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November 15, 
1976

MYRTIS GEORGE
2ECRIITARY

Honorable Vernon W. Thomson
Chairman
Federal Election Cormission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Thomson:

I have just received your letter today stating that
the Federal Election Commission intends to close its file
on Federal Election Case NUR 178. I am extremely dis-
appointed that the FEC is unable to look into such a clear
and deliberate case of campaign violations, as exercised
by Mr. Saul Lankster and his Campaicn Committee. You
mentioned in your letter the Commission believes that
voluntary compliance has been achieved. Could you
specifically show what actions Mr. Lankster has taken
on his own to comply with the law?

In the voluminous support I furnished the Commission
was a letter in which Mr. Lankster clearly and deliberately
and fraudently misrepresented himself. On this particular
issue, are you stating that the FEC to which the Conaress
has given full responsib.lity for strenuous enforcement
of the campaign law, does not intend to move forward
judicially on this fraudulent violation? Fraudulent mis-
representation, to me, is one of the most flaarant violations
of carpaignina, and I, therefore, ask by return letter the
reasons why you are not looking into this case.

Could you state the language necessary to be-proposed
by myself to the present campaign law that would close
this major loophole -- in fact, if the FEC does not feel
this is the type of case that warrants prosecution.

In your letter, you attached the General Counsel's
report that commented on only one of the many allegations.
In this case -- the ad paid for by the Compton firefighters.
Whereas, I would like to see the General " , Pt',TIX"

763672



0 0
Honorable Vernon W. Thomson
Page 2
November 15, 1976

mendations to the FEC on each of the other allegations
I submitted. Once again, I ask you to look at Exhibit
#1, which was a mass mailing Mr. Lankster sent throughout
the 31st Congressional District in which no Committee
is mentioned, and more importantly, was fraudently
written, as my previous correspondence indicates.

To allow any Federal candidate for public office
to commit such a fraud, and to go unpunished is uncon-
scionable.

ul your

cc: FEC Merbers
John G. Murphy, Jr.

rEERAI EETO MS

ofM FUof CEKtIPAL COUNISL
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Honorable Vernon W. Thomrson
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Saul E. Lankster
MUR 178 (76)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, hereby certify that on November 4,

1976, the Commission determined by a vote of 5-0, that

voluntary compliance had been achieved in the above-

captioned matter. Accordingly the file is now closed.

Commissioner Tiernan was absent.

Mf jorie W. Emmons
Secr ary to the Commission



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 178A (76)

Saul E. Lankster )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. Allegations

Complainant, Charles H. Wilson, successful

opponent against Lankster in the primary alleges that

the ad paid for by Compton Firefighters Local 2216 may

be in violation of 2 U.S.C. §441b.

The file was kept open after the last General

Counsel's report pending a determination of whether the

Vad was paid from voluntary funds or union dues. All other

allegations have been dismissed.

NII. Evidence

Respondent submitted a letter in which he advises

that the ad was paid for out of funds in a separate

"Political Action Committee." See attached letter.

fr~r~ ~{~TY

q7 J L i', A
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III. Analysis and Recommendation

Mr. Joseph Moore was contacted by telephone to ascertain

more information about the source of the contribution.

Mr. Moore stated that the contribution was from the Welfare

and Community Action Fund of the local which contains no dues

money. It is recommended that this remaining allegation

be dismissed.

IV. Conclusion

Find no reason to believe with respect to 2 U.S.C. S441b.

Send attached letters.

Date; 0" 40.14

ION
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STREET N.W.
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Saul E. Lankster
P.O. Box 5407
Compton, CA 90221

Re: MUR 178A (76)

Dear Mr. Lankster:

The Commission voted on , 1976 to

dismiss the remaining allegation in the above matter

finding no reason to believe a violation of 2 U.S.C.

§441b had been committed with respect to the ad placed

by Compton Firefighters Local 2216.

A copy of the Commission's determination and the

final General Counsel's Report are enclosed for your

information. If you have any questions, please

contact Gloria R. Sulton on 202/382-4041.

Sincerely yours,

Nl-

John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel

•~ h ;,.
Enclosures U

g rEW



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K SiREVI N.W

WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

Honorable Charles H. Wilson
U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Re: IMUR 178 (76)

Dear Mr. Wilson:

On October , 1976, the Commission voted to

terminate its inquiry into alleged violations of the

_ Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

(the Act) in the above matter. The Commission deter-

mined that there was no reason to believe that the Act
had been either substantially or willfully violated
and that voluntary compliance had been achieved.
Accordingly, the Commission intends to close its
file in this matter.

A copy of the Commission's determination and the
General Counsel's Reports are enclosed for your informa-
tion. If you have any questions, please contact Gloria R.

Sulton (telephone no. 202/382-4041), the attorney assigned
to this matter.

Sincerely yours,

John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel

Enclosure

, , EIi.RAL C0UNSEL
- ut .5.

I-



I

P. o. Box 5407
Ccpton, California 90221

i ,LIR4L. L. CTION

76 OCT20 Ag: 92

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

0c 762-

RE: MUR 178A (76)

Sir:

Pursuant to your recent certified letter, I took the following action:

Qn October 17, 1976, I contacted the Compton Firefighters Local 2216, whereupon
I was informed that the donation in question did cane from their seperate Poli-
tical Action Committee set aside for that purpose, and not fran dues paid by
members of their Local. This information was given to me by their president, Mr.
Joe Moore, 201 South Acacia Avenue, Ccipton, California, 90220.

Sincerely,

Saul E. Lankster

76301C



Saul E. Iankster
P. 0, Box 5407
P lptcn, California

90221
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 178A (76)

Saul E. Lankster )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election Commission,

do hereby certify that on October 7, 1976, the Commission determined by

a vote of 5-0 that there was no reason to believe that a violation of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, had been committed

d3,, with respect to allegations #2 and #3 and the Commission determined that

the file should remain open with respect to allegation #1 of the General

Counsel's report dated October 1, 1976 in the above-captioned matter.

Voting to make this finding were Commissioners Aikens, Harris, Springer,

Staebler, and Thomson; Commissioner Tiernan was not present.

.

Mroie W. Emmons

cretary to the Commission

r~R j

% 0 &



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 178A (76)

Saul E. Lankster )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. Allegations

Complainant, Charles H. Wilson, successful

opponent against Lankster in the primary alleges:

1. Ad paid for by Compton Firefighters

Local 2216 did not contain 2 U.S.C. S44ld notice.

Also, the payment may be in violation of 2 U.S.C. S441b.

(See Attachment A).

2. Campaign literature supporting Lankster

failed to name officers of committee. (See Attachment B).

3. Mr. Lankster failed to report a campaign

expense for an article in the Metropolitan Gazette on

March 25, 1976. (See Attachment C).

The remaining allegations were either dismissed

in the 48 hour report or under review in MUR 147A,

which has been closed.

II. Evidence

1. Complainant submitted a copy of the ad

(Attachement A) which is identified as having been paid



-2-

for by the Compton Firefigthers Local #2216. Respondent

in his reply (see attached letter) states that the local

union endorsed his candidacy "by giving us a requested

donation to buy, among other things, 'one article in the

Compton Bulletin Newspaper.'" In the post-election

report filed by respondent's principal campaign committee,

a contribution from "Compton Firefighters Assoc., Inc."

on May 28, 1960 (sic) is listed in the amount of $119.60.

The association is identified as an employee organization

and presumably is the local union which paid for the ad.

2. Attachment B is a copy of the campaign literature

on which complainant alleges officers of respondent's

committee should have appeared. Respondent advised that

several brochures were prepared, the earlier ones containing

the name and address of the committee; the latter ones

with the name of the printer. In all cases, respondent

stated he believed the brochures to be in compliance with

applicable laws.

3. Complainant submitted a copy of the article

(attachment C). Respondent acknowledged that the

commentary was written by him but maintains that no

expenditure was incurred. He explains that he was an

unpaid columnist for the Metropolitan Gazette for

several years until abruptly terminated after he became
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a candidate. The commentary was one of his weekly

articles in the newspaper.

III. Analysis and Recommedations

1. The available information suggests that

respondent may have received a contribution from a

labor union. A reported contribution from a similarly

named organization appears on the post-election report.

Respondent apparently failed to grasp the issue involved

and did not address the question of whether the contri-

bution was from a separate segregated fund. In any event,

he appears to have been unaware that the donation may be

prohibited. Since 2 U.S.C. §441b requires knowing receipt

of a contribution prohibited by that section, this element

appears to be lacking. In view of the amount involved,

it is suggested that the letter to Mr. Lankster advise

him of the possible violation and request that the amount

be refunded unless the funds came from a separate segregated

fund.

2 U.S.C. §441d was not law at the time the ad was

placed; 18 U.S.C. §612, if applicable, was not under

FEC jurisdiction. No other notice provisions were

applicable to non-solicitation material.

r ( Il ILE COPY
OFFICE OF 6ENA COUNS
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2. The brochure contains the name, address and

telephone number of Mr. Lankster's committee. While

2 U.S.C. §441d requires that a statement of authorization

appear thereon, there is no evidence to indicate whether

the brochure was printed before or after May 11, 1976.

In any event, there has been substantial compliance and

no further action is warranted.

3. The definition of expenditure excludes news

stories, commentaries, etc. distributed through the

facilities of any newspaper. 2 U.S.C. S431(f) (4) (A).

Based on respondent's reply there is no reason to

believe that there was a reporting obligation with

respect to the costs of this article.

IV. Conclusion

The file should remain open with respect to allegation

#1 pending receipt of an explanation of the transaction.

Since substantial compliance has been achieved as to

allegations 2 and 3, there is no reason to believe further

investigation is warranted. Send attached letter.

Co3hfiG.Murpel ME
nrlCounsel

DATE: HOUR_________ IEER LITIOB CCMISWprgplg COPY
U r 4 t'.r'u"E
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P. 0. Box 5407
Ccnpton, California 90221 * ,.

William C. Oldaker, Assistant G neral Counsel 1.13
Federal Election Comission
1325 K Street N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: M4R 178A (76) 76 2440
Sir:

This is nmy response to the allegations by Congressman Charles H. Wilson concerning
(1) my campaign literature, (2) newspaper article, and (3) campaign advertisement
paid for by the Ccupton Fire Fighters, Local 2216. I am answering as the candidate
and on behalf of the conittee to elect Saul E. Lankster, Congressman 31st District.

Answering the allegation that our campaign literature lack proper identification, I
deny each and every allegation of "willfully .... knowingly" violating any local, state,
or federal law or regulation. We prepared and distributed more than five different
brochures, hand-outs, etc., none of which contained a statement as Treasurer of the
Cacmittee and the full crnittee, nor the chairman, nor anyone else on the committee
except the candidate. Initially, all our literature contained the name of the ccxm-
mittee, the street address, Post Office box number, and our phone number. Subsequently,
we were informed and believed that all our literature had to have the name of the print-
er. To the best of my knowledge, we all complied with the laws as we knew and under-
stood them on every piece of literature.

Answering the question Congressman Charles I Wilson raised regarding my newspaper
column with the Metropolitan Gazette, I deny making any camrpaign expenditures in con-
nection with that newspaper. It is true, and Congressman Charles H. Wilson is well
aware, that he and I were both columnists for the Metropolitan Gazette for several years.
I began writing my column as President of the Ccmpton Police Officers Association in
1971, and last year as Vice President of the International Conference of Police Associa-

P" tion, and this year, sirmply as Saul E. Lankster. My controversial colunn ran weekly
until Congressman Charles H. Wilson had his close personal friend, Editor and Publisher
Hillard H. Hamm to cut my column, as I refused to get out of the race for Congressman in
the 31st District. I have never paid, nor received any pay for writing the article in
the Gazette. %ben my column was cancelled unexpectedly, our Conmittee published a re-
capitulating paid political camment in the Copton Bulletin. That expenditure along
with every other expenditure made by us is included in our financial statement filed
with the Secretary of State and the House of Representatives.

Answering the third allegation, I deny that our Committee "willfully .... knowingly" vio-
lated any local, state or federal law or regulation in regards to and connected with
the Copton Fire Fighter Local 2216. This local endorsed our candidacy by giving us a
requested donation to buy, anmong other things, "one article in the Ccrpton Bulletin
Newspaper". We attempted to acknowledge that "earmarked" donation. This ad did not
contain the statement of the Treasurer, etc., for the r *29P 4I

Congressman Charles H. Wilson states that he firmly belL0'W that we "willf ly .... know-
ingly" violated these enumerated Federal Election CampaiP aws,.2 tth is that I
(we) never knew of these sections, these allegations, te k t244ofio the Fede-
ral Election Commission until the Daily Breeze Newspaper notified me that you were lock--
ing into same of Congressman Charles H. Wilson's charges against m.



I would be the first to admit that we, the Ccrmittee to elect Saul E. Lankster, Con-
gressman 31st District, made several errors during the 76 campaign for the Democratic
Party's nomination. Mbst of them were due to the fact that our entire campaign was
conducted by novice, including myself. None of us had any experience in participating
in a Congressional campaign other than just voting. Hcwever, I deny congressman Wil-
son's allegation that we or I "willingly .... knowingly" violated any campaign law or
regulation. We were careful to observe the campaign laws as we knew and understood
them.

Upon filing for office in Los Angeles I was instructed to write to the clerk of the
House of Representatives for instructions in regards to Federal Laws and Regulations.
This we did, and the only material we received contained information regarding report-
ing of expenditures and donations. There was no intent on my part nor the Ccurnttee,
to violate any legal requirement.

We have the cancelled checks for each expenditure. They are available to you and we
will be glad to send you the original or a Xerox copy upon your request.

Additionally, there was no intent on behalf of the comittee either to conceal the

identity of our ccmnittee nor the location of our campaign headquarters.

The above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

Please contact me at (213) 537-8585 for any other information that may be of value to
you in regards to this matter.

S- incerely.

Saul E. Lankster

SIM
Nw
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William C. Oldaker, Asst. General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

R4... MUR 178 A (76)



SsFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STREET N.W
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL Sept. 3, 1976

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Saul E. Lankster
P.O. Box 5407
Compton, CA 90224

Re: MUR 178A (76)

Dear Mr. Lankster:

This letter is to advise you that the Federal Election
Commission has received a complaint against you which has been
numbered MUR 178A. Please note that these allegations are
similiar to MUR 147, also filed against you. A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. The Commission has attempted to
notify you of this matter by two letters, dated July 19 and
August 10, 1976, both of which were returned.

The Commission has determined that the allegations
regarding fraudulent misrepresentation of campaign authority,
use in campaign literature of libelous statements, untimely
filing of your pre-election report and untimely registration
of your principal campaign committee fail to furnish reason
to believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Laws has been committed. However, with regard to the allega-
tions concerning your campaign literature, newspaper article
and campaign advertisement paid for by the Compton Fire
Fighters Local 2216, the Commission has opened a preliminary
inquiry to determine what action, if any, it should take.

I would appreciate it if you would submit any factual
or legal material which you believe is relevant to the
Commission's analysis. The Commission must consider such
matters expeditiously accordingly, please submit your response
within ten days after receipt of this letter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath.

FEnFRAL L r" "
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STREET NW.
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

August 10, 1976

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Saul E. Lankster
1213 East Compton Blvd.
Compton, CA 90221

Re: MUR 178A (76)

Dear Mr. Lankster:

You were notified by letter dated July 22, 1976,
that the Federal Election Commission received a complaint
against you, which we numbered MUR 178A. A response was
requested within ten days. As of this date we have
received no information from you.

The Commission intends to conclude its preliminary
analysis of this matter soon. In the absence of any
response from you within ten days, the Commission will
decide to take further action solely on the basis of the
information which it now has on file.

Should you have any questions or need additional
information, please feel free to write this office or

Ncall Lyn Oliphant, the staff member assigned to this
matter on 202/382-4055.

Since ely yougs,

William ld er
Assistant General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

13R K STREET NW. w_

VV HINGTON,D.C. 20463 -C
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 1788 (76)

Joseph Rice )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on August 16, 1976, the

Commission adopted the recommendation of the General Counsel that

it finds no reason to believe that a violation of the Federal

Election Campaign Act, as amended, had been committed in the

above-captioned matter.

Accordingly, the file in this case has been closed.

Secret y to the Commission

FED! L ECTIO)I COMMISSW !4

OFfIC!AL FILE MA,
OFFICE OF GEIIERAL CUBMNL,



DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL:

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, D. C.

Complainant's Name:

NO.

REC' D:

MUR 178B

6/23/76

Charles H. Wilson

Respondent's ,ame: Josep

Relevant Statute: 2 U.S

Intern.al Reports Checked:

Federal Agencies Checked:

h Rice

.C. Sections 433. 434(a) (A) (i). 435b. 441a. 441d:
18 U.S.C. Section 608.

All reports filed by candidate and committee.

None

SUM.M.ARY CF ALLEGATION

(1) Untimely filing of pre-election report required by 2 U.S.C. Section

434(a)(A)(i). (2) Candidate received $5,000 loan from wife, but did not

report this loan within 10 days or register as a committee within 10 days

of receipt of loan as required by 2 U.S.C. Section 433. (3) $5,000 loan

. from wife violates $1,000 individual contribution limitation of 2 U.S.C.

:--Section 441a. (see continuation sheet)

PRELIMINARY LEGAL ANALYSIS

(1) The pre-election report has been received, making further inquiry

unnecessary. Allegations (2), (3), and (4) are the same as those dismissed

in MUR 147B. (5) Exhibit #10, campaign ad submitted as evidence, should

have included the 2 U.S.C. Section 441d notice. (6) Exhibit #11, campaign

brochure contributions, should have included 2 U.S.C. Section 435b notice.

The brochure ind -the-- name- his campaign committee_

'ERAL IE TI~' CO'MMISS14~
RECOMMENDATI ON - f t

Close file- -With respect-tot Sand6.-a informat- request to repspmlnent

-shoulda-saf-fic-ient-Lin-viaw-- -lp-a--h-- P-i Qogr -cuia

Date of INext Comm ission Review':
(see continuation sheet)

None
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CONTINUATION SHEET

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATION

(4) Loan of $5,000 is not evidenced in writing as required by

18 U.S.C. Section 608.

(5) Failure to include 2 U.S.C. Section 441d notice on campaign

ad.

(6) Failure of brochures including solicitation of contributions

to include 2 U.S.C. Section 435b notice.

RECOMMENDATION

- there is no evidence of the extent of distribution of literature
without required notices, and the brochure indicated the name
and address of the campaign committee. Should it be necessary,
after receipt of response, the file may be reopened. Send
attached letters.
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Dear iAr, Rice.

'isnis to:a)ov.~ .ep of yorresponse
dated Auusit 4, 19764 regarding a0m 17990'

On the basis of the inf2ormation pcOiVid in your
lettetv the cou0ssiion has dect~d tbat %* fuwther
izquiry into these all"&tos is nmosaxy.

Sinclerely miras,

Willia O24Aaker

LOliPhant:umpc: 8/16/76
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Ff. T6e following ser vi is requested (chAe one).OShow to whom anmd date delivered.... ~
gshwt whmdate, & addmus of delivery. 350

Wo ETRICTE DELIVERty
Show to whom and date delivered.......63

RESTEMICTED DELIVEtY.Show to Whom, Ie, and addrmo eiey&

0' CIFD N tSURro No.

hGNATWE 0 Addres(,~ 0 Authorzed agent /
ATOF (cWV~.ERY I

UNASL UOOL~~ SEs EW

* 
GOP:

VDEM a,1B COPY1S



Avgust IS, J~#?#

CBRTZZIBD M U
EM I_ IN VI P!

two Saul X. Laraetr,
1213 last Cst I4

omtone CA @Z

Dear Mr. Lankter:

you were notified ,by letter 4ateG July 22, 1976,
that the Federal'Bleation Coiteiop reomived a olPaint
against you,. which weI ubre MI17 A rpSewas
requested within ten ayso 'As of thiit dateO haw
received no inforeaion from you.

The Camission lntends to oonale , ita prelilMnaM
analysis of this matter soon. In tbh absoenCeof any
response from you within t*en days, "the C $sLon wlll
d iode to take further action solely on the bauLs of the
information vhich 'it now haM on fil]e.

Should you have any, -question o need additiosa
information, please feel free- to write this offioe or
call Lyn Oliphant, the staff me er assigned to this
matter on 202/352-4055.

William 0l1 , 4a

Assistant Ganreal Oso-;-

LOliphant:mpc: 8/10/76

OFILE Ci
;V OLEL PUUIE

C

I I , -. , - 7 - .-

V,
'V.



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Joseph Rice
5955 S. Budlong Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90044

August 4, 1976 iEC Corre MndeflX Votrol # 2/-±L4
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Mr. John G. Murphy, Jr., General Counsel

RE, MUR 178B (76)

Attentions Lyn Oliphant

Dear Mr. Murphy:

In response to your letter July 16, 1976 which was received by me

on July 27, 1976-regarding MUR 178B (76) and specific allegations

filed by Charles H. Wilson, I and the Committee to Elect Joe Rice

to Congress did our best to comply with the Federal Election Campaign

Act.

With reference to the $5,000 loan and covered under (18 U.S.C. 608)

and Section 4 41-A I believe compliance is in accord. The remedy

and intent were to comply with the provisions of the Act by filing

N and Amendment to the March 29, 1976 Report which included the

January 31, 1976 Report.

With reference to campaign ad placed in the Compton Bulletin, Election

Day issue, the authorization for such ad by the Committee and the

Committee's name was clearly stated on the release to the Compton

Bulletin. It must have been an oversight by the Bulletin that Paid

Political Ad was printed in lieu of the Committee's name.

Pursuant to the same complaint about brochures in mail with the

wrong address, the complaintant is in error about the address on the

brochure. However, two headquarters were utilized but the Compton

office was selected as the main mailing address since there was un-

rr .1'JA... .. ; py
O f '
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Joseph Rice

MUR 178B (76)
August 4, 1976
Page 2

certainty about which postal station (Gardena 90249 or Los Angeles
90047) accommodated the area.
Another point mentioned in the complaint about the solicitation offunds in the mailer, it consisted of informative brochures not asolicitation of funds to my knowledge. My understanding of
2 U.s.c. 435 b is that it refers to solicitation and not to all
literature.

I and the Committee to Elect Joe Rice, to the best of our ability,Ntried to understand and to comply with the many complex provisions*" of the Federal Election Act both to the letter and in spirit. Ifwe did not it was our failure to correctly interpret many of the
provisions of the Act.
Please inform me if there is any additional information needed for

- disposition of the allegations.

incerlyus

7nc erelyours,

Jose Rice

JR:owr

Enclosures

FEDERAL ELECTION COMNUffSNOFFICIAL FILE C~a
OffICE OF GENERAL CODULL



31 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT
RESIDENTS

OF POLITICAL GANGSTERS AND CORRUPT WHEELER-DEALERS.

THEY ARE TRYING TO INSULT YOUR INTELLIGENCE "BEWARE'

THE SLATE OF CANDIDATES WHICH YOU ARE ASKED TO

VOTE FOR IS A TYPICAL EXAMPLE OF SUCH AN INSULT

AND BLATENT CORRUPTION WE DO NOT NEED AND CANNOT AFFORD.

I AM CONFIDENT YOU WILL NOT LET THIS HAPPEN.

DON'T RIDE WITH THE INCUMBENT ON THE

TRAIN WITH POLITICAL BETRAYERS T

TRAIN OF ABSENTEEISM T

TRAIN OF POLITICAL CORRUPTION T

JOE RIC

CHOOSE WISELY.

RAIN OF INSULTS

RAIN OF INSENSITIVITY

RAIN TO NATION DESTRUCTION

E

THE INDEPENDENT THINKING CANDIDATE

r%, HAS THE UNANIMOUS SUPPORT AND ENDORSEMENT OF
THE BAPTIST MINISTERS' FELLOWSHIP AND

THE MEXICAN AMERICAN POLITICAL ASSOCIATION (MAPA)

TO RID OUR DISTRICT OF THESE EVILS. THE BAPTIST MINISTERS' FELLOWSHIP

¢- AND THE MEXICAN AMERICAN POLITICAL ASSOCIATION (MAPA) KNOW WHAT TIME

IT IS
IT IS NATIONBUILDING TIME

THEY HAVE JOINED AND WE HOPE YOU WILL JOIN TOO "THE NEW SPIRIT"

THE "R I C E" SPIRIT

AN ATTITUDE OF STRAIGHT TALK, AND POSITIVE ACTION TO RID OUR CITIES

OF FRAUD, DECEPTION AND CORRUPTION.

JOIN THE "R I C E" SPIRIT

RIDE WITH RICE ON THE

TRAIN OF CONCERN TRAIN TO SAVE OUR CITIES
TRAIN OF HONESTY TRAIN TO FEED, HOUSE, CARE,
TRAIN OF COMMITMENT AND HEALTH FOR OUR
TRAIN OF JOBS SENIOR CITIZENS
TRAIN OF THE EMPLOYED TRAIN TO FIGHT INFLATION

THE TRAIN THAT IS ON ITS WAY TO NATIONBUIL

JOE "RI C E" IS OUR MAN

RICE KEEPS HIS WORD RICE CAN BE "HIERA COURSTL

VOTE JUNE 8TH

LET'S MAKE THE 31ST DISTRICT NICE WITH "R I C E"

Prepared by Joe Rice For Congress 1908 E. Rosecrans Compton, Ca. 90221

"BEWARE"



-- oseph Rice
5955 S. Budlong Avenue
1os Angeles, CA 90044

-'0 f4 1U
76 AUG 9 AIO: 4'

Mr. John G. Murphy, Jr., General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attentions Lyn Oliphant
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ATTAIN EXPERIE_ E
COMPETENCE

DR. JOE RICE
DEMOCRAT

*CTION 1976

CALIFORNIA NEEDS

DR. JOSEPH "JOE" RICE
TO CONGRESS 31st DISTRICT

VOTE FOR ACTION...

MORE JOBS-LESS CRIME Support for
Congressman Gus Hawkins' and
Senator H. H. Humphrey's
"Full Employment Act"
Safe Streets-Safe Homes
War on Corruption = Punishment

MORE HOUSING-BETTER TRANSPORTATION:

Homes for low and moderate
income families
Rapid Transit now'

MORE SECURITY-BETTER HEALTH:
Adequate income-Health care for
Senior Citizens and for those
who need it
Child Care Centers and Hot
Lunch Programs
Legislative Reform For Undocumented Persons (U.D.P.)

VOTE AGAINST INACTION ...

POSTAL SERVICES NEGLECT-JOB NEGLECT
DISTRICT NEGLECT-CHILD NEGLECT
VOTE IN CONGRESS NEGLECT
NO Concern For The Poor
NO Concern For Senior Citizens
LOWEST VOTING RECORD OF ALL
Democrats From California in Congress
THE MOST ABSENTEE Democrat From Ca.
INSENSITIVITY To The U.D.P. Problem

A CLEAR AND PRESENT RECORD OF NEGLECT
We Cannot Afford. VOTE It Out JUNE 8

We Need JO E RICE; HENEEDSYOUR VOTE

This brochure was prepared and distributed by: )OE RICE
FOR CONGRESS 1707 W. El Segundo (213) 779--6492
Los Angeles, Calif. 90047

1908 E. Rosecrans (213) 639 -7549 Compton, Calif. 90221

VOTE JOE RICE JUNE 8TH

STRONG, FULLTIME, RESPONSIBLE
DEMOCRAT

TO REPRESENT
31ST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

(LOS ANGELES COUNTY,- '
IN tM "j .

+
A '-

UNITED STATES CONGREeS S

WE NEED RICE

RICE NEEDS YOUR VOTE

JUNE 8th
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COMMITTEES:

ARMED SERVICES

SlmmnoMMrrrE ow MILITARy
INSTALATIONS AN FACILITIES

SuSCOMMITEE ON MILITARY PERSONNEL

POST OFFICE AND CIVIL SERVICE

CHAIRMAN. SSCOMMITrEE ON

POSTAL FACIITrES. MAIL AND

LAwO MANAGEMENT

WASHINGTON OFFICE.
2335 RAYIRN OPPCE BUILDING

PHoNE: 225-5425

JOHN PONTIUS
ADMIN ISTRATIVE ASISTANT

CHARLEJ .WIISMO11" auumm*CAU80Pimp awn.
L LAwNDAI. CALII'OMMI 90261

congrea of thea~niteb fftatto POE5348
0. ROBERT FORCIANI

*ouot NJ.
UIaWitNm, B.C. 20515

July 21, 1976

1AUW EAST %.WU'I MLUEVAMR

PAIRAMOUNT MAIN POST OFFICE

PAAMmOIE, CAUPORmA 90723
PHOst 531464

MYRTIS GEORGE
SEgC*rANY

Honorable Vernon W. Thomson
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I have received your letter concerning the status of
my complaint, MUR, 178A. I have the following information
to add concerning the post-election report of "The Committee
to Elect Saul Lankster."

On page 4, the report listed the following expendi-
tures for postage paid to the U. S. Postmaster in Paramount,
California:

CAMPAIGN REPORT POST OFFICE REPORT

$50.00
78.25
50.00

738.00
60.00
78.00

2,029.34
$3,083.59

5/28/76
6/1/76
6/2/76
6/3/76
6/4/76

TOTAL

$409.80
370.76
360.36
722.03

2,236.25
$4,r099.M

You will note from the above figures that there is a
discrepancy between the Campaign report and the Post Office
figures.

Also, on Mr. Lankster's pre-election report, the Com-
mittee lists on page 2, $983.00 of itemized contributions.
Yet, the supporting Schedule A only accounts for $520.00 of
contributions. Also 15 a, b and c add up to a different sub-
total for D than indicated.

Additionally, there seem to be inaccuracies involving
dollar amounts and aggregate year-to-date totals of various
contributors. For example, the pre-election report lists

FEDERAL Erj?~j .

W L AL

5/30/76
5/28/76
6/2/76
6/3/76
6/7/76
6/7/76
6/25/76

TOTAL



Honorable Vernon W. Thomson
Page 2
July 21, 1976

Myrtle Humphrey contributing $10.00 on May 9, $10.00 on
May 19, and $50.00 on May 29, and I presume an earlier
contribution of $30.00, for an aggregate year-to-date total
of $100.00. Yet, the post-election report lists additional
individual contributions of $60.00 on May 28, $25.00 on June 8,
for an aggregate total of $150.00. In short, the aggregate
total is incorrect, in light of these individual contributions.

Likewise, Mr. Undrew Maxey shows (in the post-election
report) an aggregate total of $240.00. While, in fact, it
should be -- from the records indicated -- $390.00.

The April 10th report shows year-to-date receipts of
$537.00 on March 31. The next report doesn't begin until
April 11, rather than April 1, and it lists receipts of $1595.00

ONO from the April 11 to May 24 period. This should give a total of
$2132.00. Yet, the calendar year-to-date total lists $3048.00,
or a difference of $868.48, which is not explained for either
in itemized or unitemized contributions. Perhaps this money
represents contributions between April 1 and April 10, which
haxenot yet been reported.

In the event that a full inquiry is made by the Federal
Election Commission, I would assume that this would entail a
close scrutiny of "The Committee to Elect Saul Lankster"
financial records.

sincerely yours,

Clrs LH.Wqsf_

CHW/jpt

Encs.

Subscribed and sworn to, affirred before me this -' day of
__ _ , A.D. 1976.

/, . L'.: /[ ...-..'

Notary Public

My commission expiresi l9

FEDRAL ELECTION COMMISSION

OFFICIAL FILE COPY
OFFICE OF GELERAL COUNSEL



Itemized E~nditures, Loan Repayment4
Refunds of Contributions, and Transfersr
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Mr. Saul E. Lankster
P. 0. Box 5407
Compton, CA 90224

Re: Dl 376A {76)

Dear Mr. Lanketers

This letter is to advise you that the Federal Blsotion
Commiss ion has recLved a complaLnt against you wkioh has been
numbered 4MUR 178J" A copy of the complaint is enclosed.

The Commission has determined that the allegations
regarding fraudulent msrepresentation of campaign authority,
use in campaign literature of libelous statements, untimelyS filing of your pre-election report and untimely registration
of your principal campaign committee fail to furnish reason
to believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Laws has been comitted. however, with regard to the allega-
tions concerning your campaign literature, newspaper article

c and campaign advertisement paid for by the Compton Fire
Fighters Local 2216, the Commission hasoopened a preliminary

t inquiry to determine what action, if any, it should take. As
you will note, these allegations are similar to those in MM
147 also filed against you. The Comision has made no final
determination that this matter involves any violation of the
Federal lection Campaign Laws.

I would appreciate it if you would sublit any factual or
legal material which you believe is relevant to the Commission's
analysis. The Comission must consider such matters expeditiously
accordingly, please submit your response within ten days after
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.
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You will be sent copies or summaries of all correspondence
received by the Commission from the complaint concerning
this matter. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact my office. The staff member assigned to
this case is Lyn Oliphant (telephone no. 202/382-4055).

Sincerely yours,

John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel

Enclosures

r ~ -
t .~' I

,,.~ ~.
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Mr. Joseph Uice
1908 1. Rosecrans
compton, California 90221

Dear Mr. Ric* I

This letter is to notify you-that the Federal:Zlet4n
ComMIssion has Veoivod a ca gmpiait you, whLah ve
have numbered MUR 178B. A Copy of the complant is eWlosed.
This inquiry regarding the alleat*ons raised in he complaint
is prompted by -out interest in: ssisting amidates and
olnitteeR who wish to jt v the Federal Aiction

Campaign Act.

The Conmuisstoa hbas 4ter id that the allegations
regarding your pre-eleoaton report and the $5,000 loan ftom

your wife do not estahjh reasn to believe a violation of
the statute has occurred. With respect to the allegations
concerning your failure to inolu4k. the z'atice of
authorization required by 2 U.s.C. Section 441d on the
campaign ad, and the failure of solicitation brochures to

include the notice required by 2 U.S.C. Section 435b, the
Commission is aware that faure to under*and the many and
sometimes complex provisions of the Act may lead to non-
compliance.

Please respond within ton days providing As wth any";,
factual or legal materials v44h you deem re*7 ftt tour
analysis of -this matter. XfU Uot hav ay-uestio,
not hesit&*t to contact this office., Th* Staff memwber
assigned to this case is Lyn Oliphant (telephone go. 02/
382-4055).

w, Sincerely yovs,

Enclosure

Loliphant:pjg: 7/1/76

I
John G. murphy, Jr.
General Counsel

, "A ........ E

I v,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION JUL 16 tP7
1325 K STREET N.W
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Representative Charles H. Wilson
Congress of the United States
2335 Rayburn Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Re: MUR 178 (76)

Dear Mr. Wilson:

This letter acknowledges receipt of your complaint,
dated June 17, 1976, alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act)
by Saul E. Lankster and Joseph Rice. We have numbered

_ your complaint as MUR 178A with respect to Mr. Lankster and
as 178B with respect to Mr. Rice. Please refer to these
numbers in any future correspondence.

With regard to your allegations concerning Mr. Rice,
I am of the view that there is insufficient evidence to
indicate that further inquiry into this matter is necessary.

As for your allegations concerning Mr. Lankster's
fraudulent misrepresentation of campaign authority, use of

N, libelous statements, untimely filing of pre-election report
and untimely registration of principal campaign committee, I

N am of the view that there is insufficient information in your
complaint to furnish reason to believe that any violations
of the Act have been committed. However, the Commission
has authorized a preliminary inquiry into your remaining
allegations concerning Mr. Lankster's campaign literature,
newspaper article and campaign advertisement paid for by the
Compton Fire Fighters Local 2216. If you have any other
material to submit which may be relevant to our inquiry,
please do so within five days after receipt of this letter.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. Section 437(a) (3), the Commission
will also review in the next few days all reports and
statements on file concerning your campaign.



w
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The staff member assigned to this case is Lyn
Oliphant (202/382-4055). Please do not hesitate to call
if you have any questions.

Sincerely yours,

John G. Murphy, Jr.

ggRIi 1 1t,~

a
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July 14, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

BILL OLDAKER

MARGE EMMONS

All of the MURS listed below were transmitted to the

Commission on July 13, 1976

July 14, 1976 - 11:20 a.m.

in MURS

no objections were received

178 B-

185 (76)

As of

J0185 
(7,6)

ULtt
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NO.
DATI, AN I) TIMEIC OF TRANSbMI T TAL:

MUR 178A

6/23/76

FEDE- iRAL ELECTION COMM ISSION
Washington, D. C.

Charles H. Wilson

Z I'I p T, - .,- c 4 ;%

Relev- -T7 - (i*' +A_41+_421d,441h- 18 U S.C
Section 612.

inte r:." -- .... 2hec[.ed: All PA ,O-t

2.y .. iE Checked: None

1) -- ...- cace 2 U.S.C. se--*i- 4 no on campaign literature.

s : .p. .resy. ..1c -a-__

)a . c aer n-ts by neividual citizens in campaign literture.

: . :f c -icTn ad pal- for Comton Fire "Fighters Local 2216 to show

2 U.S.C. Sezztzon -I4 notice. Possible 2 U.S.C. Section 441b violation in

payment for ad.

1 (see continuation sheet)
..... .NA- . LEGAL ANALYSIS

__C.ap~kimnbrochure supplied as evidence does not contain the required

2 U.S.C. Section 441d notice. Two neT.spaper ads (Exhibits 4 and 5) dated

4/_ an1 /25 were published prior to effective dates of Section 441d.

18 U.S.C. Section 612 --- the provision then applicable.-, was not under

"(sce continuation sheet)

FU r th' ncu.i ry nece -vary re allcjati .cs I -5, 8; close file rc.'2, 3, 6, 7.

(see continuation sh .et)

Con-l:7" Z

Fede;?

Selln -1- a tr:hed letters.



CONTINUATION SHEET

MUR 178A

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATION

5) Failure of campaign literature to name officers of committee.

6) Untimely filing of pre-election report.

7) Untimely filing as a candidate and untimely filing of principal

campaign committee.

I. 8) Failure to report campaign expense for article in Metropolitan

',Gazette on 3/25/76.

PRELIMINARY LEGAL ANALYSIS

However, the ad published 4/7, soliciting contributions, may have

been placed by a political committee and should then have the notice

required by 2 U.S.C. Section 435, or the unauthorized notice as was

required by 2 U.S.C. Section 432(e) under the 1974 amendments.

(2) Evidence provided in Exhibit #2 alleges possible fraudulent

misrepresentation of an endorsement by the President of the Inter-

national Conference of Police Associations. 2 U.S.C. Section 441h

applies to a candidate or his agent misrepresenting himself or his

committee as speaking on behalf of another candidate in a manner

damaging to such other candidates. On the facts as supplied, use

of this endorsement would not be within the reach of the statute.

(3) Exhibits #3 and #7 are evidence of the unauthorized use in the

candidate's literature of possibly libelous statement :which were

not made by individuals against the opposing candidate
,, hesefacts

do not establish a violation within the reach of the Federal Election

Campaign Laws.
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CONTINUATION SHEET

(4) Exhibit #3, ad paid for by Compton Fire Fighters, was published

on 4/7. 2 U.S.C. Section 441d does not apply (see (1) supra). The

ad does not solicit contributions, so 2 U.S.C. Section 435 is not

applicable either. However, there is a possible violation of 2

U.S.C. Section 441b if the ad was not paid for from a separate

segregated employee fund.

(5) 18 U.S.C. Section 612 which was not under FEC jurisdiction,

,,required naming of campaign committee officers. There is no date

o on the brochure supplied in Exhibit #6, so it is not possible to

-determine whether Section 612 was violated. However, the brochure

should contain the notice required by 2 U.S.C. Section 441d if

after May 11.

(6) The pre-election report has been received, making further inquiry

. unnecessary.

N (7) Proposed regulations, Section 101.2 require a candidate to file

• within a reasonable time after attaining candidate status. 2 U.S.C.

Section 432(e) (1) requires the candidate to designate a principal

campaign committee, but no time period is specified for this

designation. The delay here, approximately one month, cannot, in our

view, be deemed so unreasonable as to constitute a statutory violation.

(8) If this article was paid for by the campaign committee, it is

a possible reporting violation under 2 U.S.C. Section 434(b). The

article was entitled "A Community Commentary" and mayb ,9ptq

from expenditure limitations if considered a "co jy .,j,, used in

proposed regulation Section 100.7(b) (3). Further ii Pe,&'essary.
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CONTINUATION SHEET

RECOMMENDATION

Allegations #6 and #7 are the same as those in MUR 147A which was

dismissed as to those charges. Allegation #1 i's similar to the

allegation in MUR 147A which is under preliminary investigation.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Representative Charles H. Wilson
Congress of the United States
2335 Rayburn Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Re: MUR 178 (76)

Dear Mr. Wilson:

This letter acknowledges receipt of your complaint,
dated June 17, 1976, alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act)
by Saul E. Lankster and Joseph Rice. We have numbered
your complaint as MUR 178A with respect to Mr. Lankster and
as 178B with respect to Mr. Rice. Please refer to these
numbers in any future correspondence.

With regard to your allegations concerning Mr. Rice,
I am of the view that there is insufficient evidence to
indicate that further inquiry into this matter is necessary.

As for your allegations concerning Mr. Lankster's
fraudulent misrepresentation of campaign authority, use of

libelous statements, untimely filing of pre-election report

and untimely registration of principal campaign committee, I

am of the view that there is insufficient information in your

complaint to furnish reason to believe that any violations
of the Act have been committed. However, the Commission
has authorized a preliminary inquiry into your remaining
allegations concerning Mr. Lankster's campaign literature,
newspaper article and campaign advertisement paid for by the

Compton Fire Fighters Local 2216. If you have any other
material to submit which may be relevant to our inquiry,
please do so within five days after receipt of this letter.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. Section 437(a)(3), the Commission
will also review in the next few days all reports and
statements on file concerning your campaign.

,~ 0 uJT.Qe

(o~)
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The staff member assigned to this case is Lyn
Oliphant (202/382-4055). Please do not hesitate to call
if you have any questions.

Sincerely yours,

John G. Murphy, Jr.

- 2-
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STREET N.W

WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT:REQUESTED

Mr. Joseph Rice
1908 E. Rosecrans
Compton, California 90221

DearMr. ice:Re: MUR 178B (76)

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election
Commission has received a complaint against you, which we
have numbered MUR 178B. A copy of the complaint is enclosed.
This inquiry regarding the allegations-raised in the complaint
is prompted by our interest in assisting candidates and
committees who wish to comply with the Federal Election
Campaign Act.

The Commission has determined that the'allegations
regarding your pre-election report and the $5,000 loan from
your wife do not establish reason to believe a violation of
the statute has occurred. With respect to the allegations

* concerning your failure to include the notice oft authorization required by 2 U.S.C. Section 441d on the-
campaign ad, and the failure of solicitation brochures top include the notice required by 2 U.S.C. Section 435b, the4.. Commission is aware that failure to understand the many and
sometimes complex provisions of the Act may lead to non-
compliance.

Please respond within ten days providing us with any
factual or legal materials which you deem relevant to our
analysis of this matter. If you have any questions, do
not hesitate to contact this office. The staff member
assigned to this case is Lyn Oliphant (telephone no. 202/
382-4055).

Sincerely yours,

John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel

,Enclosure(.,.. 
...

)_ 
.

" 'e"
"_ _ _ _ _ __II
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Honorable Vernon W. Thomson
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C.

E~' ~

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As a candidate in the primary election for the House. seat
C in the 31st Congressional District of California, I want to

formally file several protests concerning clear violati-ons of
the Federal Campaign Law by my two opposing candidates,
Mr. Saul E. Lankster and Mr. Joseph Rice. In addition, I have
enumerated violations by their Campaign Committees, the Com-

-, mittee to Elect Saul E. Lankster and the Committee to Elect
Joe Rice.

Specific Violations of Saul Lankster and Committee:

3:Of the many enclosed Exhibits, Exhibit #1 to me, represents
the most flagrant and direct violation of the campaign law. I
refer to a mass mailing that went to approximately 30,000 homes
in the 31st Congressional District, in which the President of

N the International Conference of Police Associations recommends
to thepublic that they elect Mr. Lankster. To the unknowing
citizdn, this appears as a legal mailing paid for by the
International Conference of Police Associations. This brochure
is a direct violation of former Statute 18 U.S.C. 612, stating
"Whoever willfully ..... knowingly transports or causes to
be transported in interstate commerce any card, pamphlet,
circular, poster, dodger, advertisement, writing, or other
statement relating to or concerning any person who has publicly
declared his intention to seek the office of President, or
Vice President of the United States, or Senator or Representa-
tive in, or Delegate or Resident Commissioner to Congress, in
a primary, general, or special election, or convention of a
political party, or has caused or permitted his intention to do
so to be publicly declared, which does-not contain the names of
the , associations, committees, or corporations respon-
sTle for the publication or distribution of the same, and the
names of the officers of each such association, committee, or

EDERAL ELECTIS4 CMMI4StON
(f
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Honorable Vernon W. Thomson
Page 2
June 17, 1976

corporation, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned
not more than 1 year or both."

Yet, the brochure makes no statement whatsoever of any
committee registration with the Federal Election Commission,
its Treasurer or Chairman, and its address. In short, the
public has no idea who paid for such an ad, and more importantly,
whether or not the candidate, Mr. Lankster, authorized the
International Conference of Police Associations to do such a
mailing. The Committee to Elect Saul Lankster does not identify
at this time in the campaign reports the amount of money paid
to the Paramount Post Office for this mailing nor the contri-
butors to cover the high cost of the mailing. The cost of
printing and mailing this brochure would amount to many
thousands of dollars. It is my firm belief that the candidate

. willfully and knowingly -- and I might add -- fraudently violated
Section 441-H, fraudulent misrepresentation of campaign authority.
His brochure purports to be a full endorsement by the president
of the ICPA, Mr. Edward Kiernan. I would suggest that the
Commission talk directly with the ICPA as to their knowledge of
the brochure, any costs that they may have assumed in it, and
whether they authorized Mr. Lankster to distribute this letter.

Exhibit #2 is a letter which Mr. Kiernan states is the
only one that was sent to Mr. Lankster, and that it was sent

T on March 13, 1975, and relates solely to a recommendation for
employment. It is ICPA's contention that that March 13, 1975
letter was substantially changed; particularly, in paragraph 2,
and retyped with a May 26, 1976 date. I feel that only a
thorough check of both the candidate and the ICPA will resolve

Nthis mdjor violation of the law. The criminal and civil
penalty for such a violation is $25,000 or one year in jail.
It is my opinion that when someone fraudently and deliberately
violates the law that they should be prosecuted. I recognize
that after a lengthy set of proceedings by the FEC and the
candidate, that a decision must be made by the full Commission
as to whether or not there is sufficient cause to refer this
decision to the Justice Department. As an aside, it's rather
ironic that this candidate who is a police officer for investi-
gation, and is concerned with law enforcement, has broken not
only Federal laws, but also city ordinances regarding pro-
hibition of political activities and California laws prohibit-
ing the placing of campaign brochures of utility poles.

OFFICE C-T
" L ott



Honorable Vernon W. Thomson
Page 3
June 17, 1976

Exhibit #3 is a campaign ad placed in the COMPTON
BULLETIN on April 7, 1976. This campaign ad has libelous
statements that were not made by the person purported in the
ad to be making them. (See Exhibit #7 and notice by Mrs.
Bernice Woods). This ad states that it was paid for by
the Compton Fire Fighters Local 2216. Once again, as in
the situation with the brochure mentioned in paragraph 1,
this violates Section 441-D, for there is no statement as
the Treasurer of the Committee and the full Committee, and
whether they were authorized to speak on behalf of the candi-
date. Has the Compton Fire Fighters registered as a Campaign
Committee with the FEC? It is very likely that ads-such as
this, in addition to other expenses on behalf of a Federal
candidate may cause them to spend over a thousand dollars
and be required to register under Section 433. Also, any
of this money paid directly out of the Union treasury is a
possible violation of Section 441-B. Was the money out of
the treasury, or was the money voluhtarily raised? However,
the International Fire Fighters Association has stated that
this money was from a Political Action Committee of the
affiliate.

Exhibits #4 and #5 are paid political ads that appeared
in, the GARDENA VALLEY 1WS April 25, i976, and the COMPTON
BULLETIN April 7, 1976, under which none of the requirements
of Section 441-D are adhered to.

Exhibit #6 is a brochure that does not list the officers
of the Committee.

Concerning the filing of his campaign reports as a
N candidate, Saul Lankster as of June 16, 1976 has not filed

the pre-election report due on May 29, thus preventing either
N myself or the public at large from being aware of how much

money he has raised, and where it is being spent.

In addition, Mr. Lankster on March 4, spent $446.25
to file for his candidacy. He was formally approved as
a certified candidate by the State of California on March 12,
1976, yet the campaign law states that an individual should
file as soon as he becomes a candidate, and that the committee
should register when it intends to receive or spend $1,000
and should file within ten days. Yet, the Committee to Elect
Saul Lankster did not register until April 12, 1976.

Exhibit #8 is a copy of a column that appeared in the
METROPOLITAN GAZETTE on March 25, 1976. It certainly seems



Honorable Vernon W. Thomson
Page 4
June 17, 1976

to me that this column is directly campaign oriented, and
therefore, should be itemized as a campaign expense. I would
suggest that the Commission check with the editor of the
METROPOLITAN GAZETTE whether Mr. Lankster was charged for
this column at the going rate, as required by Section 435-A.
A similar type of column called "A Community Comment,"
appeared in another newspaper, the COMPTON BULLETIN on April 7
(Exhibit#5) and was paid for. How come the one in Exhibit #7
wasn't paid for?

Complaints About Specific Violations of Mr. Joseph Rice:

Like Mr. Lankster, Mr. Rice and his committee have been
very dilatory in filing the required campaign reports. As of
June 16, Mr. Rice has not filed the candidate report, as
required by May 29.

SExhibit #9 -- Mr. Joseph Rice received a $5,000 loan
from his wife on December 12, 1975. He has violated the law
in a number of respects. He should have reported the loan
or any other contribution within ten days, and registered as
a committee. Yet, neither Mr. Rice as a candidate, nor the
Committee to Elect Jce Rice followed the reporting procedures
as-required in Section 433, for a report was not filed until
March 29, 1976. Since a loan can be considered a contribution,
why isn't the wife subject to the $1,000 limitation on an
individual contribution as required in Section 441-A? That
loan should have been reported on January 31, as required by
Section 434-A. In addition, the loan was received illegally,
as the committee did not have a Chairman at the time, as

Nrequired by Section 432-A.

N Frthermore, 18 U.S.C. Section 608 requires " .... No
candidate or his immediate family may make loans or advances
from their personal funds in connection with his campaign
for nomination for election, or for election to Federal office
unless such loan or advance is evidenced by a written
instrument fully disclosing the terms and conditions of such
loan or advance .... " Accordingly, I would suggest that
you investigate whether this loan is, evidenced by a written
instrument.

Exhibit #10 is a campaign ad placed in the COMPTON BULLETIN,
election day issue. As in the case of Yr. Lankster, in para-
graph 1 above, neither Mr. Rice nor his committee list the
name of the organization and the officers responsible for such
an ad as required in Section 441-D. In addition, Section 435-A



Honorable Vernon W. mson
Page 5
June 17, 1976

states that the rates for campaign ads must be comparable
to the cost for space for other purposes. It may be necessary
for you to check with the publisher of the COMPTON BULLETIN
to ascertain whether any of these candidates received a
discount.

Exhibit #10 is a solicitation which was included in a
mail brochure, distributed by the Joe Rice For Congress Com-
mittee. On the brochure, it lists Joe Rice For Congress
address of 1707 West El Segundo Boulevard, Los Angeles 90017.
Yet, this is not the address given in the campaign registra-
tion reports. Why wasn't the Federal Election Commission
notified of a change of address by the Committee? More
importantly, is the attached sheet soliciting financial
contributions. Yet, it does not have the notice as required
by Section 435-B that "a copy of our report is filed with
the FEC and is available for purchase from the FEC, Washington,
D.C."

Insofar as I have successfully won the primary, and face
no opposition in the general election, this complaint is not
politically motivated. It is my strong contention that every
aspect of the Federal Campaign law must be adhered to both in
letter and in spirit not only by the U.S. Representatives
themselves, but by every person who purports to be a Federal

.7 candidate for elective office. As such, I respectfully
request the full and thorough investigation of the very sub-
stantive charges outlined above.

I look forward to a very early resolution of these
violations, and a report by the FEC at the earliest possible
date. I look forward also to your response regarding these

NP' complaints, which I have listed as possible violations under
N the C amfpaign Law.

Vfi9 sncerely/ors

S scribed and sworn to, affirmed begqre me this /8' day of
,,A.D. 1976.

Nota Public Bi

Enclosures My commission expires 19J. _

CHW/bt
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EXHIBITS

1. One-sheet mail brochure by International Conference of
Police Assoications, dated May 28, 1976.

2. Employment Recommendation by International Comference
of Police Assoications, dated March 13, 1975.

3. Campaign Ad on behalf of Candidate Lankster paid by
Compton Firefighters Local # 2216. Printed in Compton
Bulletin, (June 2, 1976), p. 8.

4. Campaign Ad on behalf of Candidate Lankster, April 25,
1976, Gardena ValleylNews.

5. Campaign Ad on behalf of Candidate Lankster, April 7,

1976, The Compton Bulletin.

6. Lankster Committee brochure mailer.

7. Compton Bulletin, June 9, 1976, p. 11, disclaimer by
- Mrs. Bernice Woods of canpaign ad, 'Exhibit I 5.

8. "A Co-mmunity Column" by Lankster, in Metropolitan
Gazette, p. 4, March 25, 1976. A political ad, yet
not acknowledged as such.
R. fice Committee Campaiun Renort, "4av 4, 1976, (1096-0946)

10. Campaign Ad on behalf of candidate Rice, in Election
Issue, Compton Bulletin June 7, 1976.

: i. Brochure and soliticitation for campaign contributions
by Committee on behalf of candidate Rice.

12. City of Compton, City Charter. (For background only
as no jurisdiction claimed on Federal complaint).

T7" l ELEATI!1M
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You will be sent copies or summaries of all correspondence
received by the Commission from the complaint concerning
this matter. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact my office. The staff member assigned to
this case is Lyn Oliphant (telephone no. 202/382-4055).

Sincerely yours,

John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel

Enclosures
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ADuINISTTIVE ASlISTANT

Honorable Vernon W. Thomson
Chairman 7,(....
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As a candidate in the primary election for the House seat
in the 31st Congressional District of California, I want to
formally file several protests concerning clear violations of
the Federal Campaign Law by my two opposing candidates,
Mr. Saul E. Lankster and Mr. Joseph Rice. In addition, I have
enumerated violations by their Campaign Committees, the Com-
mittee to Elect Saul E. Lankster and the Committee to Elect
Joe Rice.

Specific Violations of Saul Lankster and Committee:

Of the many enclosed Exhibits, Exhibit #1 to me, represents
the most flagrant and direct violation of the campaign law. I
refer to a mass mailing that went to approximately 30,000 homes
in the 31st Congressional District, in which the President of

N the International Conference of Police Associations recommends
to the public that they elect Mr. Lankster. To the unknowing
citizen, this appears as a legal mailing paid for by the
International Conference of Police Associations. This brochure
is a direct violation of former Statute 18 U.S.C. 612, stating
"Whoever willfully ....... .knowingly transports or causes to
be transported in interstate commerce any card, pamphlet,
circular, poster, dodger, advertisement, writing, or other
statement relating to or concerning any person who has publicly
declared his intention to seek the office of President, or
Vice President of the United States, or Senator or Representa-
tive in, or Delegate or Resident Commissioner to Congress, in
a primary, general, or special election, or convention of a
political party, or has caused or permitted his intention to do
so to be publicly declared, which does not contain the names of
the persons, associations, committees, or corporations respon-
si- ble for the publication or distribution of the same, and the
names of the officers of each such associaE-on1 commit te or

. . .. . . . j
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corporation, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned
not more than 1 year or both." - -

Yet, the brochure makes no statement whatsoever of any
committee registration with the Federal Election Commission,
its Treasurer or Chairman, and its address. In short, the
public has no idea who paid for such an ad, and more importantly,
whether or not the candidate, Mr. Lankster, authorized the
International Conference of Police Associations to do such a
mailing. The Committee to Elect Saul Lankster does not identify
at this time in the campaign reports the amount of money paid
to the Paramount Post Office for this mailing nor the contri-
butors to cover the high cost of the mailing. The cost of
printing and mailing this brochure would amount to many
thousands of dollars. It is my firm belief that the candidate
willfully and knowingly -- and I might add -- fraudently violated,* Section 441-H, fraudulent misrepresentation of campaign authority.
His brochure purports to be a full endorsement by the president
of the ICPA, Mr. Edward Kiernan. I would suggest that the
Commission talk directly with the ICPA as to their knowledge ofthe brochure, any costs that they may have assumed in it, andwhether they authorized Mr. Lankster to distribute this letter.

Exhibit #2 is a letter which Mr. Kiernan states is the
only one that was sent to Mr. Lankster, and that it was sent
on March 13, 1975, and relates solely to a recommendation for. employment. It is ICPA's contention that that March 13, 1975
letter was substantially changed; particularly, in paragraph 2,and retyped with a May 26, 1976 date. I feel that only a
thorough check of both the candidate and the ICPA will resolve
this major violation of the law. The criminal and civil
penalty for such a violation is $25,000 or one year in jail.It is my opinion that when someone fraudently and deliberately
violates the law that they should be prosecuted. I recognize
that after a lengthy set of proceedings by the FEC and the
candidate, that a decision must be made by the full Commission
as to whether or not there is sufficient cause to refer this
decision to the Justice Department. As an aside, it's rather
ironic that this candidate who is a police officer for investi-
gation, and is concerned with law enforcement, has broken notonly Federal laws, but also city ordinances regarding pro-
hibition of political activities and California laws prohibit-
ing the placing of campaign brochures on utility poles.

I LIJ
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Exhibit #3 is a campaign ad placed in the COMPTON
BULLETIN on April 7, 1976. This campaign ad has libelous
statements that were not made by the person purported in the
ad to be making them. (See Exhibit #7 and notAice by Mrs.
Bernice Woods). This ad states that it was pa'id for by
the Compton Fire Fighters Local 2216. Once aclain, as in
the situation with the brochure mentioned in paragraph 1,
this violates Section 441-D, for there is no statement as
the Treasurer of the Committee and the full committee, and
whether they were authorized to speak on behalf of the candi-
date. Has the Compton Fire Fighters registered as a Campaign
Committee with the FEC? It is very likely that ads such as
this, in addition to other expenses on behalf of a Federal
candidate may cause them to spend over a thousand dollars
and be required to register under Section 433. Also, any
of this money paid directly out of the Union treasury is a
possible violation of Section 441-B. Was the money out of
the treasury, or was the money voluntarily raised? However,
the International Fire Fighters Association has stated that
this money was from a Political Action Committee of the
affiliate.

Exhibits #4 and #5 are paid political ads that appeared
in the GARDENA VALLEY NEWS April 25, 1976, and the COMPTON
BULLETIN April 7, 1976, under which none of the requirements
of Section 441-D are adhered to.

Exhibit #6 is a brochure that does not list the officers
of the Committee.

Concerning the filing of his campaign reports as a
candidate, Saul Lankster as of June 16, 1976 has not filed
the pre-election report due on May 29, thus preventing either
myself or the public at large from being aware of how much
money he has raised, and where it is being spent.

In addition, Mr. Lankster on March 4, spent $446.25
to file for his candidacy. He was formally approved as
a certified candidate by the State of California on March 12,
1976, yet the campaign law states that an individual should
file as soon as he becomes a candidate, and that the committee
should register when it intends to receive or spend $1,000
and should file within ten days. Yet, the Committee to Elect
Saul Lankster did not register until April 12, 1976.

Exhibit #8 is a copy of a column that appeared in theMETROPOLITAN GAZETTE on March 25, 1976. It certainly seems
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to me that this column is directly campaign oriented, and
therefore, should be itemized as a campaign expense. I would
suggest that the Commission check with the editor of the
METROPOLITAN GAZETTE whether Mr. Lankster was charged for
this column at the going rate, as required by Section 435-A.
A similar type of column called "A Community Comment,"
appeared in another newspaper, the COMPTON BULLETIN on April 7
(Exhibit#5) and was paid for. How come the one in Exhibit #7
wasn't paid for?

Complaints About Specific Violations of Mr. Joseph Rice:

Like Mr. Lankster, Mr. Rice and his committee have been
very dilatory in filing the required campaign reports. As of
June 16, Mr. Rice has not filed the candidate report, as
required by May 29.

Exhibit #9 -- Mr. Joseph Rice received a $5,000 loan
from his wife on December 12, 1975. He has violated the law
in a number of respects. He should have reported the loan
or any other contribution within ten days, and registered as

_ a committee. Yet, neither Mr. Rice as a candidate, nor the
Committee to Elect Joe Rice followed the reporting procedures
as required in Section 433, for a report was not filed until
March 29, 1976. Since a loan can be considered a contribution,
why isn't the wife subject to the $1,000 limitation on an
individual contribution as required in Section 441-A? That
loan should have been reported on January 31, as required by
Section 434-A. In addition, the loan was received illegally,

N as the committee did not have a Chairman at the time, as
required by Section 432-A.

Furthermore, 18 U.S.C. Section 608 requires ". Nocandidate or his immediate family may make loans or advances
from their personal funds in connection with his campaign
for nomination for election, or for election to Federal office
unless such loan or advance is evideried by a written
instrument fully disclosing the terms and conditions of such
loan or advance . . . ."1 Accordingly, I would suggest that
you investigate whether this loan is evidenced by a written
instrument.

Exhibit #10 is a campaign ad placed in the COMPTON BULLETIN,election day issue. As in the case of Mr. Lankster, in para-
graph 1 above, neither Mr. Rice nor his committee list thename of the organization and the officers responsible for such
an ad as required in Section 441-D. In addition, Section 435-A

*3i.
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states that the rates for campaign ads must be comparable
to the cost for space for other purposes. It may be necessary
for you to check with the publisher of the COMPTON BULLETIN
to ascertain whether any of these candidates rec'eived a
discount.

Exhibit #10 is a solicitation which was included in a
mail brochure, distributed by the Joe Rice For Congress Com-
mittee. On the brochure, it lists Joe Rice For Congress
address of 1707 West El Segundo Boulevard, Los Angeles 90017.
Yet, this is not the address given in the campaign registra-
tion reports. Why wasn't the Federal Election Commission
notified of a change of address by the Committee? More
importantly, is the attached sheet soliciting financial
contributions. Yet, it does not have the notice as required
by Section 435-B that "a copy of our report is filed with
the FEC and is available for purchase from the FEC, Washington,
D.C."

Insofar as I have successfully won the primary, and face
no opposition in the general election, this complaint is not
politically motivated. It is my strong contention that every
aspect of the Federal Campaign law must be adhered to both in
letter and in spirit not only by the U.S. Representatives

-~ themselves, but by every person who purports to be a Federal
candidate for elective office. As such, I respectfully
request the full and thorough investigation of the very sub-
stantive charges outlined above.

I look forward to a very early resolution of these
violations, and a report by the FEC at the earliest possible
date. I look forward also to your response regarding these
complaints, which I have listed as possible violations under
the Campaign Law.

V~6 inerlyours,

Chales H.Wilso~n

Subscribed and sworn to, affirmed before me this i-r day of
A.D. 1976.

Nota Puic-

SMy commission eprs 1
CHW/bt



EXHIBITS

1. One-sheet mail brochure by International Conference of
Police Assoications, dated May 28, 1976.

2. Employment Recommendation by International Comference
of Police Assoications, dated March 13, 1975.

3. Campaign Ad on behalf of Candidate Lankster ppid by
Compton Firefighters Local # 2216. Printed in Compton
Bulletin, (June 2, 1976), p. 8.

4. Campaign Ad on behalf of Candidate Lankster, April 25,
1976, Gardena Valley News.

5. Campaign Ad on behalf of Candidate Lankster, April 7,
1976, The Compton Bulletin.

6. Lankster Committee brochure mailer.

7. Compton Bulletin, June 9, 1976, p. 11, disclaimer by
Mrs. Bernice Woods of camnaign ad, Exhibit # 5.

8. "A Comm.unity Column" by Lankster, in Metropolitan
Gazette, p. 4, March 25, 1976. A political ad, yet
not acknowledged as such.

.. CjaPain Tcort, "a, 4, 1976, (-i496-994)

Campaign Ad on behalf of candidate Rice, in Election
Issue, Compton Bulletin, June 7, _976.

"'. Brochure and soliticitation for campaign contributions
by Committee on behalf of candidate Rice.

2. City of Compton, City Charter. (For background only
as no jurisdiction claimed on Federal complaint).
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Metropolitan Gazette Section 1 Page 4 March 25, 1976

V :'COMMUNITY
9 4COMMENT

&-.-. -,.'- 4 BY
Saul E. Lankster

Have you tried to mail a letter lately?
That's one 6f the many questions I've been
asking citizens throughou:t the soutliand
communities. Other questions we've asked--
Are you satisfied with the fnail service? Are
you confident when you mail an important
document or bill? Have you gotten a second
notice? Do you like the way stamps have
gone up from 6 cent to 13 cent over the past
fourteen years?--Did you know that even
with all the closing of post offices, reduction.
of hours, etc., there is still over a seven
bil;k,, dollar deficit with the post office?
One thing is crystal clear from some of the

questions. There is trouble with the mail!
We pay more than twice as much for stamps
over the past twelve-fourteen years for less
than half the quality of service. When will it
end?

We say enough is enough. There ought to
be a law! And there is. Did you realize that
we all have a Constitutional right to have
our letters properly and efficiently delive-
red. Well, this right has no Constitutional
connection with the price of stamps. It is a
Constitutional right--not a mere privilege.

Article I, section 8, subsection 7 of the
Constitution provides that Congress shall
provide for the post offices, postal roads,
etc.

Subsection 18, of section 8 of Article I
empowers Congress to make all laws to
carry out this efficient free flow of the mail
in this participatory democracy. In short, it
is the responsibility of the Cordgress; not big
business, nor anyone else except the
Congress has done is this--they have concen-
trated all this power and operating responsi-
bility in Congressional committees and
sub-committees.
Just this past weekend the post-office was

the subject of much controversy. While

ATTACHMENT 11

shopping in a, local Thrifty Drug Store I
'heard a news bulletin where a Congressman
was "downing" the post office, postal
employees, and the loss of millions of Items '
by the post offi c. Now, on the surface of
this news bulletin, one might think that this
Congressman was trying to honestly do
something about the problem.

Nothing! Nothing could be further from the
truth. This Congressman, Charles 11. Wilson.
is perhalis more at fault for this mess than
any other person. I contend that he is the
man who messed up the mail. I know that
this news bulletin was nothing but campaign
lies designed to get votes. This Wilson is!' the
head -of the postal sub-committee. He's been
in the Congress for some 14 years. He has
helped the price of stamps to go from 6 cent.
to 13 cent. 1le's talking out of both sides of
his mouth now.

On one side Wilson is condemning the.
"foot-soldier" or the post man/woman at
the bottom who carries the mail in the heat
and cold--the rain and snow. On the. oth r
side he is taking money (in the forma of

campaign contributions) from the lettrcar
riers themselves. On April 16, 1974, Wilsom
admits taking $375.00 fi-om them. On Airil
18.. 1974. he received $250.00 from t1
lettercarriers. To top all of this (iff, he now
has the audacity to nring the 'ostmastvr
General to our community--Compton. Lyn-
wood, Paramount, Gardena, H wthorn-,
Watts, and Lawndale, to make a political
speech for his re-election two months before
election day. I say there's got to be a better
way.
If a man is the owner or manager of a

china shop. this same man shuts a bull up in
the china shop until everything is broken
and all is in ,Nh mess, he ought not be
rewarded (returned to office after fourteen
years of nothing) because he is perceptive
enough to see there is confusion in the shop.
He is the man responsible. .

I say that if 4 man doer,1tr6 for you, or
other Americar ' Ni.l 'not' case about
protecting .Ci n,YUR Coh.titutional
rights. parfV w ! yur rightw4,t'cnd and

.receive ma i,--, - , 1,Jl
I care. I'm cq1J),Vf about all the peopl,

in the district, he young and old. flack and
white, Mexican American and Asian Ameri-
can, the rich and the poor, the employed and



i nk'rgoa~sognI of 129 ensylvnia Avenue, S.E.
Washington, D. C 20003

ionFerec oF NA: Area Code 202-544-2700

"0*cI Edward J. Kiernan
*d~oda~oonoPresident

IRobert D. Gordon
Executive Director

REPRESENTING MORE THAN 150,000 POLICE OFFICERS

Exhibit #1
May 28, 1976

TO WHOM IT MAY C:NCXR:

RE: Saul E. Lankster,
Police Investigator

This letter will introduce Mr. Saul E. Iankster, who has been a per-
sonal friend of mine for many years, as well as an officer in ny
Association. As a personal friend,, I can attest to his reputation
as a respected family man. I have enjoyed many happy hours in the
conpany of Saul and his family and can only wish that everyone could
enjoy the love and affection that exists between the members of the
Lankster family.

In regards to Saul as a leader and a responsible public official, I
know of no one that I could reccnend mre highly than he, for a
representative in Congress. He has exhibited the courage necessary to
make sensitive decisions as well as the ability to lead his people
in the direction these decisions mandated. In these trying times of
serious econcric problems and the resultant added burdens placed upon
law enforcemnt, a man of the ability of Mr. Lankster is invaluable to
our society. His integrity, courage and ability are truly represen-
tative of what we need in the leaders of our government. I am
pleased and proud to reccmmend him to you as your next representative
for the 31st District in the United States Congress.

Sincerely,

EDWARD J KIERNAN
President

K:d

FEDERAtL ELECTIONOFFICIAL R'L
OFFICE OF GENERAL COUhSL
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. Exhibit # 3
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Exhibit # 4

THE OARDENA VALLEY NEWS

Have you tried to mail a letter lately?
ARE YOU A VICTIM OF POOR MAIL SERVICE???

Democratic
Central Committeeman
Sr. Police Investigator
Dr. of Jurisprudence

" Hove your utilities been shut off because a bill you paid
through the mail didn't arrive?

" Has your Social Security or other check arrived too late
to pay your bills on time?

* How will you be affected by the lay-off of over 1000
postal workers and reduced service in our area by June
of 1976?

• Has the rise of postage whi the incwtbent helped to
create, from 6' to 13 affitd you?

THE OPERATION OF THE MAIL. SERVICE HAS 1UN jUST
SHORT OF CRIMINAUII,

There ought to be a law!!
ENOUGH IS ENOUGH ...

VOTE FOR

SAUL E. LANKSTER
FOR CONGRESSMAN OF THE 31st DISTRICT

"A MAN WHO KNOWS THE LAW!!!"

Wilso"
The man who

Messed UP ** ail.

Chairman of the
House Committee

,on Postal Facilities
and Labor Manage
ment.

Member of Ih House
Committee on Taxa-
tion and Revenue. ,

During his 14 years
in office, he has
helped raise the
Cost of stamps
from 6c to 13s.

V iU~ >iYJ
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Exhibit # 5

THE COMMON BULLETIN April 7, 1976

A Community Comment
"Ar there th many crooks In politlis? That Is

one of the questions weve heard during the Water -

gate era. When I was a student body president at
! Selm University, I got a close-up of campus Ideal-

. Ism, but It wasn't until I cam to California that I got
-i a close-up on everyday political corruption.

T One thing for sure Is tha the politician Is defin-
"i. Itely a servant, and In most cases helshe Is an

humble servant. The problem develop when
common persons like you and I support, promt,
and vote for a pollticun who Is already "bought out"
before he takes office. ( course some are bought
out before the cam

During the last coqessional election, for
example, a well-known billionalre, Howard Hughes,
gave a generous personal donation to our opponent,
Congressman Charles H. Wilson. This donation was
far more than any personal donation I would accept,

Saul Lankster even if Mr. Hughes were a resident of our district.
Can you compete financially with this big-money giant? Would you expect Congressman

Wilson to vote for your Interest if It conflicts with the personal Interest of Mr. Howard
Hughes?

Two years ago, a millionalre oil man made a personal donation to Congressman Wilson
that was even larger than the Howard Hughes donation. So, I didn't expect Mr. Wilson to
fight the Increase In gasoline prices, although he said he would not vote for the gas prkp
Increase.

I wonder if a nun can be an honest representative of the "people" when he serves the
master that pays him. Sure, 3,705 Compton citizens voted for this mn; there were even
2,303 citizens in Lynwood who voted for Mr. Wilson; he even got 2,242 votes from Watts;
but I don't bWlieve these voters knew where he was getting his money... because If they
did, common sense tells us that they would not have allowed their votes to be bought by the
cli industry and the super rich.

Since I am seeldng [and realistically expect] to be the next Congressman from the 31st
District, you ought to know where our comnittee Is getting its funds. First of all we are
asking all voters for U.S. Postage Stamps and secondly, wa are asking for financial support.
The maximum we'll accept from an individual is 1,000 postal stamps or $130; or we will
accept 100 postage stamps amount to $13.00 or even one 13d stamp!

One lady told me last week that she would like to help. We were standing in the post
office and she was complaining about the service. She was balancing herself with a can
while we talked. She smiled when I told her she looked just like my grandmother, the silver
hair, the eyeglasses, her complexion, and even the lines of wisdom in her face and forehead
reminded me of grandma. So when s," t-d me, "All I can give ya' son is one 13 stamp,"
told her, "Thanks." I took the stamp, much to her pleasant surprise, and she became a
campaign contributor. I told her I accepted It because I am going to represent her in the
United States Congress.. . and I will! Her thirteen cents was a wise Investment.

Our committee invites you to Invest In us with your stamps andlor financing In our effort
to bring the Congress beck to the people. I personally promise you that once the people take
away this district from the rich and the super-rich, it will never be for sale again.

I don't accuse Mr. Wilson of being a crook, but I believe he Is serving those who financed
him. That's why I need and want your help. You will be my master as I look forward to Ong
to Congress- -becoming your governmental servantl I Paid Political

A -.

OF

, ' k* .

4 1

Ad

b ' O



IC
gY = =%

COMMITTEE TO ELECT
P4AUL E. LANKSTER

RESSMAN 31ST DIST.
.0.x5407. COMPTON. 90224

"'HONE 213 - 537-1674

in.Owt Ju Iry SW () nd Senator
elph DiI (r.) mir s w a at eremny.

ol
0z

m
CA
(h
(4

0
=04
m

z
rn
0D

--4

0>

00

0D
-4-0

--4--:7D

0

-n0

C>

-

"" '

v i

51. II

BUL RAITE
INO. In
IPAID

Exhibit # 6

r -,j

Printed by X4a Printing, Pawmount. CA. (213) 634-1220

"7

€=

w

rb
0Ow



P*1

COMMITTEE TO ELECT
"AUL E. LANKSTER

CONGRESSMAN 31ST DIST.
-'.. BOX 54. COMPTON, 90224
"!HOME 213 - 537-1674

%WM- Cou.t Jude Hwr Ls . m0.)d eNaW
ff DR~s (r.) co ptudt Luikste at mrenonv.

0 <
0 m

Z 4

m

Ez m

z.

--4

0>

--(D

00

03
-4

-0 0-- (

Coc

"n

C,

m
CW.

C-,

I PERMIT
NO. in

IPAID
I PAftAMOUNT

CAiF.

Exhibit 4 6

printed by x-preos PrintlMg pramwont, CA. (213) 634-1220

CA

m

0

CA)

z;:: r



Exhibit#

~.94

A. , , - . Y

.CerW7 4

menCt' appearing- in.- *he4

The c n ton I ulti
falsel 'ttributed istate-It
ment o me ton' rnin-*thj31 s -.ogr ssionaij

1
raKo-Congresma'..Charles Wilson>) de. 7rnand a public retr action Aby Saul Lankster for'this 4Ilibelous statement. I am'-

convinced that this kind 1of irresponsible camp..!* in. advertising~ oes
not qualify Mr. Lankster '
for' public -ofice l.and'
t rus.

lrs. ~e~e WooJs1

~V
-I-.--



F'-N
Metropcitan Gazette Section I Page 4 March 25, 1976

~ A

! COMMUNITY

• COMMENT
i BY

LA Saul E. Lankster

Have you tried to mail a letter lately?
That's one of the many questions 've been

asking citizens throughout the southland
communities. Other questions we've asked--
Are you satisfied with the mail service? Are

you confident when you mail an important
document or bill? Have you gotten a second
notice? Do you like the way stamps have

gone up from 6 cent to 13 cent over the past

fourteen years?--Did you know that even
with all the closing of post offices, reduction

of hours, etc., there is still over a seven

billion dollar deficit with the post office?
One thing is crystal clear from some of the

questions. There is trouble with the mail!

We pay more than twice as much for stamps
over the past twelve-fourteen years for less

than half the quality of service. When will it
end?

We say enough is enough. There. ought to

be a law! And there is. Did you realize that

we all have a Constitutional right to have

our letters properly and efficiently delive-

red. Well, this right has no Constitutional
connection with the price of stamps. It is a

Constitutional right--not a mere privilege.
Article 1, section 8, subsection 7 of the

Constitution provides that Congress shall

provide for the post offices, postal roads,
etc.
Subsection 18, of section 8 of Article 1

empowers Congress to make all laws to

carry out this efficient free flow of the mail

in this participatory dnnocracy. In short, it

is the responsibility of the Congress; not big

business, nor anyone else except the

Congress has done is this--they have concen-
trated all this power and operating responsi-
bility in Congressional committees and
sub-committees.
Just this past weekend the post-office was

the subject of much controversy. While

IAs Angeies, (

shopping in a, local Thrifty Drug Store I

'heard a news bulletin where a Congressman
was "downing" the post office, postal

employees, and the loss of millions of Items

by the post office. Now, on the surface of

this news bulletin, one might think that this

Congressman was trying to honestly do
something about the problem.

Nothing! Nothing could be further from the
truth. This Congressman, Charles 11. Wilson.
is perhaps more at fault for this mess than

any other person. I contend that he is the
man who messed up the mail. I know that

this news bulletin was nothing but campaign
lies designed to get votes. This Wilson is the

headof the postal sub-committee. He's been
in the Congress for some 14 years. He has
helped the price of stamps to go from 6 cent

to 13 cent. He's talking out of both sides of
his mouth now.

On one side Wilson is condemning the
"foot-soldier" or the postman/woman al

the bottom who carries the mail in the heat
and cold--the rain and snow. On the othor
side he is taking money (in the form of
campaign contributions) from the letterear
riers themselves. On April 16, 1974, Wilson
admits taking $375.00 from them. On April
18.. 1974. he received $250.00 from th,

lettercarriers. To top all of this off, he now

has the audacity to zrng the I'ostmastr

General to our community--Compton. Lyn-
wood, Paramount, Gardena, Hawthorw',
Watts, and Lawndale, to make a political
speech for his re-election two months before
election day. I say there's got to be a better
way.
If a man is the owner or manager of a

china shop, this same man shuts a bull up in
the china shop until everything is broken

and all is in a mess, he ought not be
rewarded (returned to office after fourteen
years of nothing) because he is perceptive
enough to see there is confusion in the shop.
He is the man responsible.

I say that if 4 man does not care for you, or

other care about
protect nstitutional

rights, firily your o send and
receive

I care. gfejaid I the people

in the district, the young and old, black and
white, Mexican American and Asian Ameri-
can, the rich and the poor, the employed and
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YES! COUNT ON ME S LECT

JOE RI
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3jTt Congressional District June 8th

Ig;vil: (please check)

'Make a financial contribution of
t5-00 tlC.00 _25.00 _50•00
0 0.0 50000_$1oo. 00_

_,et you use my name
Assist with office work

-Register people to vote
Telephone voters

KWalk a precinct Get out the vote
Give a "Coffee Hour" at my home

-- tOther

Name
Address
City.
Phone-res.

Zip Bu
BUS.____

Campaign Headquarters
1707 W. El Segundo, L.A. 90047

(21-3) 779 6492
1908 F. Rosecrans, Compton, Ca.

90221 (213) 639 7549
4 II



ATIIN EXPERIENCE
COMPETENCE

DR. JOE RICE
DEMOCRAT

ACTION 1910
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CALIFORNIA NEEDS

DR. JOSEPH "JOE" RICE
TO CONGRESS 31 st DISTRICT

VOTE FOR ACTION...

MORE JOBS-LESS CRIME: Support for
Congressman Gus Hawkins' and
Senator H. H. Humphrey's
"Full Employment Act"
Safe Streets-Safe Homes
War on Corruption = Punishment

MORE HOUSING-BETTER TRANSPORTATION:

Homes for low and moderate
income families
Rapid Transit now'

MORE SECURITY-BETTER HEALTH.
Adequate income-Health care for
Senior Citizens and for those
who need it
Child Care Centers and Hot
Lunch Programs
Legislative Reform For Undocumented Persons (U.D.P.)

VOTE AGAINST INACTION ...

POSTAL SERVICES NEGLECT--JOB NEGLECT
DISTRICT NEGLECT-CHILD NEGLECT
VOTE IN CONGRESS NEGLECT
NO Concern For The Poor
NO Concern For Senior Citizens
LOWEST VOTING RECORD OF ALL
Democrats From California in Congress
THE MOST ABSENTEE Democrat From Ca.
INSENSITIVITY To The U.D.P. Problem

A CLEAR AND PRESENT RECORD OF NEGLECT
We Cannot Afford; VOTE It Out JUNE 8

We Need JO E RICE; HNEDOUR VOTE

This brochure was prepared and distributed by: JOE RICE
FOR CONGRESS 1707 W. El Segundo (213) 779-6492
Los Angeles. Calif. 90047

1908 E. Rosecrans (213) 639-7549 Compton, Calif. 90221

A, STRONG, FULLTIME, RESPONSIBLE
DEMOCRAT

TO REPRESENT
31ST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

I LOS ANGELES COUNTY)
IN THE

UNITED STATES CONGRESS

S~-dIi

WE NEED RICE

RICE NEEDS YOUR VOTE

VOTE JOE RICE JUNE 8TH JUNE 8th
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ceptelection, nor ontrb uch terson take behalf of any candidates, nor

shra izahperon, sekintue 
theo ny peiion seeking to advance 
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- becoming a
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pay, to remain in 
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pe'rant o e U- - nis candidate.be i g o I.e -uh person is a 
cnl

No person in the 
Classified Service, 

or seeking admission 
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shall be employed, 
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in any way favored

or discriminated 
against because 

of political opinions 
or affiliations 

or

.because 
of race 

or religious 
belief. 

-

"~~4 . __ for any city of-
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city and no cauu m subscription
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any assessment, suburi
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or involuntary, for any political 

pur-

pose whatever, from anyone on 
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