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Frank P. Reiche, Chairman

Charles N. Steele, Geneval Councsel
Federal Electione Commission

1325 K S, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Sire,

Fegarding the Commission’s determination of my Complaint az v
ed to me in a your letter of 12-17-84, and in a FIRST GENERAL COUNZS
REFORT dated 12-4-24: =
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Real Estate Boards, National Associaticn of Real Estate Beoards, ;
respectively), are in violation of Federal and New York State Antitrust
Law; and are alsc in violation of a Federal District Court Qrder
(Civ-74-535); (see also US-v-MLS Portland Board of Fealtors, et al,
Civ-72-68; and about 14 other Real Estate Board Consent Pecrees), and,
further, violate the rights of all members. In additicn, neither the
State or National Ass’'n. has the power, or the legal right, to usurp the
suthotrity or autonomy of local Board members.

8- Further, I do not believe that Mr. North could or should repre-
serit the Rochester Board in this matter, in any event; because of a
posgible conflict of interest. The intereste of the Board’s voting
members may be Tar different from those of the National sssaciation of
Real tors, for whom Mr., North i2 boeth Senicry Uice President and General
Counsel.

S THEQEFHP, FOR aLL OF THE ABOME STATED REASONS, 1 SuUBMIT THE
COMMISSION ACTEDL IN ERROR IN MAKEING A DETERMINATION OM MY COMFLAINT: AND
FEQUEST THE COMMISSION RESCIND THE AFOREMENTICGNED DETERMINATION; REOPEM
THE CASE; AhD CONTINUE ON WITH IT S INVESTIGATION PURSUANT TO LAW.

ther request that the Commission require that the Feal
Fochester J4.%,, Inc. respond to my Complaint.

regquest that the Commission require that the Board’'s
in error on Complaint as Hosrd's PAC- see paras 11 beliow)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20463

December 17, 1984

Harry W. Maisel
306 Wilkins Street
Rochester, New York 14621

RE: MUR 1810

Dear Mr. Maisel:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
of your complaint dated October 2, 1984 and determined on the
basis of the information provided in your complaint and
information provided by the Respondent, that there is no reason
to believe a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act") has been committed. Accordingly,
the Commission has decided to close the file in this matter. The
Federal Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to seek
judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of this action.

See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(l) and 11 C.F.R. § 11l1.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

J 4
enneéh A.
Associate neral Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

December 17, 1984

william D. North
Senior Vice President

and General Counsel
National Association of Realtors
430 North Michigan Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60611

RE: MUR 1810

National Association of Realtors,
National Association of Realtors
PAC; New York State Association of
Realtors, New York State
Association of Realtors PAC; Real
Estate Board of Rochester

Dear Mr. North:

On October 17, 1984, the Commission notified your clients of
a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on December 6, 1284, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter. This
matter will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

(AN A
Kenneth A,
Associate neral Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1810

National Association of Realtors,
et. al.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Ilection Commission, do hereby certify that on December 11,
1984, the Comzission anproved by a vote of 6-0 the
rccommendaiion as contained in the erratum to the First
General Counsel's Report signed December 3, 1984, to
close the file in MUR 1810.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald,

McGarry and Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

' i 7
/d—=1/-8F Nbdjpcce, 72/ éwa%z/

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 12-6-84, 12:51
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 12-6-84, 4:00




BEFORIgHE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIQION

In the Matter of
MUR 1810
National Association of Realtors,
cbivallss

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on Deccmber 6,
1984, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 1810:

1. Find no reason to believe that

the National Association of Realtors,
National Association of Realtors PAC,
New York State Association of Realtors,
New York State Association of Realtors
PAC, Real Estate Board of Rochester,
New York, Inc., Real Estate Board of
Rochester, PAC, violated any provision
of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended.

Approve the letters attached to the
First General Counsel's Report signed
December 3, 1984.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald,

and McGarry voted affirmatively in this matter; Commissioner

Reiche did not cast a vote.

Attest:

) » ”
m/l#igwb Z;/ I B2

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 12-4-84, 8:55
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 12-4-84, 11:00
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 84 NEC 3 Plz. 52
December 6, 1984

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Assocliate General Couns

SUBJECT: Erratum in MUR 1810

In the First General Counsel's Report of MUR 1810
which was signed on December 3, 1984, we inadvertently
omitted recommendation #3 that the Commission close the
file.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ' '/RY
1325 K Street, N.W.
wWashington, D.C. 20463

agnen A
FIRST GENERAL couﬂgl-:t.!:s izpo

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR$# 1810

BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION[Z&!!!H DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED
DATE OF NOTIFICATION TO
RESPONDENTS: 10/17/84
STAFF MEMBER: D.A. Brown

lQ:SS

T

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Harry W. Maisel

RESPONDENTS NAMES: National Association of Realtors, National
Association of Realtors PAC; New York State
Association of Realtors, New York State
Association of Realtors PAC; Real Estate
Board of Rochester, New York, Inc., Real
Estate Board of Rochester, PAC

RELEVANT STATUTE: None

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Respondents

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Harry W. Maisel ("complainant"™) has filed a complaint
against the aforementioned respondents ostensibly for the purpose
of bringing to the Commission's attention certain violations of
the Act (Attachment I). The complainant alleges that the
respondents have "knowingly and willfully"” violated the Act and
"relevant sections of the Internal Revenue Code". The
complainant further alleges that the respondents consist of

600,000 plus members and "will or have raised millions of dollars

for this year's election campaigns”. Finally, the complainant

alleges that the respondents are in violation of "federal and

state anti-trust laws...".




D
William North, Senior Vice President and General Counsel for
the National Association of Realtors filed a response on behalf

of all respondents (Attachment II).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The response from counsel indicates that the complainant
fails to state facts which describe a violation of the Act or
Commission Regulations. As a result, counsel requests that the
Commission find no reason to believe a violation has occurred and
further requests that the complaint be dismissed. Based on the
complaint, this Office recommends that the Commission find no
reason to believe a violation has occurred.

The complaint fails to specifically allege any cause of
action or violation of the Act for which the Commission may grant
relief. The complaint simply recites numerous facts and figures
which also include the personal opinion of the complainant, but
nothing in the complaint appears to specifically address the
reason for which the complaint was filed. The fact that certain

organizations consist of a large number of members or that such

organizations have raised large sums of monies, through their

PACs, for this year's election campaigns does not, in and of
itself, describe a violation of the Act. For the Commission to
conduct an investigation of a complaint under its jurisdiction,

the complaint must state specifically the correlation between the




-3
facts found in the complaint and the Commission's jurisdiction.
Since the complainant has failed to specifically allege any
violation of the Act for which the Commission may grant relief,

this matter should be dismissed.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Find no reason to believe that the National Association
of Realtors, National Association of Realtors PAC; New
York State Association of Realtors, New York State
Association of Realtors PAC; Real Estate Board of
Rochester, New York, Inc., Real Estate Board of
Rochester, PAC, violated any provision of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.
Approve attached letters.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Codnsel

Attachments
I Complaint
I1. Letter from William North, Esquire
III. Letter to William North, Esquire
IV. Letter to Harry Maisel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: THE COMMISSION

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/THERESE M. GRETHER J.7h. Y

DATE: Wednesday, October 10, 1984

SUBJECT: MUR 1810 ORIGINAL COMPLAINT

The attached has been circulated for your
information.
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Franr F. Reiche, Chairman MUR

Federal Election Commission . Y, i) vg\ ‘3
1329 K Street N.W. { /O . A
Wasghington, D.C., Z204&:

October

Dear 3iv,

Pl

m

aze construe this letter s a formal complaint.

I vsemus ey maieian cang Sel Yef el e e fcllsuzng parties
¥rowinaly and willfully wiclate the Federsl Electicrne Campaisn ~ot 3z

Wwell 23 the releuvant sections of the Interral Revenus Code:

— Q- tatisnzl Association of Resltoers, 2- Mational Asscciation of
realtors Political mction Commi ttes (PPAC).?B- New York State

P mzscz:iztion oFf Realtors, 44— New York State Sssocistion of Realtovs

o Felitical Action Cormmittee, S-— Real Estate Board of Fochester, N.Y.
Irz. 3nd their Folitical moticon Committee,

S3zed on mv knowledge and belief, it 18 highly likelw that all of
s ths other 43 stste asscociations of rvrealtors and all of tre local resl
g~ ©S=tate boavde that are affiliated with the Mationsl Associztion of
i Fezltors, 2z well as thz:v indivicduzal PaCz, are alsc inm violation of
TTese TEMme Statutes.,

It 18 my understanding that the abowe organizztions, wWwith =
- oemoined total of zbout €00,000+ claimss members, will or have vaised
= milliore of deilars for this vweare’ eslection campzians. The Ressl
tr Est3te Board of Rochester claims it has raiced cver 528,000 thru it's
Pz,

In zddition, vou should wnow that the Mational Ascociation of
Fez_torz, the New Yark State Asscciation of Realtorzs and the Real
Sztzte Soard of Rochester, and theily vrespective FeCe, are in wioslstion
af federal and state anti-trust laws, and probably also Mew Yorwk Stats
T3u Lzee

vowould assume tre probsoility that the other state a3ssoclations
2N s rest of the lccal boavrde of rezltoers acroaze the country 3re
slzc i wigolaticon of feceral and etzte anti1-trust, ang StEte tax laas,

Flzazse me zigre tmat I hsuvs once Sefore foarmelle complernes %0
SEiE eidsinle S b pigvit s e | EisEwE miel 1e sl ity sts e nlnlV SEEre A CAE e LoEl e
22l Zstzte Sczva of Fochester, The snd resclt I g zioned cinsEnt
Spreefeny i LEFS = 1EFS, T s we= G SE-ea AT T A
of vegl eztzte Doards R USRS

AR SRR b et e R PR RG] e 2 SR G i Al e
Al s R e wEI o an some of theze

st 2aEiaEaig s Bl trede 2lefomomaload i 2y

SEEdEE iR e " SR Y RER RET




Propably in ancother counsry, thiz kind of 2 deal might bs
Jypon as kind of & pavofT: mavbe even as a form of governmental
srotaction. Whils I donm’ ¢ know for suve in the other 1Nstances.
e=3r FReal Estzte Sgard of Fochester hnas pretty much cintinuec with
business as usual.

In any event, I would like vou to know that I am read:
cooperate witn the Commission should it gecide %t¢ investigate
complaint.,

-
i

Verwy

B 5 e

Brorer

6 1

B¢ N mmer 1y g EeEeme (a4
M e LNl e e Tl .

Netary Public iz a0 Stzts ef fiow ork
G

MOInCD UL LT
Commizziaa Tusze: nin o o2, 130G




TORS' POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE

ﬁ;ba#£p=&ifntFEJ
ington Avenue  P.O.Box 122  Albany, New York 12260 TR NOW.,
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Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463




Protcatly in ancther counsry, this kind of 2 d#al might be
upon &g kind of 3 pavo¥T; mavbe even as a form of qovarrmental
steaction., wWhile 1 don krnow for guve in the other instances.
*=zt Real Estat2 Sgard of R

Fochester Mmas pra2tty much continuec Wit
Susin®ss a3 usual.
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In any eusnt, I would like you %o know that ar
cooperate with the Cemmission should it gecice = 1nwe
somplaint.,
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Cash Politics

|How Rcaltors PAC v

| Rewards Office Seekers
Helpful to the Industry

It Gives Money ard 'Services °

In Congressinnal Races,
And Combats Opposition

.

) e—————

'| The Report Card dsa Weapon -

v———

> By James M. PexrY

\

Staff Reporter o, TnzWAu. STRE .iouunn.';"

WASHING —The. 18 trus of the
Realtors Polmcal Action Committee met for
six hours the other day to review the behav-

lor of 60 men and women running for the .

House and the Senate.

They decided that 40 of the 60 candidates

had been. helpful enough to the real-estate
Industry to deserve s token of apprecia:
tion—generally, & check for $5,000. They
postponed decisions on seven other candi-

dates (they felt they needed more informa-

tion) and cut off 13 candidates without a
dime because they hadn't done nearly
enough for the industry.

Earlier this year, the trustees examined
the political behavior of 132 other candidates
. |and decided to support 97 of them. They will

- hold more meetings to decide the fate of

hundreds of others.
The Realtors’ PACis big- business—and
growing fast (even as membership in its

Last of a series. \'

parent National Association of Realtors is
dwindling), In 1970, the so-called RPAC
handed out $6,700 to House and Senate can-
didates. In 1980, it parceled out $1.6 million.
This year, it plans to spend $2.5 million,

“ |which might make. it the biggest-spending- . "

PAC of all. The Realtors seek to help elect

candidates committed to reducing federal ' .
" |budget deficits and bﬂngmg down lnterest i

rates.
‘Powerful Voice' . :

W %

PENEFTSARNZSIE OTOERT "OTTE @y
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Cash Politics:
How Realtors’ PAC
Rewards Office Seekers |,

Continued From F‘irst‘ Page
eral Reserve's restrictive monetary policy,

'not enough time for supply-side economics
| to work, excessive federal spending, exces-

sive personal federal tax”cuts, and other
(specity).”

“Sometimes,”” chorties Randall Moor-
head, RPAC's political-:zsources director,
“candidates call me ané plead with me to
give them the correct answers so they can
fill out the questionna':e to our satistac-
Uon ** Mr. Moorhead won't say what the cor-

are. (Fut a hint: RPAC's
leaders ecry big deficis and heavy spend-
ing and aren't overwhelmed by supply-side
economics.) .

If a candidate is an incumbent, his voting
record Is examined, and Mr. Abrahams, the
chief lobbyist, reports on his ‘“attentive-
ness.” The Realtors aren't satisfied Lurstn
with a candidate’s position; they want his
to work for their goals with some enthusi-
asm

If the candidate isn't an incumbent, a
field representative checks at his campaign
headquarters. *‘There's no sense in support-

ing someone who's right on the issues if he"

can't win,” Mr. Moorhead says. The field
representative also checks newspaper clip-
pings and anything else he can turn up to
get an idea of what the candidate has stood
for over the years.

Local Realtors are encouraged to inter-
view the candidates and scnd their recom-
mendations along to RPAC headquarters.

All this material is on the table when the

trustees meet to decide who gets the money

and who doesn't.
Given all that, the results aren't very

surprising. So far this year, the big Senate |

winners—each receiving $5,000 or more—

have been Republican conservatives Orrin |’

Hatch of Utah, William Roth of Delaware
and Malcolm Wallop of Wyoming. For the
1980 election, big winners included Republi-
cans James Abdnor of South Dakota, who
defeated George McGovern; Dan Quayle of
Indlana, who defeated Birch Bayh; Charles
Grassley of Jowa, who John Culver,
and Steve Symms of Idaho, who defeated
Frank Church.

Rewards for Reﬁmuﬂm 3
Conservative Republicans are rewarded

on the House side, too. And it is here, princl-

wly.' m:; RPAC dfmonstmu mm

sanship by generously supporting *

vil' Democrats who supported President

Reagan's economic program. Texas' Kent

Hance, for example, was given $5,000 this,
year even thdugh he was elected In 1380 with

%% of the vote.

“RPAC 18 a powerful volce in mmi: our
amm"uﬂ%-uwmm

t
toxs '.""‘"MJ\F""
!
I
t
¢
\
£
¢
]
\

BT S S
L}

: 1¢Powerlul Volce' -

voice heard tn the nation's policy-making
president of the Realtors’ asociation, .

sial factor in the€ nation’ potiticil
Glving checlu to its friends (the:

of & little ceremony) is no longer enough.

“RPAC 15 a powerful volce {n mlklhx om‘
process,” says Jullo Laguarta of Houston, ,' :
Increasingly, 08, RPACis 4 3,,.,-':. :

men i
chtckll o oA
are delivered persbnally by Redltors as part-";: \- 7

‘| of iroportance affecting their al inter

RPAC ncw employs eight campaign spe-

4% of the vote.

*He went beyond the call of duty,” says
Jobbyist Abrahams. *We can't say to these
people, ‘You don't need our help.' They had
guts. They deserve our support.”

Most PACs pump lots of money into the

campaigns of incumbents who hold positions

ests. RPAC does some of this too. It gave $5,-

000 this year, for example, to Democratic.

Reagan's economic program. Texas' Kent ;. :‘ Ve, 1Y
Hance, for example, was given $5,000 this.
year even though he was elected {n 1980 with



stepping in to help a friendly candidate set
up a phone bank, for example. That 13 called -

o

at campaign organizations and occasionally = =

an “{oking' cobiribution, and RRAG Wl da ﬁ ¥
}mare of 1. i t,' ]
TH 1080 RPAC saparacel alatiad aboig . 3
|8100,000 for “‘lhdependent expenditures” 0, 3,:-. ¢} -
fun campaigns against its enemies rather "y:%h: 4 1
than to help its friends. ‘The etfort was 86 ,or " | -
. .- 1 |successtul that RP C thinks s indepen- '+ '.-'.~§
=ML 7 | dent-expenditure budget may soar as high™ . ]- :
: a3 $500,000 this year. A group such as RPAG -« ..., o)
can spend as much as It wants in ap inde: -,«’:x.'!'. ;
pendent-expenditure canmpalgn, us long a8,y L 098
there isn't any collusion with the cmdldater ’4‘0 } 3
involved in the race. Otherwise, RPAC 18" "“’r:rd
limited by law to giving a candidate $5,000+ “7v! Ber.
in cash or In-kind services in the primary . yy [ra;
elecﬂt:lll a.?d tsis 000 in cash or services in the SR
general election. on i S FrRed
| {Report cards S
igeenitie | RPACIs also eunﬂhntlh leeond uﬁu i deh
of “‘report cards" for members of Congress. -  .an
7 V| The usual method, followed by many spe-" .  the
clal-interest groups, is to take a handful of -.~., -ap-
A important votes and compiie a simple : and
. for each member. But RPAC in a booklet it - . : e
.| publishes on its methodology. says ft *‘evalu- "~."s ¥ y g].
ates the potential effects of each legislator's. . . ° pin-
votes on several major issues with signtfl- ' -~ - ;
‘| cant impacts on five economic criterfa—con- ~ Isa
.| sumer prices, employment, lamily income, ' : pels
long-term interest rates and housing starts." . - . yno
The potential economic impact of each of -~ es,
these votes is analyzed with the help of .08
econometric models. . dne
Thus, in a typical 1980 report card, RPAC i
sald that {f all the legislation Democratic i,
Rep. Tim Wirth of Colorado voted for had * pers
become law, 18,690 jobs would have been = = 4.4
lost in his state by 1985 and the: average tais
family income in Colorado would have de- "L leve
clined by $450. _ L1l
“It's absurd, it's & fraud,” Mr. Wirth ‘ool
Sy v oaws Ly ge <t ‘m' - Ct
s “It's Alice In Wonderland ltu!t.":uyr ~ avel
Richard Conlon, director of the Democratic . ' g'op
iLudy Group, an organization of House liber- - . pare
B . Y {
“We are a bipartisan organization,” says - P¢0
Albert Abrahams, chief lobbyist for the Re- . nso-
altors. ““We are also conservative.” "t uce
Source of the Money . oo U nall
RPAC gets all ofltsumeytromtho C oy buste
605.000-member realty assoclation. The - ., rent
. || money is collected locally by voluntary con- - - | ex-
- | tribution, and 40% of it goes to the national " "~ | %
political-action committee and 60% of it - ‘- : ¥ o
—| stays home for state und local political ac- =y .that
tion. Back in the fall of 1979, just as RPAC "2 In
was hitting its stride, supporting conserva- ‘1 de
tive candidates and conservative economics, . 1 the
there were 7€5,000 members. But 160,000 Re- ‘win
altors, hit hard by economic woes, have alts
dropped out in the past two years. * hout
Jack Carison, the association’s executive ' pline
vice president, says RPAC is conservative wing
because Realtors generally are conserva The
#- & |tive. “We're small-business, free-enterprise - tmo-
people,” he says. “We're extroverts, We're * reas
people who like to be active in community \
affairs. And we realize that, individually. we . Sosal
can be lost in the shuffle. So we join to- from
gether and spend our dollars collectively.” ups,
To get a plece of RPAC's action, a candl- tests
date runs something of a gauntlet. e of
First, there is the *‘congressional candl- Dfor
date questlonnaire.” It's seven pages long,
and it's tricky. Iners
~AEO Question No. §, for example, asks the . rmit-
candidate to rank in order of importance elves
*the following {tems as contributors td the finer
continuation of record-high Interest rates.” . 35 of
The items are: “‘Record-level deficits, Fed- uced
‘Please Tumn to Page 13, Column 5 llow-

- | cards are sent to Realtors in the home dis-

.| penditure largess, he and the Realtors’ at-

ot Californla, whom they supported, and

House Ways and Means Committee. But it
prefers to support conservatives, even 1! it
has u& 3 and. itnd conseryaxm ﬂ\dlﬂlﬂl»
TS Y
In this sort or actMly. the report card Is
18 _handy wespon.
19 that the

* What usually happens " report

‘tricts, The Realtors are supposed to take the
{nformation and distribute it as widely as
possible to their customers and sssoctates.
But In 1980, RPAC decided that wasn't
.enough, either. In four districts,.RPAC con- |
ducted an experiment, using the report |
cards as the centerplece of tough indepen-
‘dent-expenditure campaigns, where the
spending isn't restricted. -
Independent Expenditures
"~ RPAC'S man In charge of independent
expenditures is Richard Thaxton, vice presi-
dent of the political-attairs division. ’
He has his own committee to explore |- -
campaigns in which independent expendi- {* -
tures might be useful. The members of that

trustees who hand out the cash. That, the |:
Realtors think, might be a form of forbidden

collusion. By the same toket, when Mr. |-
Thaxton is attending a regular trustees’
meeting and the name of a candidate comes
up who might benefit trom independent-ex-

torney get up and leave the room.
The four House races RPAC -entered In
1980 involved Republican Rep. Don Clausen

Democratic Reps. Tim Wirth of Colorado,
Matthew McHugh of New York and Bill Bur-
lison of Missourl, whom they ‘
RPAC spent about $20,000 in each of the !our
races.

Letters were mailed to mounnds of
homeowners. ‘‘There wete two basic let- |

committee aren’t supposed o talk to the [T -

D g B

s
-

ters,” says Mr. Thaxton. ‘‘The first one went |’
Ry F b e R s

g er, 80 e
would have irouble affording the basics. The
second letter went to higher economic areas. ||
It said things were getting tougher and their |.
quality of life might suffer.” .- '
Different Letters -~ -~ = . .- :

.The letters malied into Rep, Clausen's:
district said his votes were m: America |!
a better place to live. The letters maied Into |!
the other districts said the votes of the Dem-
ocratic incumbents—as projected by RPAC |!
and its computerized econometric models— |
were damaging the country. Typlcally, the
le;:ers called the DemoYraLs record “miser-
able."

RPAC batted .500. Mr. Clausen won and )¢
Mr. Burlison lost-victories for RPAC. But |!
both Mr. Wirth and Mr. McHugh were re- |'
elected-representing setbacks. {

So it could measure the Impaet of its
campalgn, RPAC would flood one precinct |!
with mail and entrely ignore a similar and'

LAY o o'

nearby precinct.

outside consultant, Lee Ann Elliott, to look
at the resuits. She found that in California,
Mr. Clausen won 4.4% more votes than he
might have been expected to win in those
precincts where RPAC sent its hard-hitting
letters. In Missourl, RPAC’s man was up |
5.2% In the flooded precincts. In New York {°
and Colorado where RPAC lost, the vote in |
the flooded preeincts was still better than it

When the election was over, it hired an [t. + - -

would have been otherwise, according to
RPAC's analysis.

The campaign was “Mgmy successful,”
Mrs. Elliott said In her teport.

She was appointed to the Federal Elec.
tlon Commission by President Reagan in
1981. The FEC regulates political-action
committees.

».
. ',._—»

A, St
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' NATIONAL ADCIATION OF REALTORSE;

Executive Offices 84 Nuv 5 A 7 53

430 North Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60611
Telephone 312 440 8956

-

William D. North
Senior Vice President and Genera! Counsel

November 1, 1984

Mr. Kenneth A, Gross
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1810
Dear Mr. Gross:

This letter is in response to your letter dated October 17, 1984. Your
letter contained a copy of a complaint filed with the Federal Election Commission
(Commission) alleging that the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS®, the REALTORS®
Political Action Committee, The New York State Association of REALTORS®, The New
York State Association of REALTORS® Political Action Committee, and the Real
Estate Board of Rochester, New York, Inc. has violated the Federal Election Cam-
paign 4ct (Act). This response is on behalf of all of the above-named parties
pursuant to the designation of counsel filed by each.

We have reviewed the complaint and find no factual allegations that indicate
that a violation of the Act has occurred, is occurring or is about to occur. In
fact, the complaint does not recite a series of facts nor in any way describe a
violation of any statute or regulation over which the Commission has jurisdiction,
as required by 11 C.F.R. Section 111.4(d) (3).

Based on the foregoing, we request that the Commission dismiss the complaint
which is the basis of MUR 1810 and find that no reason exists to believe that a
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act has been or is about to be committed
bv any of the above-named respondents. Accordingly, we believe the Commission
should take no action and close the file on this matter. Please feel free to
contact me at (312) 329-8366 if you have any questions or wish to discuss this

matter further.
Very jfuly.y ’
R{L( {fan

William D. North
Senior Vice President and
General Counsel

Charles M. Steele

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS® PAC
New York State Association of REALTORS®
Feal Lstate Board of Rochester, New York

REALTOR * -is a registered collective membership mark which
may be used Only by réal estate professionals who are members
‘ot the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS® anc sub-

scribe t0 its strint Code o7 Ethics.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

William D. North
Senior Vice President

and General Counsel
National Association of Realtors
430 North Michigan Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60611

RE: MUR 1810

National Association of Realtors,
National Association of Realtors
PAC; New York State Association of
Realtors, New York State
Association of Realtors PAC; Real
Estate Board of Rochester

Dear Mr. North:

On October 17, 1984, the Commission notified your clients of
a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on November , 1984, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter. This
matter will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Harry W. Maisel
306 Wilkins Street
Rochester, New York 14621

MUR 1810

Dear Mr. Maisel:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
of your complaint dated October 2, 1984 and determined on the
basis of the information provided in your complaint and
information provided by the Respondent, that there is no reason
to believe a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act") has been committed. Accordingly,
the Commission has decided to close the file in this matter. The
Federal Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to seek
judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of this action.

See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (8).

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

November 8, 1984

Harry W. Maisel
306 Wilkins Street
Rochester, N.Y. 14621

Re: MUR 1810
Dear Mr. Maisel:

This letter is written in response to your letter dated
October 22, 1984, and addressed to the Commission General
Counsel, Charles N, Steele.

2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (12) (A) prohibits this office from
providing any information regarding the complaint during the
course of the investigation. You will be notified as to the
disposition of this matter as soon as final action has been taken
on your complaint.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele
Gene. 1 Counsel

Y Kenneth A, Gross
Associate Gener Counsel
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THOMAS A.SOLBERG®
JOMN F. MAHON
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The Federal Election
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
700 MIDTOWN TOWER
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 14604
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ROBERY v. GIANNINV
WILLIAM W. BELL
OF COUNSEL

716-232-8500
TELECOPIER: T18.232-2152
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1100 5th Avenue South
Naples, Florida 33040
813-262-8282

MICHARL . MSEVOY
TIMOTHY J. COSTELLO
SUSAN FORATH KEEFER
DAVID N.STRUSS

REVIN
BONNIE A.BLENIS

© ALSO ADMITTED IN FLORIDA
SADMITTRO IN ZLORIDA AND ONIO ONLY
SADMITTED IN FLORIDA ONLY

November 6, 1984

Commission

Enforcement Division of the Office of

General Counsel
Washington, D.C. 20463

ATTENTION: Duane Brown, Esq.

Re: MUR #1810/Real Estate Board of Rochester

Dear Mr. Brown:

I am writing in response to the "complaint" of Harry
Maisel, dated October 2, 1984, received by the Real Estate
Board of Rochester, Inc., on October 22, 1984. It is the
position of the Real Estate Board of Rochester, New York,
Inc. that it has violated no federal or New York State
election law. It is impossible to go any further in response
to Mr. Maisel's allegations inasmuch as there are no specific
points to refute. Since the complaint does not set forth a
set of facts which amount to a violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 or the regulations set forth at 11 CFR 100,
et seq., we request that the Commission dismiss the complaint
which is the basis of MUR 1810 and determine that there is no
basis to the allegation that a violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act has been committed by the Real Estate Board of
Rochester, New York, Inc.

We have previously filed a Statement of Designation of
Counsel naming Harter, Secrest & Emery counsel to the Real
Estate Board of Rochester for the purposes of resolving the




HARTER, SECREST & EME.

The Federal Election Commission
November 6, 1984
Page Two

complaint now under review. Since Mr. Maisel in his conclusory
complaint saw fit to name the National Association of Realtors
PAC and the New York State PAC, in addition to the Real Estate
Board of Rochester, New York, Inc., we have enclosed a second
Statement of Designation of Counsel, designating William D.
North, General Counsel to the National Association of Realtors,
as an attorney authorized to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission. Please consider

Mr. North to be co-counsel for the respondent, Real Estate
Board of Rochester, New York, Inc., and forward any written
notifications or other communications to both Mr. North and
myself.

If you have any questions regarding the manner in which
the Real Estate Board of Rochester, New York, Inc. are con-
ducting their campaign contribution activities, please do
not hesitate to contact me. With respect to the relationship
between the National Association of Realtors PAC and the New
York State Association of Realtors PAC I would suggest that
you contact Mr. North, who is coordinating the response to
the pending complaint on the national level.

Very truly yours,
HARTER, SECREST & EMERY
\}“/ %7174
W A
Donald S. Mazzullo
DSM:djd
Enclosure

cc: Mr. Robert S. Elwell
Ralph Holmen, Esqg.
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The Federal Election Commission

Enforcement Division of the Office of
General Counsel

Washington, D.C. 20463

Lo

S&TENTION: Duane Brown, Esq.
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NATIONAL AOClATlor\ﬁ%ﬁl\ﬁamfgﬁsfec "

Executive Offices 84 mv s A ' ”

430 North Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Hlinois 60611 -
Telephone 312 440 8956

Wililam D. North
Senior Vice President and General Counsel

November 1, 1984

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

RE: MUR 1810
Dear Mr. Gross:

This letter is in response to your letter dated October 17, 1984. Your
letter contained a copy of a complaint filed with the Federal Election Commission
(Commission) alleging that the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS®, the REALTORS®
Political Action Committee, The New York State Association of REALTORS®, The New
York State Association of REALTORS® Political Action Committee, and the Real
Estate Board of Rochester, New York, Inc. has violated the Federal Election Cam-
paign Act (Act). This response is on behalf of all of the above-named parties
pursuant to the designation of counsel filed by each.

We have reviewed the complaint and find no factual allegations that indicate
that a violation of the Act has occurred, is occurring or is about to occur. In
fact, the complaint does not recite a series of facts nor in any way describe a
violation of any statute or regulation over which the Commission has jurisdiction,
as required by 11 C.F.R. Section 111.4(d) (3).

Based on the foregoing, we request that the Commission dismiss the complaint
which is the basis of MUR 1810 and find that no reason exists to believe that a
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act has been or is about to be committed
by any of the above-named respondents. Accordingly, we believe the Commission
should take no action and close the file on this matter. Please feel free to
contact me at (312) 329-8366 if you have any questions or wish to discuss this

matter further.
7721(jfu1y:jt>
or

William D. th
Senior Vice President and
General Counsel

Charles N. Steele

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS® PAC
New York State Association of REALTORS®
Real Estate Board of Rochester, New York

REALTOR®-is a registered collective membership mark which
may be used only by real estate professionais who are members
of the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS® and sub-
scribe to Iits strict Code of Ethics.
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. REC 7 THE FEC
X é‘ Csion
RPAC REALTORS POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE '

‘l l" 107 Washington Avenue P.0. Box 122 Albany, New York 12260 (618) 462-9563

g. 32

October 30, 1984

Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1810
Dear Mr. Gross:

This letter is to inform you that the New York State Association
of REALTORS Political Action Committee will be represented by counsel in
the above-captioned matter. We have enclosed the Statement of Designation
of Counsel, as requested, and authorize such counsel to receive any noti-
fications and communications from the Commission.

Sincere

PATRICK REILLY
Director of Governme Relations

PR:jv
Enclosure

cc: Mr. William North
Mr. William Small
Mr. Thomas F. Tabone
Mr. Alan Yassky

REALTOR®




STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR 1810

NAME OF COUNSEL: _William D. North, Esq.

ADDRESS: 430 North Michigan Avenue

Chicago, IL 60611

TELEPHONE: (312) 329-8366

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

other communications from the Commission and tc act on my

behalf before the Commission.

it S g

Signature/Real Estate Board of
Rochester by Robert S. Elwell,
Executive Vice President

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Real Estate Board of Rochester

ADDRESS: 550 East Main Street

Rochester, NY 14604

HOME PHONE: (716) 37¢¥ - SSIY

BUSINESS PHONE: (716) 325-7780
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RAMZ2 02 COUNSEL: WILLIAM NORTH .
) General Counsel, National association of REALTORS

"ADDR2SS: . Legal Services Division . _ 1o

‘ . 430 N. Michigan Ave,. . s
Chicago, IL 60611-4087 . .

TPLIPEONE: (312) 329-8233

P
3

: _The zbove-naned individual is hereby cesignated as my
3 :
counsel anéd is zuthorized to receive eny notifications a2nd other

communications from the Commission anl tc zct on my behzlf before

' <re Cemzission.

i October 30, 1984 \-ﬁ//ﬂfu&ﬂ[&(

Dace. .- . - - Signatur : ¥ e
: ’ ‘é?bdz : U

1

New York State Association of REALTORS PAC

2 DDR2SS: 107 Washington Avenue, PO Box 122
Albany, New York 12260

=02 PEO0hER

(518) 462-9563

'BUSIKESS PEONE:




I, ESTATE BUArD

DF ROCHESTER, N.Y.,
East Main Street

hegter, NY 14604

1NC.

Duane Brown, Esq.

Federal Election Commission

Enforcement Division of the
Office of General Counsel

Washington, D.C. 20463
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COMMENT SHEET
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Staff Member
o
pate __|0Jas/sy
y /
Time of Transmittal /&°SS

Expiration of 72-hour Comment Period:? /€y<3Q/f3L

Comments:




MUR §
Staff Membe

Date | Q/Q-J/ 34

Time of Transmittal /ol'SS

Expiration of 72-hour Comment Period: /CyQQWQ?%f
—

Comments:

Approve

Object

1’ comment

Initials




12 DAY REPORT

MUR No. 1810
Staff Duane A. Brown
Date Asslgned I§2I§284
Proposed Track None
SOURCE OF MUR: Harry W. Maisel
RESPONDENTS' NAMES: National Association of Realtors, National
Association of Realtors PAC; New York State
Association of Realtors, New York State
Association of Realtors PAC; Real Estate
Board of Rochester, New York, Inc., Real
Estate Board of Rochester, PAC.
RELEVANT STATUTE: None
INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Respondents

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Harry W. Maisel ("complainant®™) has filed a complaint
against the aforementioned respondents ostensibly for the purpose
of bringing to the Commission's attention certain violations of
the Act (Attachment I). The complainant alleges that the

respondents have "knowingly and willfully" violated the Act and

"relevant sections of the Internal Revenue Code". The
complainant further alleges that the respondents consist of
600,000 plus members and "will or have raised millions of dollars

for this year's election campaigns”. Finally, the complainant

alleges that the respondents are in violation of "federal and

—.

state anti-trust laws...".

The complainant fails €o specifically allege any cause of

—

action or violation of the Act for which the Commission may grant




2 -

relief. The complaint simply recites numerous facts and figures

which also include the personal opinion of the complainant, but

nothing in théﬂggailaint appears to specifically address the

reason for which the complaint was filed. The fact that certain
organizations consist of a large number of members or that such
organizations have raised large sums—of monies for this year's
election campaigns does not, in and of itself, describe a
violation fo the Act. For the Commission to conduct an

investigation of a complaint under its jurisdiction, the

complaint must state specifically the correlation between the

facts found in the complaint and the Commission's jurisdiction.
Since the complainant has failed to specifically allege any

violation of the Act for which the Commission may grant relief,

this matter should be dismissed for want of Commission

-

jurisdiction.

Al _4§&A!EHENT OF PRELIMINARY DISCOVERY PLAN

None needed.
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Approve
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Time of Transmittal Jo'55

Expiration of 72-hour Comment Period: /0/30/5’}

Comments:

Approve

Object
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12 DAY REPORT

MUR No. 1819

Staff Duane A, Brown
Date Assigred IOZZ:ZB4
Proposed Track None

CURCE OF MUR: Harry W. Maisel

TISECUDENTS' NAMES: National Association &f Realtors, National
Association of Realtors PALC; liew York State
Association of Realtors, New York State
hssociation of Realtors PAC; Real Estate
3oaré of Rochester, New York, Inc., Real
Zstate Board of Rochester, PAC,

STATEMENT OF THE CZSE

Earry W, Mzisel ("ccmplainant") has filed a complaint

acainst the aforementioned respandents ostensibly for the purpose
bringing to the Commission's attention certain violations of
rct (Attachment I). The complainant zlleces that the
eszondents have "xnowincly and willfully" viclated the Act and
"relevant sections of the Internal Revenue Code". The
ccmplainant further alleges that the respondents consist of
600,000 plus members and "will or have raised nillions of dollars
cempaigns". Finelly, the complainént

viellavlcnne i Ufecerallanc




relief. The complainé simply reéites numerous facts and figures
which also includé the personal opinion of the complainant, but
nothing in the complaint appears to specifically address the
reason for which the complaint was filed. The fact that certain
crcenizations consist of a largce number of members or that such
orcanizations have reised large sums of monies for this vear's
election campaigns does not, in and of itself, describe a
violation fo the Act., For the Commission to'genduct "an
GomBdisirTE Lamaienzl bl iSRS okve
ceve sgeaifidcailvlichel coy: ticn cetween the
ts found in the complaint and the Commission's jurisdiction.
Since the comrplainant has failed to specifically allegce any
ticn of the Act for which the Commission may grant relief,
maetter should be dismissed ‘for want of Commission
jurisdiction.
STATEMENT OF PRELIMINARY DISCOVERY PLAN

none needed.
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MUR 1810 ORIGINAL COMPLAINT
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October 22, 1984 84 UNZS PIZ 3’:

2 N, Steele

al Counsel

al Election Commission
K Street N.W.

ngton, D.C. 20463

Mr. Steele,

Your October 17, 1984 response letter to me did not indica a
number was assigned re my complaint, as prescribed in the "D.!E?ipﬂ
of Preliminary Procedures, etc." attachment to that letter. There-
, I am unable to refer to it in this letter.

Also; the "Description of Preliminary Procedures, etc."-attachment
icates that the Commission shall notify respondents re the compl@ant,
, the complainant simultaneously, within § days of receipt of the
plaint, I did not receive your October 17, 1984 letter until
ober 20, 1984, You received my letter October 5, 1984.

I would like to ask the following questions:
Were the respondents given written notice within that 5 day period?

Will I receive copies of respondent’s responses; and be given the
opportunity to reply to respondent’s response(s), to the complaint?

Will the Commission notify the tax authorities in the event the
Commission decides to investigate; and/or at the time it renders a
determination in the matter?

Will I receive, simultanecusly, copies of any determination(s)?

Let gle clarify two points of my letter you received Octobélls:

It is my information and belief that the all of the parties I have
named in my complaint, have knowingly and willfully violated the Federal

Elections Campaign Act for years- beginning at the time the RPACS were
formed, and ever since.

I am implicating not only their PACS, but alsc the parent
organizations, in this wrongdoing.

Very ALY Y

r o/
Haro LUaXY)aAw ‘_
Harrv W. [Ma1=e;, Brokerx

306 Wilkins St.
Rochester, N.Y. 14p21

Sigrned and swcrn 4o me this \23 daganofA Qchubldr , 1984
Notary Pubiic i /.. {lele € News York

2 e e 0 ~
Selilm, Aailis, L MORORUal ey

Commissicn [:.zca hniwrch 30,

/
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Cash Politics :
|How Realtors PAC v

st O Thioe Seekers

Helpful to the Industry

It Gives Money and ‘Services

In Congressional Races,
And Combats Opposition

The Report’ C—;-IE dsa Weapon

]

* By James M. Poy

Staff Reporter of THE WALL STRE Joumwar"

WASHINGTON-The 18 of the
Realtors Political Action Committee met for
six hours the other day to review the behav-

" {lor of 60 men and women running for the.

House: and the Senate.

They decided that 40 of the 60 candidates
had been. helpful enough to the real-estate

industry to deserve a token of apprecia:
tion—generally, a check for $5000. They

postponed decisions on seven other candi- -
dates (they felt they needed more informa- -
tion) and cut off 13 candidates without a-

dime because they hadn't done nearly
enough for the industry.

Earlier this year, the trustees examined
» | the political behavior of 132 other candidates
- fand decided to support 97 of them. They will

" <2={1hold more meetings to decide the fate of ,

hundreds of others.
The Realtors’ PAC is big business—and

Lasta!aseﬂes. \'

parent National Assoclaﬂon of Realtors is
dwindling), In 1970, the so-called RPAC
handed ouf $8,700 to House and Senate can-
didates. In 1980, it pm: eled out $1.6 million.
This year, it plm lpend $25 million,

the biggest-spending
candidates committed to reducing

rates. R
‘Powerful Voice' - ' -

- w

[T LT

B TOERY “OTTE® . ®ey

PETEFTBAn Sd<C

growing fast (even as membership in its

L

' |budget deficits and bnnm down mtemt =

Cash Politics:
How Realtors’ PAC
Rewards Office Seekers

Continned i‘rom Ftrst Page

enl Reserve's restrictive monetary policy,
'not enough time for supply-side economics
to work, excessive federal spending, exces-
sive personal federal tax” cuts, and other

(specity).”

“Sometimes,”’ chortles Randall Moor- |¢
head, RPAC's political-resources director, |¢
“candidates call me and plead with me to |,
give them the correct answers so they can
fill out the questionnaire to our satisfac-
tion.” Mr. Moorhead won't say what the cor-
rect are. (But a hint: RPAC'S
leaders decry big deficits and heavy spend-
ing and aren't ovérwhelmed by supply-side
economics.) .

1f a candidate-is an incumbent, his voiing
record is examined, and Mr. Abrahams, the
chief lobbyist, reports on his ‘‘attentive-
ness." The Realtors aren't satisfied just
with a candidate’s position; they want
to work for their goals with some enthusi-

asm.

1f the candidate izn't an incumbent, a
field Wmmve checks at his campaign
headquarters. **There's no sense in support-
ing someone who's right on the issues if he’
can't win," Mr. Moorhead says. The field
representative also checks newspaper clip-
pings and anything else he can turn up to
get an idea of what the candidate hes stodd |.
for over the years.

Local Realtors are encouraged to inter- |,
view the candidates and send their recom:
mendations along to RPAC headquarters.

All this material Is on the table when the

trustees meet to decide who gets the money

and who doesn't.

Given all that, the resuits aren't very
surprising. So far this year, the big Senate |’
winners—each receiving $§5,000 or more— |-
have been Republican conservatives Orrin
Hatch of Utah, Willlam Roth of Delaware
and Malcolm Wallop of Wyoming. For the
1980 election, big winners included Republi-
cans James Abdnor of South Dakota, who

defeated George McGovern; Dan Quayle of |1

Indiana, who defeated Birch Bayh; Charles
Grassley of lowa, who defeated John Culver,

and Steve Symms of 1daho, who defent«i :
Frank Church.

Rewards for Representatives "
Conservative Republicans are rewairded

ammu&mmumm

paily, that RPAC demonstrates its bipart!-
generously supporting “‘boll-wee- [

sanship by J
vil” Democrats -who supported President |{

Reagan's economic program. Texas' Kent
Hance, for example, was given $5,000 this {:
even thbugh he was elected (n 1980 with |
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year
"npAcuammvuam:nmhm J 4% of the vote.
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Aries Reagan’s economic pro:r"ﬁ Texas' Kent ;- el

‘Powerful Volee' Hance, for example, was given $5,000 this \- ~ *

AT year even though he was elected in 1980 with R .
_ "RPAChammﬁvmhmﬂhun‘ - e %% of the vote. F:——— —
' volce heatd in the nation's policy-making “He went boymdthe call otduty."
pmldent of t.he Realtors’ amociation. , ;
Increasingly,t00, RPAC'is & contto
sial factor in th¢ uation’
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“|at campaign organizations and occasionally -~
stepping in to help a friendly candidate set
a

a phone bank, for example.- 18 called : yo.
.u%!" od" comr w:mm&qwa}fg‘{
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it .| RPAC 1s also omiplling 18 efcond setted |

of “‘report cards” for memmbers of Congress. -
- = -=|The usual method, followed by many spe-' .
¢lal-interest groups, is o take & handful of ..., -
i important votes and complle a simple radnf ;

. for each member. But RPAC in a booklet it - . :
publishes on its methodology, says it “‘evalu- """ .
ates the potential effects of each legislator’s. . .
votes on sevesal major issues with signifi- ' -
cant impacts on five économic criteria—con- - *

ged
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meeting
up who might benefit from independent-ex-
penditure largess, he and the Realtors’ at-’

[ e
»

.| sumer prices, employment, family income, . ! els
long-term Interest rates and houslnf starts.” .- . ging | torney get up and leave the room.
The potential economic impact of each of ““ i oo’ | The four House races RPAC entered in
these votes is analyzed with the help of i 08 ausen |
econometric models. ‘ . i ine.

Thus, in a typical 1960 teport card, RPAC t; Democratic Reps. Tim Wirth of Colorado, |
said that if all the legislation Democratic jwn, | Matthew McHugh of New York and Bill Bur-
Rep. Tim Wirth of Colorado voted for had : pers | lison of , whom they opposed. |

.| become law, 18,690 jobs would have been . = 4.4 | RPAC spent about $20,000 in each of the four |
lost in his state by 1985 and the: average = .. g g | races. 3 -
family income in Colorado would have de- . -, oy. Letters were mailed to thousands of |
clined by $450. e s 2 .. t11 |bomeowners. “There wefe two basic let- |,

“It's absurd, it's & fraud,” Mr. Wirth ' g o | ters " says Mr. Thaxton. “The first one went

to fairly low-income people. It talked about

Poaee Loy, e

2 “It's Alice in Wonderland stuff,” :says

.yt things getting tougher, 0 that these people [-*Z4 % 4~ me’y 12

Richard Conlon, divector of the Democratic .- ! :v:l' would have trouble affording the basics. The i
Study Group, an organization of House liber- -° . ;..o | second letter went to higher economic areas.
als. . i e It said things were getting tougher and their

““We are a bipartisan organization,” says -.| g an | quality of life might suffer.” .°
Albert Abrahams, chief lobbyist for the Re- - . inso- | Different Letters o H FEay
altors. “We are also conservative.” = . " .. gyce S AR | |

ot m Mm v U \."./‘ Mu' m lmn > 1!0‘0 'M..’

Source e y / 2 S T district said his votes were America
m%c gets mn%'l its money mﬁtl; * 1 sl § 5 petter place to live. The letters malled into

000-member realty -assoclation.. The. .} Tent | ne oher districts sald the votes of the Dem-

. |money is collected locally by voluntary con- - - -. | €X- | oery bents—as projected by RPAC
~'|tribution, and 40% of it goes to the national " .| ls " | ana e compkerated etk medeis=
B political-action committee and 60% of it~ *-: ¥ or | were damaging the country. Typically, the
ton. Back in the fall of 1079, just 8s RPAC - ' » in | able.” iy oS :
was hitting its stride, supporting conserva- ‘lde- | RPAC batted .500. Mr. Clausen won and
tive candidates and conservative economics, ) the | Mr. Buriison lost—victories for RPAC. But
there were 765,000 members. But 160,000 Re- ’ win | both Mr. Wirth and Mr. McHugh were re-
altors, hit hard by economic woes, have a its | elected—representing setbacks.
dropped out In the past twoyears. . ' hout | So it could measure the impaet ol its
Jack Carison, the association’s executive - . oline | campalgn, RPAC would flood one precinct

vice president, says RPAC is conservative . -
because Realtors generally are conserva- .
.-, a* |tive. “We're small-business, free-enterprise
people,” he says. “We're extroverts. We're
people who like to be active in community
affairs. And we realize that, individually, we .
can be lost in the shuffle. So we join to-:
gether and spend our dollars collectively.”
To get a piece of RPAC's action, a candi-
date runs something of a gauntlet. - 1
First, there is the *‘congressional candl-
date questionnaire.” It's seven pages long,
and it's tricky. ners

y

with mail and entirely ignore a similar and’
nearby precinct. .
When the election was over, it hired an
outside consuitant, Lee Ann Elliott, to look
at the results. She found that in California, |
Mr. Clausen won 4.4% more voles than he |-
might have been expected to win in those
precincts where RPAC sent its hard-hitting |
Jetters. In Missouri, RPAC'S man was up |
5.2% in the flooded precincts. In New York
and Colorado where RPAC lost, the vote in |
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the flooded preeincts was still better than it
would have been otherwise, according to

| Question No. 5, for example, asks the . pmit. ] - :
candidate to rank in order of importance elves ”#Eescaap%ﬁ?ﬁ was “highly successful,” 3 Wit N .
“the following items as contributors to the finer | Mrs. Elliott said In her beport. ! .
continuation of record-high interest rates.” - 35 of She was appointed to the Federal Elec-
The items are: *‘Record-level deficits, Fed- fuced | ton Commission by President Reagan in
Please Turn to Page 13, Column 5 . low- | 1881, The FEC regulates political-action S

committees.
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| can spend as much as

stepping in to help a friendly candidate set
up a phone bank, for example.
an

dent-expenditure {
as $500,000 this year. A"‘:mpmh as RPA
pendent-expenditure’ eampaign,

involved in the race. Otherwise,

"ot “‘report cards” for members of Congress. - |
The usual method, followed by many spe-'- .
clal-Interest groups, is to take a handful of -.-.

important votes and compile a simple
publishes on its methodology, says it ‘‘evalu-
votes on several major issues with signifi-

The potential economic impact of each of
these votes is analyzed with the help of
econometric models. g

Thus, in a typical 1980 teport card, RPAC
sald that if all the legislation Democratic
Rep. Tim Wirth of Colorado voted for had

.| become law, 18,690 jobs would have been .
lost in his state by 1985 and the: average -
family income in Colorado would have de- -

clined by $450. g _
“It's absurd, it's a' fraud.” Mr. Wirth

“It's Alice in Wonderland stuff,” :says"
Richard Conlon, director of the Democratic
Study Group, an organization of House liber
als. . :

"We are a bipartisan organization,’ says

altors. ‘‘We are aiso conservative.”

RPACgmanoHunmeyMu;o
606,000-member realty association. . The

/| money is collected locally by voluntary con- - -
tribution, and 40% of it goes to the national - |
political-action committee and 60% of it. -
stays home for state und local political ae- -

tion. Back in the fall of 1979, just as RPAC
was hitting its stride, supporting conserva-
tive candidates and conservative economics,
there were 765,000 members. But 160,000 Re-
altors, hit hard by economic woes, have
dropped out in the past two years.

tive. 'We're small-business, free-enterprise
people,” he says. “‘We're extroverts. We're
people who like to be active in community

can be lost in the shuffle. So we join to-
gether and spend our dollars collectively.”

To get a plece of RPAC's action, a candi-
date runs something of a gauntlet.

date questionnaire.” It's seven pages long,
and it's tricky.
Question No. 5, for example, asks the

| candidate to rank in order of importance

“the following items as contributors to the
continuation of record-high interest rates.”
The items are: ‘‘Record-level deficits, Fed-

Please Tumn to Page 13, Column 5

|at campaign organizations and occasionally
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Albert Abrahams, chief lobbyist for the Re- -

Jack Carlson, the association's executive
| vice president, says RPAC is conservative
because Realtors generally are conserva-

affairs. And we realize that, individually, we .

First, there Is the *‘congressional candi-

election and §5,000 in cish or services in the -

general election. | . |, .
Cards % o0 Ve
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cant impacts on five economic criteria—con- = °
. |sumer prices, employment, family income,
long-term interest rates and housing starts.”” .. . .

-

-

o~ -

§31°%:

XY

Source of the Mogey . .  : -f -

3

| there isn't any coﬂudmwﬂhthdmddmt--'j. --_

limited by law to giving s candidate $5,000 ° -
in cash or in-kind services in the primary .y
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He has his own committee to expiore
campaigns in which independent expendi-
tures might be useful. The members of that
committee aren't supposed to talk to the
trustees who hand out the cash. That, the

collusion. By the same tokeh, when Mr.

meeting and the name of a candidate comes
up who might benefit from nt-ex-

.| penditure largess, he and the Realtors’ at-"

torney get up and leave the room.
The four House races RPAC -entered in

of California, whom they supported, and

Matthew McHugh of New York and Bill Bur-
lison of Missourl, whom

races. d

ters,” says Mr. Thaxton. ‘‘The first one went
to fairly low-income people. It talked about
things getting tougher, so that these people
would have trouble affording the basics. The
second letter went to higher economic areas.
It said things were getting tougher and their
quality of life might suffer.” .-

a better place to live. The letters mailed into
the other districts said the votes of the Dem-
ocratic incumbents—as projected by RPAC
and its computerized econometric models—
were damaging the country. Typically, the
,le‘::era called the DemofratS' record *‘miser-
a e' ” A

Mr. Burlison lost—victories for RPAC, But
both Mr. Wirth and Mr. McHugh were re-
elected—representing setbacks.

So it could measure the impaet of its
campaign, RPAC would flood one precinct

nearby precinct. .

When the election was over, it hired an
outside consultant, Lee Ann Elliott, to look
at the results. She found that in California,

might have been expected to win in those
precincts where RPAC sent its hard-hitting

the flooded precincts was still better than it
would have been otherwise, according to
RPAC's analysis. .

The campaign was “highly successtul,”
Mrs. Elliott said In her beport.

She was appointed to the Federal Elec-
tlon Commission by President Reagan in
1981. The FEC regulates political-action

committees.

Realtors think, might be a form of forbidden |
Thaxton is attending a regular trustees’

1980 involved Republican Rep. Don Clausen |
Democratic Reps. Tim Wirth of Colorado, |

RPAC spent about $20,000 in each of the four |

Letters were mailed to thousands of |
homeowners. ‘‘There wete two basic let- |:

Different Letters - e w |
The letters mailed into Rep. Clansen's/|,
district said his votes were g America

RPAC batted .500. Mr. Clausen won and '

with mail and entirely ignore a similar and'

Mr. Clausen won 4.4% more votes than he |-

letters. In Missouri, RPAC'S man was up |
5.2% in the flooded precincts. In New York
and Colorado where RPAC lost, the vote in |
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-W. Maisel
306 Wilkins St.
pchester, N.Y. 14621

"!.

CERTIFIED

P 7?50 DD3 &3}

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Fedeoral Election Commisgsion
1325 K Btreet E.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 -

" RETURM RECELPT
" REQUESTE
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NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ALL RESPONDENTS
WHICH ARE TO 3 SENT A COPY OF THE COMPLAINT. IF A PRINCIPAL

CAMPA]GN comﬁlfoa IS A RESPONDENT, A CARSON COPY 1S T0 BE SENT
70 THE -CANDIDATE.

PLEZASE PROVIDE THE

PL=As: PROVIDE THE NAME AND ADDRESS OF TH= |

CANDIDATE AND PUT A ”€C” BESIDE THE CANDIDA:E S NAME. . TF A -

'CANDIDATE 1S A RESPONDENT, A CARBON COPY 18 TO BE SENT TO THE

CAKDIDATE'S PRINCIPAL CAmﬁAJGN COMMITTEE, PLEASE PROVIDZ THE

AND ADDRESS OF TH E FRINCIPAL CAMPAISN COMMITTEE AND PUT A

S$1DE THE CO"MITTEE'S NAME, PLEASE PROVIDE THIS INFORMATION,

. THIS SHEZT, WITHIN 28 KOURS OF RECEIPT OF THIS NOTICE. TRANK YOU,
\East_ u\\c,\uo\b No\mg and Qddress pf @Mplal'yauf-

%.tum Streat” '

5 /zod\um N.Y._ gzl
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B0 ) J¢™ iy 4™ Cloyy
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o ful frects brard Buckestn (€P1C)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

October 17, 1984

Harry W. Maisel
306 Wilkins Street
Rochester, New York 14621

Dear Mr. Maisel:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
which we received on October 5, 1984, against National
Association of Realtors PAC, Real Esstate Board of Rochester and
New York State Association of Realtors PAC, which alleges
violations of the Federal Election Campaign laws. A staff member
has been assigned to analyze your allegations. The respondent
will be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Commission takes final
action on your complaint. Should you have or receive any
additional information in this matter, please forward it to this
office. We suggest that this information be sworn to in the same
manner as your original complaint. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's procedure for
handling complaints. If you have any questions, please contact
Barbara A. Johnson at (202) 523-4143.

Sincerely,

S N. Steele

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 17, 1984

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

National Association of Realtors PAC
777 l1l4th Street

Fourth Floor ;

washington, D.C. 20005

Re: MUR 1810

Dear Sir/Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on October 5, 1984 the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
that National Association of Realtors PAC may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 1810. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against National
Association of Realtors PAC in connection with this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action based on the available information.

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

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

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
ard a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




If you have any questions, please contact Duane Brown, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4000. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steel

By{ Kennethh A. Gro
Associate Gengral Counsel

Enclosures
l. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20463

October 17, 1984

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Real Estate Board of Rochester
550 East Main Street
Rochester, New York 14604

Re: MUR 1810

Dear Sir/Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on October 5, 1984 the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
that Real Estate Board of Rochester may have violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 1810. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against Real Estate Board
of Rochester in connection with this matter. Your response must
be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

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

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

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and 2 statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




If you have any questions, please contact Duane Brown, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4000.

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

Sincerely,

Associate Géneral Counsel

Enclosures
l. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 20463

October 17, 1984

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

New York State Association of Realtors PAC
107 washington Avenue

P.O. Box 122

Albany, New York 12260

Re: MUR 1810

Dear Sir/Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on October 5, 1984 the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
that New York State Association of Realtors PAC may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 1810. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against New York State
Association of Realtors PAC in connection with this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action based on the available information.

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

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

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
z<z-ing the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,

¢ a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
~.fications and other ccmmunications from the Commission.




If you have any questions, please contact Duane Brown, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4000. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Associate Genefal Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Frank P. Reiche, Chairman
Federal Electicn Commicssion s N
1325 K Street N.W. -
Washington, D.C. 20483

Flease construe thiz letter as a formal complaint, |

It 1e myw informaticn and belief that the following parties
krmowingly and willfully wiolate the Federal Elections Campaign Act a
well as the relevant sections of the Internal Revernue Lode:

1- Mationsl Association of Realtaors, 2- Mational Ascociation af r
)

n

e- Realtore Political Acticen Commilttee (RPALC), 3- MNew York State
ABeeoctation of Realtors, 94- Mew %ork State &sscciation of Realtar

N Political mction Committee, S~ Real Estate Board of Rochester, NOY.,

Inc. and thelry Folitical Actron Commlttee,

n

Bazed on my knowledge =nd belief, 1t 12 highly likelu that =1l of f
=™ the ather 4% state asscociations of realtorz and =1l af the local real :
g cstate boarde that are affiliasted wWith the Fational Accsocistian of {.

Fealtors, 3= well a= therr anchrwidusal PAl=s, are also inm wvaiaolation of f
i theze same statutes,

L It is rmy understanding that B
combined total of about S00,000+ claimed members, wi
millions of dellars for this vears’ e2lection campaiqnes.
o Ectate Board of FRochester claims 1t has raissd owver 22,000 thru 1t° =
Fec .

the abowe crganiz

T

addition, wou should wnow that the Mational fAcssoclation of
Fealtors, the Hew York State dzsociation of REealtors and the Real
Ectate Board of Rochestey, and thelr respective PaCs, ars 1n wiaolatian
f tederal and state anti-trust laws, and probably also New Yark State
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business as usual.

In any event, I would like vou to know that I am ready to
cooperate with the Commission should it decide to investigate this
complaint.

VYery Truly Youre,

éarry PQQJ}//@( S

Broker
306 Wi
Feoches Y 14621

RN

(AN active broker member, Real Estate Board of Rochecster)

Signed and Sworn to before me this ;5 dav of October,

%/M///// Hiliod )

No tary ubl

MARIORY !“L"T T ""-,‘,,
Notary Publux

':)
Commission Exp:::: hiarc 30, 198(3




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET NW
WASHINGTON. D C. 20463
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