vafbua ne ,imburm, Miljt*e aamanfr. Amc,~waa, 06 Eac
Charles Carlow C" 4 j .4

4
C cpvnsie's on behal f of(..gaj .l Dhrwae. t 4 P 9 .

9 Fostvr Place t; f~~ .f* 0

-*1 Oi~aea *at'a.rOb

SUBTIOTAL j it lotne~~~I~.% V.g.p~~ala

LT 0VAL ., po-od#Gae P& to%$ I.-*$f -*'hvI naf

- - ~-~-..~.hi-.i. ~ .. ~J. ~ - -. -. - - - ... - - - -. h -~-... - - - - ..L .-. -.. --

F a

I1

U
0-i

I

- - - . -- 4L' '- I I- a, T- - . - .- I- - -- ill,

IMMFF 
401% & 

J,

L*01
-amm"

I

I I
-L

r"

I
2,000.10

,.0
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Attachment to page 14 of 19 for page 21.

POST-GENELRAI ELECTION REPORT (10/14 - 11/2) 1982

----------------- ----------------------------.------ 
- - - - - - --,-D

Candidate/State

A. Jerry Brown (CA-Senate)
Tom Lantos (CA-]l)
Barbara Boxer (CA-06)
Don Edwards (CA-IO)
Norm Mi-,ta (CA-13)

TOTAL

C. Barbara Boxer (CA-06)
Mike Barnes (MD-08)
Steny Hoyer (MD-O5)
Paul Sarbanes (MD-Senate)
Barbara Mikulski (MI)-03)
Parren Mitchell (MD-07)
Robert Tallon (SC-06)
Gillis Long (LA-08)
Albert Gore (TN-06)
George Sheldon (FL-09)
Wayne Dowdy (MS-04)
Dick Batchelor (FL-05)
Dante Fascell (FL-19)
John Spratt (SC-05)
Charlie Rose (NC-07)
Steve Neal (NC-05)

gn TOTAL

1. Toby Moffett (CT-Senate)
Bill Curry (CT-06)
Sam Gejdenson (CT-02)

TOTAL

Amount

$ 135.47
135.47
23.34
76.20
76.19

$ 446.67

$ 831.39
301.56
188.48
150.78
75.39
37.69
69.13
51.85
34.56
69.14
34.57
34.57
34.57
34.57
17.28
34.57

$ 2,000.10

120.00
210.00

10.00

Primary/
General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

Aggregate
Year-co-date

185.58
159.52

881.68
876.00

1,422.19
2,409.26
1,253.76

510.00

340.00

k. t

~& 'E7~A af-vt
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SCHEDULE B ITEMIZED DISB3URSEMENTS LIN 'uMBER .. L.

fUe Spaofate SCneO16,1t , ro% ar
cateqory f 01 * 0#16.a96

$ummrt age#.q

Afty inlormation copied ttm Luh gocts and Statements may not be gold of used by any pergou, tow the e ltloe of soiecjtef n obwoc eO,.0C00f"Wmrcal purposes. oterthen using the name ana ddress of any polotecas Commett...t to sol9ect Contrabultens ffouewe hCommlt,
NA~me of CommItittep Ion Pull)

SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION
00A. Ful1 NaetMailing Addeew anod ZIP Cede 

1 P rPwof01Desbursemet ruImburne - li* w 'onin 1 Amnot of Eachs
MihelB Clet A penses on behaH of Beth 'jy. es I 1)wu'se~tThee Pre@d3224 S. Line Street lad1-605capig

Seattle, WA 98144 Oiawbrwement for *;Promarv I~enetas 11-16-82 $ 71.65
a Other isoecsfy, VT

-1. Full Name Mailing Adirm and ZIP Cede Purtmbseo01Dtsburmement con tribu- liajaa Imonift. Amuvn, t OLech
People for Beth Bland Ition to Beth Bland (WA-O8 #1avycVarl Dosoursemn Te$ Pett,

D00 . Full #Yame, Mailing Addees a&W ZIP Cod. rpose of Disbjursement reimburse Date imonth. Amount of Each
DeefSeaseidtIexpenses on behalf of JBob 'Say ear)s, ebremn h# eo33gart kA-7 7.90 67Pe
lashington, P.C.12003Disbrsemet for ~puirmasv ty evral11-16-82 355.90

>"O. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Codo urpow aofDISburseat eim use 1D.,~at mont Aonto~ Staff te ehalf eon behf aAmu oiaSebie a lub o (see .ttIcS)$775 f ya~earl I1Disbuusernent ThiSePertno
530 PBu s lvaStrve.S.tn-H 

rt___________17 .5W ashngtransco.CA9083 Osbursem..nt for Pimary Penteraa 11-16-823954.91
F. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code PurPoseot Disbursemeint rimve Di,.amonth, Amount of Each
AmerranAlinestaexpense o ehalf eo Jehff .Vrr isbtmn sPtc

ChSan oancsco,6069 108 1Dusburserhon: lot. --Prmarv Generai 11-22-82 3,98.00
fl other fLtkcofvI

CF Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP CodeProe f ob sthm ra l DteI nt, A utofEc
Barbara BI~~~~akexenses on behalf of (Jef a.ya, ~brumn le~P~

241.BO. yB lv9dep.13Su0 8ek3 11 11-22-82$1461.99Chicagel, CA6090057 abursement for. "Promarl, xGeneraa -28 2.80

G. Full Name .Mailing Address and ZIP CodPupose of OeSbursemen, re imbu rse, Dalei m.nth. 1Amrnown L aCe
Jae lmus V., expenses on be.half of (see dv elIiDswmn %sP.o

?OA 1..~ ~ i~t b~F ~.5 en.at.mached)y

(



Candidate/State

E. Jeff Binnaman (NM-Senate)
Jan Hartke (NII-0)
Bob Edgar (PA-07)
Barbara Boxer (CA-06)
Peter Kostmayer (PA-08)

TOTAL

(. Jprry Brown (CA-Senate)
P.-cy MartJnez (CA-30)
Jeer Patterson (CA-38)
George Brown (CA-36)

TOTAL

H. Larryann Willis (OR-02)
Ruth McFarland (OR-05)
Richard Stallings (ID-02)

0•.. Beth Bland (WA-e8)
Larry LaRocco (ID-02)

TOTAL

Amount

978.88
978.88

1,635.32
39.95

321 .88

$ 3,954.91

$ 321.99
75.00
40.00
24.00

$ 46!.99

313.38
64.56
75.55
2.22

100.25

$ 555.96

PrLmary/
General

General
General
General
General
Cdneral

Aggregate

Year-to-date

4,126.48

1,463.26

General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
Genc.ra I

I. Jan Hartke (NX-OI)
Jeff Bingaman (hN-Senate)
Bill Richardson (NM-03)

TOTAL

$ 75.00
75.00
396.35

546.35

General
General
General

0

Attachment to page 15 of 19 for line number 21.
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SCHEDULE B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMEN TS

Wrl

Any ef#fnormi,..,Cm*I@d fomnsuch Reports and StatementS may not be good or uteg bv.any personf or thell"Ov 11iut soliciting9 cotribution$ or lOfCOMf~l uiaI Pes. other then using the name and OaddreuS of any politcal Commenittee to solicit tinw'.buteont, town such commit,,

SIERA LUBCOIIITEE N POLITICAL EDUCATION
A. Full Name. Mailing Adirew end ZIP C urpota of Disbursement reimburse! Daft- lImontt,. Amount Of (act
Rose McCullough ' x enses o capalfo ietDsusmnnT%%PO
715 S. 14th Street elra(EOaffDik t.y er 0sbrmnrttpoLincoln, NE h8$508 'Disbu l J or:Pt-marv K~enerat 11-22-82 $ 262.64

dFc Other lsuvcitylB. Ful Name.Mailing Addom and ZIP Code nioseot C-bursement reimburste Date imonth, Amount of LochMark Miller.A penses onl behalf of St eeeay eal Disbusement 'rhos Per,qjfj2314L.k1 Diveonsma (Mi-OS) campaign 1
Grand Rapids, MI 4950 D-buseenin Pt-mvary Nvnerafl, 11-22-82 149.94

0 Othrr ucty
C. Full Name. 1Mailing Addreu and ZIP Coda PurPose of Ct Diursement reimburse 031. (fmontlh.I Amount of EachDenny Sliaffer Itravel expenses on behalf tofda.vsI -hstmnTisPso2910 Skye Driv'e bSteve Neal (NC-5) $4 1.74& a.ya) DbrpetT.P~ 0Fayetteville~, NC 28303 Disbursemet let. 11-22-82 52.1

0oo . Full Name. Mailing Addrew and ZIP Purpose of Disbursement reimburse4 Date (month. Amount of EachrRussell Shny h,1v4 1'i expenses on behalf of Phj day. yearlI Disbursement This Perioc6014 o11sge AenueButyton (CA-05)-$240.b4 It
Oakland, CA 94618 +41 D j~uternentfor- cpetaryv 5Geners' 11-22-82 255.64

E. Full Name. Mali. %g Address and ZIP Purpose 0 Disbursement reimburti, mon
i staff time/expenses on .t'(ot, A ounfo Each

Si rr lu h~ f of (see attached) 'lijy. est! Dstrspment Tis Priooc

Sa tFr anc 96122A 94 08Disusement 1c -Pritnary centta 11-22-82 36. 42.8

Don1d(~dboo L-expense.s on behalf of B.1rba. vyeat'I D-sbutwirmnt This Pet,oc4417-haCTar GrdnBryeJaIn 1(M-0)capaign
Beait trl, WA91211 IDisbursement tsr. Puemary X:ienerai 110-14-82 31.2.

0Oth'er (SpcCitv
G. Full Name, Mailing Addiee and ZIP Coda Puroos.' of Dest.'usement mac imhIrn Daft-1tnonrri.I Amovt of a' ar
Deteno n onbooexpe~p n se o sn behalf of Prln 0day. i Dsusrnn hi e.
Ban Fimrnic, CA212160 4 Disbeursement tt. l Pt.ia, X-:GneT11--82143.30

4417-H Colmar Carden Dr ve4 (2g P9U- ! 2 -11-1t~
SBTaliore us.'tsTe, P 211M loptonuci"Prmay U .la 101482 1

2t. S0
TOTAL e.~ P.*~.j ast p~ Ott%#!( 3nwmrlpiflni1. F ll N me. allsI Ad res(nd VZ P Co e l I L rP fe, tt i SLvo. 1 .j. cimh s at('*vnt Am v~t0 E

**Ki-t 11 Iii.1itd.ttst 11. 4 I% . '?444 I

bp-0am 
0.

Pao# 17 9I
LINE lWUmofER21

Summery Pao"eI

I



V

Cand ida te/State

E. Matt McHugh (NY-28)
Pete Stark (CA-09)
Phil Burton (CA-05)
Ethan Eldon (NY-Ol)
Ethan Eldon (NY-0)
Larry LaRocco (ID-02)
Phil Burton (CA-05)
Phil Burton (CA-05)
Richard Stallings (ID-02)
Ruth McFarland (OR-OS)
Larryann Willis (OR-02)
L.arry LaRocco (ID-02)
Anthony Beilenson (CA-23)
George Brown (CA-36)

• - Ienry Waxman (CA-24)
Melvin Levine (CA-27)
floward Berman (CA-26)
Ed Roybal (CA-25)
Esteban Torres (CA-34)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)
Jim Bates (CA-44)
-ferry Patterson (CA-38)
.Jerry Brown (CA-Senate)
Toby Moffett (CT-Senatv)
Morris Udall (AZ-02)
Dick Ottinger (NY-20)
Bob Wise (WV-03)
Henry Waxman (CA-24)
Tom Lantos (CA-Il)
Steve Monsma (MI-05)
Skip Schwertrfeger (IL-16)
Jim Howard (NJ-03)
Steve Hogan (CO-06)
Barbara Boxer (CA-06)
John Waldrop (VA-03)
Fred Boucher (VA-09)
Jan Hartke (NM-OR)
BI1l Richardson (N -03)
Jeff Blngjmagn (N-Senate)
Bill Richardson (NM-03)
Jeff Blngamaa (N-Senate)
Dick Ottlnger (NY-eO)
Morri Ud;ll (AZ-02)
Phili Burt,n (CA-05)

**r:i I.achner (VA-Io)

$ 866.25.General
373.48 / ftner.l
17.2544 w*General285.48 ' • d-- .era

1,121.85 . qenerz.
278.41
645.60 salV General
312.72 "1 General
395.80 General
712.44 " General

1,388.09- " General
1,877.40 4Genral

192.46 SAI7/kdlvderal
96.23 Generai

111.55 " General
111.55 General
22 3.J.fL - General
111.55 - General
178.98 - General
849.88 - General
67.43 - General

239.06 • General
87.64

129 34 , General
560.60 General

230.17 General
560.60 General
67.16 " General
233.00 General
544.0 ' General
34.00 General
26.00 General
31.00 General
96.00 General
16.00, General
43.00 General
48.3 0General90.00 General

1,307.30 VA-7 General
261.46 rqenera 1
65.37 General

65.36 tCnera1
2,048.88 d General

268.50 C.eneral
538.68 i L 7 , General

(1 4.oo)j" cencraI

(Cont I nt.,t,I)

Primary/ Aggregate
Year-to-date

1,863.87
1,854.62

3,071.32

545.21
2,811.73

940.36
869.69
163.51
551.57

2,530.70
1,461.98
2,146.66
7,598.33

4,236.49
816.05

2,356.81

914.00
122.9f6

2,713.25
59.34
1 352

1.827. 16

3,485.36
5,513.70
4,823.99

9,883.9s149.99

rPg all1'wt' K1gnt.rm 11%t val. w.,ic It
fr ' f A (0 t t ~t l t a . g h - 1 ~

I'.''pw.fll

Attachment to page 17 ofj& for line number 21.
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Attachment to page 17 of 19 for line number 2).
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Cand idate/State

E. (CONTINUED)

Francis Farley (UT-02)
Ted Wilson (UT-Senate)
Ted Wilson (UT-Senate)
Francis Farley (UT-02)
Ethan Lldon (NY-Ol)
Paul Sarbanes (M)-Senate)
Mike Barnes (MD-08)
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate)
Rohtrt Stafford (VT-Senate)
Lane Evans (IL-17)
Tom Harkin (IA-O5)

N. John Gwinn (IL-19)
-. Howard Metzenbaum (OH-Senate)

Dennis Eckart (OH-il)
Bob Kastenmeier (WI-02)
Tim Penny (MN-O1)

- Sidney Yates (IL-O9)
Gene Wenstrom (M-07)
John Seiberling (OH-14)
Bob Shamansky (OH-12)
Skip Schwerdtfeger (IL-16)
Bob Carr ('.11-06)

CD Steve Monsma (MI-05)
Don Riegle (MI-Senate)
Dale Kildee (MI-07)

WPatWilliams (MT-OI)
Byron Dor-an (ND)
Tom Daschie (SD)

) Roger McDaniel (WY)
(X Dick Fellman (NE-02) "

Tom Daschle (SD)
-Byron Dorgan (ND)

P.r Williams (MT-O1)
Dick Fellman (NE-02)
Clatidine Schneider (RI-02)
Bil1 Curry (CT-06)
Bh C.rr (MI-06)
Robert Tall,,n (SC-06)
Robert Stafford (VT-Senate)
Larry LaRtcco (ID-O2)
Ruth McFarl.nd OR-a5)
L.arryann Willis (OR-02)
Tom Ev.,i, (DE)).int, F.~i'v,','II(L.-Ig)

I...rrv Smith (1l.-lb)
.Jhtt Sprat t (S(-Os)
D,n l,,,nkt~r (1'hA-(03)
Ile.rh.fr :t.,r v (VA-OK)

Amount
Primary/
General

350.97 S General
287.54 " General
118.10 4 /e-Aioneral
69.14 General
29.27 4c General
28.50 General
28.50 General

369.41 SOarQ General
684.10 " ' General179.71l i eea

eneral
26.97 General
15.41 General
3.85 General
3.85 " General
3.85 General

11.57 General
7.70 General
3.85 General
3.85 General
7.70 General

250.57 . General
7.63 General

53.05 General
48.87 General
8. 95,/ General
8.95 General
8.95 General

1,535.79 67General
5.22 General
5.22 - General
5.22 General
5.22 General

2,581.95 General
11.0 * General
13.00 " General
33.00 ' General
1.00 " General
34.00 General
2.00 General

22.00 General
32.00 Ge¢neral
22.On " Gnerai

11.00 Ceneral
22.00 (eneral
22 .00 *" r..n,.r., I
II 00 ., .n.ra I
S. (0 ).ncra I

Aggrcgate
Year-to-date

3,381.01
2,268.52

1,010.89
6,367.01

1,669.65
1,271.40
1,531.31
1,129.20
1,099.72
1,590.36

194.68
4,397.04
1,538.63
1,560.14
1,828.08

168.22
2,588.63

362.29
377.03
435.81

2,350.20
5,820.69

I ,532.08
3 49.66

4,965.13
403.92

3,526.72

1,159.97

51114 .15
4,052.12
5,249.14
4,331.11
1.781.1'
572.00
99.i o

(I .w s I ,,l I 4 (1Y'i.
i - -. --

Ps4 b.

( o1

---." ..-
I



TOTAL $ 249690.80

C. Reid Hughes (FL-04) $ 14.00
Robert Stafford (VT-Senate) 21.15
Ethan Eldon (NY-Ol) 8.15

TOTAL $ 43.30

General
General
General

2,141.95
8,242.21
3,421.12

AWL,

-- o q" - - - - J - - - i _ _ ___ - .. ... .
- J_- - . ..__ --T -.-- .m" mum_ _ . . -. - 1

page C.
Attachment to page 17 of 19 for line number 21.

POST-GENERAL ELECTION REPORT (10/14 - 11/2) 1982

Primary/ Aggregate
Candidate/State Amount General Year-to-date

K. CONTINUED
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SCHEDULE S

- .---. AL,

Per i -Ow4 Zpf
ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

Pawe IIL o* L3. ie

cal"0uy Of tO Deeay
Summoa., Pogot

A4v ny enao mt~ncanie.from ,s.eh fteae ands M tatemnent, may not be tld or used by any petWor q he outqoue at CoheetnCftrbtngt.Comfmeteoag Suepageg, @ther than Wee, the t tesand alMf 11of any Poltcgl commetyge t0 o ocet Co"rlhull""S 1m #l ng Y,.te.. os f o
Name of Comm;,,". ha Full,

SIERRA CLUB COMIITTE .ON POL.ITICAL. EDUCATION
A. Full Name MhgAdde~nd 4ZIPCOd&

Sally Dieke
38 Palmer Green
Baltimore, MD 21210

B. Full Name.I IVa1tWt Adton and ZIP Ces
Postmaster
Rockville, ND 20850

C. Full Name. Meetin gddyg ndWZIp Codo

Sierra Club
330 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20003

0. Full Name. hMseeng Add,,a and ZIP CoI--

Speedy Printing of Rockville
451 lHungerford Drive
Rockville, MD 20850

Put~r .f eetreim~urs.

4if Parren Mitchell (MD-07
Dsshurem&at q-t. y stIP,!ay~en.a

0,0-. Im"Onth. IAmOunt Of EaCh
d.$ V eluseet h 1  e

10-20-82 $ 76.03
Purpi~owDSalurrnnt (Ita ' 1 u eDDte lU~nh.

Sa rhones (MI-Sena cc) camps j gav. ~

:I othato 0-bv 7-82

PUteDeof uos'mrenotre Imhur 14P Date Imonth.
ho~1ne expenses ton behalf of yyl

)SA~ul Sarbatncs (KD-Snatc); jv. etG a mpaia A -
Dishueeenen tfor:IPnmarvXGn.,aaI 11-1-82

&I O1ther Isicetyl
pu[ o Po~f DISIburemernt1) r1nJ n g-f'jDate I~fh.
expense on behalf of Paull dav traI
Sarbanes (0-Senatc) caipgn
Desbutsreet for, Plemary Xjwneral 110-14-82

Amount fit Lac#"
DMebu',emeni Thps p, O

100.00

* Armount of Each
(Dishurvment Thoer"@ O

126.39

Amount of Each
Dsbturement Thos 'etod

E. Full F~name lqAdru n ZPcoePuoow ofDebutsrient tvj)1fl1 4 xt ot. (monith. Amnount of Ch
Accutype IpLflse on hhiul f olf Paul fIIJV, veer I *tsrsment Te P*cSarba~nes (M-S.enatv) campaign13300 Okinawa Drive ----. . .~Rockville. MD 20850 Di~hUosett lt 7Peem,,,yX' Goterat 01-291

Other 4SIW'CgtVlF. Full Name. Madlong AddieV an d ZIP Code P110pOi.atOssbutsement POSE;)ge QDat month, *Am"ovri of Each%
Postmaster expense on behalf off :'aul1I day trea IJDsbuet Ths P" soaRockvile, MD20850Sarbaneis (KD-Se.nate) campaign

dotburgrmentfr mr " M ;Pn...a. 10-15-82 59.55
G. Full Wamne. Masng Addroe and ZIP Code Purow eof C .sttemvnrt (ilifniz Date ~01h. Amo,,ng Of Each

Copy Shopexrpense on Nhehalf f liP U, day. Ver Iad O,uewmt T%.s P. 0 0416 ungrfod Drve arhnes(MD-Senate.) campaign416 IlungerfordDfor X--n-- *Rockville. 1D 20850 Frb -0, ~~"'~"~ca10-15-82 78
H4. Full Nam#. Maslffg Add~uaWd ZIP Code PV'VeoW of D-Sourse",ent sta 0 004 M0h -oio #:Post .ister Cexpense onfl eha I itof ratl tl~trav,lstI -sbio-w.w-'glT'..,Por-ocRockvillee, MD 20850 fSr~ttj(DS~~t. rpi4

1. Full Namee. Mselwg Adtou and ZIP Code, Put poo .tlt uuwornt copv inl Dole Itmont" to .neig 0
Copy Shop e xpe~nse on hhIa I I' %,IPasl fi a I 'lDfue~mlt.e Ry...rq416 flungarford Drive * ' - " * * - 'Rot-kv I I I, 10 20850 0 OisIuOft ftoo@g nw'.~ I-l-

SUS lOYAL .94 0 bwo *.-ioe paw so'oued 
s16It. 1

VOTAL YTo--%ueq#-so*atpyp ot~4 8.enmw

m

dP"



n .to.. or.. "'°. *o1

Attactmt to 1ape 1 of ,,L . for lin m r 21.

JANUARY 31 EAR-ED EPOR - 1983 - SIERa CLR CUM 2TfZ 011 0 OLZTIC EnC0ATION

Candidate/State

A. David Bonior (M1-12)

Bob Carr (1M-06)
fovard Wolpe (M1-03)
Dick Ottinger (11-20)

TOTAL

I. Jerry Brown (CA-Senate)
Marty Martinez (CA-30)
Jerry Patterson (CA-38)
Anthony Beilenson (CA-23)
Henry Waman (CA-24)
Howard Berman (CA-26)
Melvin Levine (CA-27)
Esteban Torres (CA-34)
Ed Roybal (CA-25)
Gus Hawkins (CA-29)

TOTAL

D. Sidney Tates (l-09)
George Crockett (MX-13)
Steve Monsma (IK-05)

TOTAL

F. Larry LaRocco (ED-02)
Mary Gojack (MV-02)
Jim Slattery (&S-02)
Ruth McFarland (O1-05)
Larryann Willis (OR-02)
Gene Wenstrom (M(-4)7)
Richard Stallings (ID-02)
Herbert Harris (VA-08)
Francis Farley (UT-02)

TOTAL

G. Tom Lantos (CA-II)
Don Edwards (CA-IO)
Norm Mineta (CA-13)
Tom Lantos (CA-I)
Norm Mineta (CA-13)
Don Edwards (CA-10)
Jerry Brown (CA-Senate)
Ton Lantos (CA-Il)
Barbara Boxer (CA-06)

TOTAL

Aomt

$ 204.50
102.25
102.25
96.00

$ 505.00

5.72
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20
57.20

$ 520.52

$ 51.55
71.40

142.80

$ 265.75

$ 55.20
11.00
21.00
11.00
21.00
31.00
21.00
11.00
11.00

$ 193.20

$ 270.00
52.50

2.50
382.16

37.90
37.89
8.79
8.79
5.19

* 805.72

Prlsar7/
General

Primary
Primary
Prnary
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

Aggrepte
Year-to-date

2,088.21
2,690.88
1,515.18
.,919.99

602.41
873.25
869.69
997.56
608.77
220.71
109.15

3,948;59
82.48

505.09

Not of refund
(see line IG)

5,114.15 *
1,061.00
521.00

4,063.92
qj'q72.

1,824.77 We
3,092.32
1,079.42
2.279.52

4,977.21 **'

page a.

".-Ape'



page b.

£ttachnent to Pass 1 of j for lIne number 21.

JAXUARY 31 YEAR-EI REPOR - 1983 - SI3FJA CLU C O% POLITICAL EDUCATZC

Candidate/State

R. Tom Lantos (CA-11)
Don Edvards (CA-1O)
Norm Nineta (CA-13)

I. Marty Martinez (CA-30)
Jerry Patterson (CA-38)

TOTAL

mount

$400.00
50.00
50.00

$ ~50.00

$ 62.65
59.26

$ 121.91

PrI.M1/
Gezeral

General
General
General

General
General

Aggregate
Tear-to-date

-3,417.76
325.97
249.92

2,650.55
2,263.12

NOTES:
* 164.67 rimary,4,949.48 General Post election report TTD total vas

overstated.
* This Includes $255.14 from a $500.00 disbursement reported in June as

going to Vento and Sabo. -Revised YTD totals for Vento and Sabo are

$655.78 and $270.98, respectively.

'* $7t598.33 lTD total reported in post election report line 21
(Page 17E) vas in error. Should have been 4,962.70.

"L

K _. - .-
- .1

K- --I- - -

0 , eLrJ 4 .
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ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS
SCHEDULE B

Pae 2 of _!.._r
LINE NUMBER0

rUse sop he o 8ohe
eaesOry Of tIN 01M60011-0rW PopeI

Anv infomaion copidM tram pe, Re W4 1-e Stement may be od or used by any pe for 1he Puepw of soliting COnrMtotOns or for
6ommeeCal puepom, other n sing de e . d edem of Ony pelestal ewovnrne so slicit €ont 1u4ot from Such commiltet.

NOM, of Coatunle lin FullI

SIERRA CLUB COMIOTTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

A. Full Name. Mbling Addm weld ZIP Cadb iPrl owb isrsemet reiLm'urse Date fmonth. Amount Of Eachpr nt ng fundraiser ando WVw 1W~mn hsPro
Connecticut Chapter-Sierra Club , enses an behal .

118 Oak Street of see at ached)
Eartford, CT 06105 D.unrwifor: o0 .Pmry P.L~nerat 12-31-82 $ 44.63

0 Other Esciv: __

S. Full Nome, Mailing Addre m ZIP Cede Puep@ of D,'ufftmwnt reimburse Date IM' th. Amount of Each

Rarry Dalton postaye & envelopes expenseed, V1) Dilburvemrnt Ths Period
on behalf of John Spratt SC-05)Star Paper Tube I-A=AC

P.O. Drawer 2646 €vbrmtfor: oh"aWrv GDe"ral 12-31-82 79.04
Rock Hill, SC 29730 c SOCev): I

C. Full Name, Ma. Ig Ad rm w ZIP Co Purpoe of Disbursement rei=:urse Date Imonth. Amout of Each

Sierra Club postage and supplies expe e W) Difeent This Period
on behalf of Barbara Boxe.530 Bush Street (Q-A-n) ,.,,A=4= r

San Francisco, CA 94108 Dushurvemnes for:" oP, mary c eersl1 12-31-82 273.65
a oterf inwayfflDuS3118.02! I .

0. Full N me. Maililng Ades Wel ZI Code

Mitch Smith
800-B Cherokee Ave.
Marion, SC 29571

Nurpo of Disbursement re~.burse
postap~e &. copr±ng expersel
on behalf of V~obert Talla*
fqc'..AC cs-ny- t

bisbursemnt for;': OPrerrery ZGenerol

Date Imofen.
dew. v r

12-31-82

Amount of E rCh
Disbursment Thn Period

28.00

E. Full Name. Mailing Addre Wel ZIP C"d Purpos of Dsbrw"went reimburse Date Imonth. Amount of Each
phone, postage.§ c~pling ex-,yyg

. Ann Timberlake penses on be a- o e Dsee" . o menTh ,o
308 E. Bridge St. attached) 12-31-82 126.35
St. Matthews, SC 29135 Disburrmentfor: OPrmarv XGeneral

_C Othe ecifv)-
F. Full ae Mailing Addo and ZIP Code Purpose of Cis,remenent ribu-- Date imonth. Amount of Eacn

Levitas for Congress tion to Levits (GA-04) day.v ew D.bu rwrentThisPcod

P. 0. Box 984 campaignyTy=$50-00
Disbursement for: OPreimarey ,11-30-82 $500.00

Decatur, GA 30031 o Oft cifv):

G. Full Name. Meiling Addres and ZIP Cedle Purpose of Disoursement contribu- Dan month. Aount of Each

Fovler for Congress tion to Fowler (GA-05) day. vw) DI Deurimnwt This PerW

P. 0. Box 2000 cn= 4 11-30-82
Atlanta, GA 30301 Disursenment for: oPrmary Gener.l $O.0

_____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ __ _ COthet 'sOecifYYTDw$50.00 I_ _ _ __ _ _ __I_ _ _

H. Full Name. Mailin A dln al ZIP Code Purpoe of Disburement reimburse Date (mon ,. , Amount Each

Lynn H. Frock phone expenses of (see de,.vew IO-rtT.wo
3689 Kendall Avenue 1-14 8 1-14639
Cincinnati, OH 45208 Dabursi o, (O .ma ., $36.92

C Other 4specif y

I. Full Name. M. iling A"rm and ZIP Code Purpos of 0,sburtemnt Date (moni. Anvomit of LEc

Democratic Congressional Campaign Fundraiser attendance I 0w"WntTh ee

Co=ittee
400 North Capitol St. N.W. D u..menot ot . v Gener.a I 10-7-82 $500.00

Washinnton. D.C. 20001 C O,hr 10eclvi ____ C_ _ ,

SUBTOTAL of Th ,erio nt s This Pop lm elf ........................................... $ 2,0 S 5 3 9

TOTAL Thii Pe ur1re n t 18e 2e r .mlu O rf0v I • • d Jan.1983

SActivity occurred In 1982; reimbursement made In Jan. 1983.

w



. Ivfre•*

Attacthemt to pase 2:6f -2. for line nuber 21.
JMAUy 31 TZA-E NDo - 1983 - S~MW CLUB coONT P O POLITICAL EMCATIOi

Candidate/State "

A. 3111 Curry (CT-06)
*3111 Curry (CT-06)
Toby Moffett (CT-Senate)
Sam. GeJdenaen (CT-02)

TOTAL

. Butler DerrLck (SC-03)
John Spratt (SC-O5)
Robert Tallon (SC-06)

TOTAL

Amont

$ 77.15
(80.87)
21.10
27.25

$ 44.63

25.16
41.79
59.40

$ 126.35

Geaeral/

General
General
General
General

General
General
General

Aggepte
Ter-to-date

3,523.00
7,370.01 *

537.35

709.46
1,086.88
1,247.37

0 1. Robert Shamanky (00-12) $ 20.00
Roward Metzenbaum (0R-Senate) 16.92

General
General

$ 36.92

NOTES:

* PrImary 2,459.49
General 4,910.52

In October

;t~mw-- , wov-m-

0
"-U.

,~

1,848.08
1,146.12

*To correct prior expenditures for postage for mailings
I

own- - - -

page a

a I



SCHEDULE 8 fTEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS LINE ku'~t .2.ra.
tunw sto K, hoo j!v II Ifor 4~IMO~vOf wa 0018,6ud

Any iformetigon c*Di(um ewiftp, ~ i,~,. -,~e ee~o ~Cla ewg, rIcwgvne WDOMPuPothefuthin W04 the OWiM and eygg go vDh gany thu emme, w m ellwSo ro ouchCl ln,.Nonme of Commottee ton Pull) SIERRA OPUB CGOITTEE ON POLITICAL EDUCATION

A. Full Namne. Mailing Met. mi ZI Ca
CAL/SCCOPE
1228 N St. Suite 31
Sacramento, CA 95614

a. Full Name, MWiling Addri. mWW alp C

0. F-ulNa"me, Macli ong Aee wWZIP Cods

0. Full Name. Mailing Add,.. W4 Zip Co".

F. Full Name,. Mailing Addrow and ZIP C"

i .FlName. Mai

See balm

D0ebuvww lt. m

0kD Got ofeiei

osbummist le: OP.mowy Ociril7

0 Oilier Igeaplyl:
rwnm of DiSwnwumtn

Downumtiis f: Oaiwo0y Cwrwi

0 Oilier Iioweifyl:
a - -~ 

I
Pulwof 51Oebuomni

De$buWm~(rffG f : 0P ONiNY OCWM

0 ~ Iwpe~if vi:
a-- .- ~ 

4
vursoseof Disbsonmt

Oisbuuvme fr i:aOpr~ogy o w

0 Other (toecilvI:
4PFuE of X"OfUibntn

Dotsbursemena for: OPromwry Ooua

illifte 0ddOei rbltifZIP Cml

dav. y"Or)

12-31-82

Date'Ifmonth.

davy. o)

Dole (movnth.
dew. y"ari

del. Year)

ftv. year)I

Oat Ifflotic
day. vvw I

vuroee of Uuibwfnn

DOibwrwnu l or: 0 Puowoar
UPUhrIsiKOI: IH. Full Name. Mailing Addrw and ZIP CoDe pote wof O.,bursmvni Cak*ii t". I . Affntmof Ea

I D osb o t w n low : C P n mha r y Oc e r n I Y e a V ,

1. Full Name.M, V Addle. a," ZIP Ce"0 er l ~ of ~ vrmegDii)oyc m. n ?L

day. year) Diftwewu~ngTrees 0
g Dosbvwiemnu lot:: OesimavGefWeel

10 Oftocf sovlI
SUBTOTAL of O.sbiorse'wnts T"~ Page £owtoonall ....

TJA ~es tatp" h.104A 4 Re .....

Clete Imonfth.

4w. ~)

Amewill of lee?
DOwnouin, This

$545.00

Oeu~ i'tThe,

Adfloufl of Eaci
046~wmnThiS P

ARmout of Ea.r'
Dosbuwn: inThisP

Oisburwwmpn: Th,

Affenm of Eac
0.abeaismmnTh., I

Amount of Lac
DebuWrtrmmr Th.$ I

*

-- T -%PWwqrw ang oLgr Go"

4

I II

m

j-

I II

I

I I-L-



SCHEDULE A ITEMIZED RECEIPTS

1982 30 DAY POST GENI L

(Ise L"e"Pre uheduleifor e Ct,

amory of te Deailed

ELECTION R r sP '

Any information copied from such Reports or Statements may not be sold or used by anypr son for the purpose of soliciting contributions O f fo
commercial purposes, other than using the name and address of any political committee to solicit contributions fron such committee.

Name of Committee fin Full)

SIERRA CLUB COMMITTEE ON POLITICAL EDU___TION
A. Full Name, Mailing Addres and ZIP Cade Name of Employer ate! (month, Amount of Each
Sierra Club day. year) Receipt this Period

530 Bush Ste
San Francisco, CA 94108 11-2-82 $14,500.79

Occupation

ReceiptFneI%if , unef Wyscco rk  i ni S-
tI ther rspecify):4..e ... 4 . , -%..1 _A__rete ___ro-D__e-

B. Full Name, Mailing Addressan ZtPonde Nome of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each

fundraising expenses in the per.od dy. year) Receipt rh,, Perio
Jan-May, 1982.

Occupation
Receipt For" Primary 0 General

= Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to.Date-S

C. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Receipt This Period

____Occupation

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General
. Other (specifv): Aggregate Year-to-Date-S

07 0. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Eacr,
Iday, year) Receipt This Period

Occupation
" Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

C Other (specify): Aggregate Year-io-Date-S

E. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Receipt This Period

_______________________________ OccuPation

Receipt For: 0 Primary GeneralOccupation

D Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Date-S

F. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each
day, year) Receipt This Period

Occupation
Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

0 Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Daie-S

G. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each

day, year) Receipt This Period

Occupation

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General
O Other Ispecify): Aggregate Year-to-Date-S

SUBTOTAL of Receipts This Page (optional).................................................

TOTAL This Period (last pag this line number only)............................................I

P4,

P



SCHEDULE S ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS
St-ftg.. owt

1983 Apri1 Monthly Report
Artyi "nome.,go enso" MW swwSt tst "Y not to food of mom O an,, PMW fw .- " ft?" of6,90 os$w.-so

coffYimocw Downss. ot~iter t ng q w fwte and aaesea of anv Do's"a goril0a 501o t'I eoudswn #V.P bXg~ zorw , 06

Name of Commit,.. fin Fwws
Sierra Club COmeitte. on Political Education

A. TwII Wdan. MajIwin Ador=W and cat V.,000- of stv"A
Franchise Tax Board state incoue tax an 1982 6", OP. O'4wimo'w1%iot 7, . V

Sacramento, CA 95857 Interest incm 3/16/8 $ ls052.OC

Deftuwitren for =Pw.of = Cww
:310ti""-, &a* above

8. Fu Nameg MoilI.M Addrmw ad ZipCoon P'nHMp Of DO1.g..wt Dole -'?e T".
Internal Revenue Service Federal income taxes an gp 0 .w' ,
Fresno, CA 93888 1982 interest income 3/18/83 4,589.00

1>0MOUOt~ for =Pww W ww

3colftg ssnv see above
C. Full %some. Madwrs Adrs spZP f Pi.rpeof Ds.sion meeW fmr.,~ Arn c X
Sierra Club this refunds a payt &ad* ,~ .rw~.t r
530 Bush St. by the Sierra Club to SC 3/18 4507
San Francisco, CA 94801 - CIP31/3 4,507

cII/Zfg as a '761=3a lor 5LUiJrL AcMinistrative, polti1a ofEAO
edjucation and fundraising expenses in the period Jan.-MIay 1982" mv., vo -mr-" hsP-
and reported on line 15 of the 1982 ;'pstelection report. Fo. more
explanation see March 23, 1983 lettar.sormtios or zp,9 ,v,, z:o.,see
from Paul Swatek, SCOOPE treasurer,' Omricoc
to Ed Ryan, FED Reports Analyst. Pur0O Osf D~sb.,wffw., ole '"ot"r Arvomotiv

Gi r Vy esm I T'o., Psi. -

Disbursemenfor :Pveomary DGerwal

0tiotiirtq t I Ii y

F. Full Name. Moiling Address ad ZIP Cod Purpose of Osbun~mweni Dote Imm" Amrowrit of Eacht
First Interstate Bank ;bank charges aw..yewrI Disbuemet Th. Pot too
100 California St. -_ _______3/31/83 $ 75.00
San Francisco, CA 94111 1Dosburfrert for =Pr-prorv JG~neral

Ciher isoecify szee above
G. Full kame. Maslirq Addess and ZIP Cods Purpose of Desbutsemnhn Dae imYomin. 1AlYnount of Each

I Gay year I *oisbursaerent This Pe,~

Disbursement for CPsrivr 0Oreal
C Othet fSpelify

14. Full Name. Mailing Addren and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date frlonit. I AmYownt of Each

I day. year) DisbwrWvment This Period

1. Full Name. Mailing Addres and ZIP Code Puroose of Disbursement Date 0110111h. Amnount of Each

clav vet I Disburserrin, This Period

Disbursement 'or. 'Prom~ary 'General

other t'iecefy):

SUBTOTAL of Disbturseme",s This Page loptional I................................................

TOTAL This Period ( last page tis line rnmber oniv I .. .. .20,216... . .. .. .. .. .79. .
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