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KAUFMAN PRESS PRINTING
PNn**n *1 Typogrohy 0 Adwusg * Poper * Pubishing

r - = --- - - - --

V.0. So 6 OS YRACUSE, NEW YORK 13207

October 7, 1987

NowYork City I
Waaingon D.C.
Skwe Springs. Md.
1Louth, Lincolgle England
Toronto, Ontario, Canada
Ottawas Ontario, Canada

Dear President Reagan:
Dear Citizens for the Republic:
Dear National Republican Coummittee:

The Federal Election Commission has advised me, and
I quote, " Comumittee's are required to continuously disclose
on., each report, the amrd'-nt and nature of outstanding debts,
an obligations including these that are in dispute, until
such debts are extinguished." Because you did not report at
anytime your $50,000.00 obligation to my company, I will
make an affadavit of complaint if I do not receive an answer
of my numerous letters of the past years, and an arrangement

to settle monies owed within 10 days from the date of this letter.

I will await your answer.

Sincerely

Gary DeDell

ENEEPP"" 11 - - I'm - 111""M



July 13g 198?

7ear Mr. Robertson:3

Thank you for your mst recent letter. Enclosed are copies of letters and In-

All of our corrospoudenceo mid arrangenenrs ve're made with lir. C lenn Mosher.
cc I can assure you that a fee of $50,000.00 vs discussed and apreeI and that

at no time did Mr. MIosher state someone else had to be consulted with. Ilie
Sindicated that he "had It to say".

You state that you find no record of telephone calls or correspc ncdnce. I
cannest undherstnd2 how he would have gotte'n tvr original of"c~r 4f1v W!!as only
'a clerk', as you says Further, I cannot imagine a c~lerkc bein" the one to call
us and arra'nge the reserve ol graphic arts for the t'1".erts Ur tf.e Republic.

0 cannot imagine that he would have used his homp phone 4urng tt~ business day
to place thepe call., either. I mr s~ure tl --t your rt&':nrdIF Rhoulc lint, phone

~.calls he made to our firm and at the time he wotild h.ivn called eft*.Ar (81j)
422-4889 or 422-4899.

OMYou ank for a copy of correspuxdcrnce Vruui October J.971'. Tis %,as sent to '.'cur
~'offices, to the attention of Mr. Curtis Itack two months ago, per the reconimen-
cdation of Mr. David Lloyd.

To further excplore Mr. VAosher's position, let me once again remaind the Citizens
that we were subsequently contacted by the Reagnn (Conafttea ievera1 nontlas
later through John Stears It al., and I can't imagine that a zere 'clerk'
would have the authority to recoummend us to umid rlomimttee..

To find Mr. Mosher, I recommend that the directory assistance of the larger
cities of California might be of help, and/or his personnel file stating refer-
ences and his homse town might also help you locate him. I am sure that if his
memory is stidl functioning, he would have to recall this obligation of this money.
As a mare ' clerk',. it would have been the bigg'est day of his lifea. If, on the
other heand, he had more authority, than that of a clerical position, he would
have had to file memoranda supporting same.

How did he get our number, correspond with us, etc. if he was only a clerk?

Sincerely,

Gary J. DeDell
P. S. 1IMMUNC aiaw tf1im~ naa~cia-atO'dh-h1vdeiiifr int Ing during the period
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Osar M'r. Bra~den.
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U' KAUFMAN PRESS PRINTING
Printing e Typography 9 Advertising * Paeru * Publishing

* P.O. BOX 68 SYRACUSE, NEW YORK 03207

Dear 
V4

NwYork City Several years ago, We were requested by Mr. Glenn Mosher
Washington,D.C. of the Citizenjof the Republic to avail our facilities for the Presidency
Slvr Springs. Md. of Ronald Reagan's campaign.
Louth, Lincoinshire. England This was to be done for a $50,000. fee. This money was to be paid
Toronto, Ontario, Canada up front. We bought stock, & reserved our manpower, & machinery
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada for ..hem. This Santa Barbtra firm never paid us.

We have been-jerked around & given various stories . such as Mr. Mosher
was just a clerk. He has written us on his stationary & made several phone calls
to our firm. I am sure he is not a clerk.

Sincerily-

Ga "De Dell
1010 Turtle St.
Syracuse, New York

13208

I

I



14 July, 19816

Senator Paul Lazait,
US Senator
US Senate
Capitol Hills 323A JOB
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Seerator Lasalt:

Thank you for your letter. I appreciate your response, but I am
affaid I do N4OT understand. An the very nature of this matter is
an embarassin3 and sensitive situation for th~e Republican Party,
and ra both your name and the President appear on the correspondence
jie hiave had with the Cft2 and appear 4a well on Vt4e printed material
for them, members of your staff (as outlined In my previous letter
to you) thought you would be concerned and want to be apprised of the
situation.

I do NsOT want to embarass anyone. All I 'aant is this organization
and those connected wgith it to pay their Ais, 'oey tkat Is lobe
overdue, and whicii we &save gntten nothing but a r-ir aroun~d when we tried to
coliect it. Tais is a fine state of affairi for a 3taunhc% sanacrtar of
our Party and this money is something we literally ca-anot afford to forvet.
It -is nmy ho.pe ti-ri because you were connected with this group 14
this money was spent on t~ir behialf, that you, out of conscience,
would try to help us collect It.

I. expect your help and 1 hope you believe th~at it is -iow a matter you

Lay I hea~r from yot -.t your earlieZt? Th1ank you.
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July 1, 1986

Dear Mr. DeDell:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding
your dispute with the Citizens for the Republic.

I have not been involved with the CFTR in an
official capacity for years. Therefore it would be
inappropriate for me to become involved in this
matter. I hope you understand.

Again thank you and best wishes.

Sincerely,

AUL L.AXAEJT
U.S. SENATOR

PL/lbk

Mr. Gary J. DeDell
Kaufman Press Printing
P.O. Box 68
Syracuse, NY 13207



20 Jmev 1986

* Senator Paul Law1t
U.S. Sonate
Capitol 11±11
'Washington, D.C. 20510

PERSONAL CERTIFIED MiAIL
Dear Senator Laxalt:

I a& writing you at the request from your aidegregarding an unpaid balance owed
our firmis(the above~ and Kaufman Deflell Printini, Inc.) The enclosed material
should be an index to the natound we have received as9 well as establishing our

CDclaim.*(Heasre. 3. Young, ). Lloyd) u.. Ferraro)

We have written Hr. Curtis Mack and Mr Robertson. Mr. M=4L was Executive lirector
until he was given a position in Washington, Mr. Roberteen wasn supoosed to be
their legal counsel, but despite his letter, he Is not listed In Wiahhingtong D.C.
4ith the telephone 6o. ,nor the telephone information assistance, nor the Bar Assoc.

Mr. Kack'3n replacenentavith the Citizens' for thb Republic has invited us to sue them,N and that ir the reasom for my letter. I an asking your help in the collection of
0~t 1Ai b money tct 1.s owied ouir firm. Because your name and President Reagan's nameare associated with this group, we would not want to embarass them. We can prove

Mr. 1"osher's offer and purchiase. we have correspondence from him with his name
c-n their stationery (wnici would dispeove their contention that Mr. Mosher was
a mere clerk). The fact that he would be ordering work from our firm seems un-
likely if he were a clerk. yet he called us, wrote us, and received our corres-
pondence. *(Don't have~ h.-r nam~e in f'ont of me, but bnelieve it's Wendiy Bochertel)

cc
The new executive director of the Citizen's for the Republic has invited us to
-?o to the media, and I find that not a remponsible suggestion.

This has dagged on far too long, and I akk and implore your discrationarv. help
now to resolve this matter which is too costly to forget.

I ask that all contact be done via the mails. As i am difficult to reach and be-
lieve writing is much wore definite than talk which cannot be nroven).

Very *incarely yours,

Gary J. £'eeell
GD/iso
cc4

V168srs. 3. Youn-, -, Lloyd)) C. Ferraro)



w

Mai 0

Dear Mr. 3orcherdt:

It has been two mont'hs since e 'frote you on January 6thj. aeio

%ye have not had the courteevtyof a re~ply.

'-' would appreciate a rsvonve~ witbin the pert 10 -lave. 'lQcause

this miatter had dragged on for sucb a long time, at such a

coniderablei OxPanI]Q to tvi. failtnr, .1 remponse, %#P. will 13e

forced to take t'ac Senators advice to contac~t the iiadtn, rInk

going 'public", and go to a colloction attorne9 for nat isfiction.

Sincerely,

Cary .1. DeT.ell



Jaury 6, 96

Dear No. Executive Director:

0 As we have written previously to Mr. Mack in May at 1985,
" and to hrt. Robertson in June and July of 1L985,. we are concerned
" with the COmfIttuent made by Mir. Glenn Mosher,

-10It sew highly unlikely that Mir. Mosher would have been able
Nto got our phone number, or been given our Phone number,, If
0he was a "mere clerk" as Mrs Robertson says. We find it further
unusual that a mere "clerk" would have his own stationery orVwudgo to tile expense of producing his own stationery, In

Oour telephone discussion of the later part of last week# you
oinvited us to sue you, Li8; The Citizens For The Republic. As

0cMr. Reagan's name appears on your correspondence as Chairman,,
Founder, and/or Chairman Emeritus, we had hoped to settle this
matter amicably, without the Courts, and without publicity.
For that matter, we had assumed from the promotional material
received (jewelry and metal tags, etc.) as well as the news-
letters that we were asked to print and mail that the then
Honorable Ronald Reagan was the Purpose of said Promotional
material.
Additionally, talking with Mr. Nofzigers8 office In Washington,
Senator Laxalt's office, and the persona of those offices, it
was felt that this matter be held "low-key" and be handled
via arbitration and correspondence*
Perhaps if You would have M~r. Robertson contact us with a phone



2 -

number that Is in order in Washinnton, D.C. and an address that
he will respond to our letters from, perhaps we can move this
from an Impasse to a satisfactory conclusion for all concerned.
I am enclosing a copy of our letter to Hr. Robertson which has
Lone unanswered for some 6 months and we wish to advise you
that the telephone number that Mr, Mosher gave us for Mr., Robert-
son has not been in service sine we first tried to contact him
In June. Further efforts to find Mr. Robertson through Directory
Assistance, the Public Library in Washington, and the Bar Assoc-
iation have proved fruitless.

Lastly, Mr. Glenn Mosher'sa stationery that he has sent us vas
postmarked on a meter machine that probably belongs to the Citizens
For The Republic In envelopes that bore your labels, and envelopes
that bore your name and return address and his personal stationery
bas both his name and the Citizens For The Republic on it as well.
I would appreciate hearing from you/and or Mr. Robertson in writing.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary 3. DeDell

GD/mo



tYN4 NOPZIGIER
Chairftn
ARTHUR I. DELLINGER, Jr.
Treasurer

Executive DirSftw

fJune 21, 1985

/tMr. Gary J. DeDell
Kaufman Press Printing
P0 Box 68
Syracuse, Ny 13207

Dear Mr. DeDell:

This letter is in reoponse to your letter dated June6, 1985. Please note that all furthe~r. correspondence/ regarding this matter should be directed to the
undersigned at Citizens for the Republic (address~ / shown below).

As I understand your position as set forth in yourJune 6th letter, your firm never actually performedany services or provided any goods to Citizens forthe Republic. However, you contend that a Mr. GlennMosher, purportedly representing Citizens for theRepublic, allegedly agreed to pay your firm $50,000.00"to reserve our (Kaufman Press) resources."

co You referenced telephone conversations which allegedlyoccurred in September and October of 1978, and corres-Cc pondence which was sent to you by Citizens for theRepublic in October, 1978, which allegedly embodied
an "agreement" with your firm. As I previouslyadvised you, Citizens for the Republic has no recordof any such telephone calls or correspondence. Thusplease send me a copy of the October, 1978 corres-pondence which you referenced.

1253 SEVENTH STREET - SUITE 200 -SANTA MONICA -CALIFORNIA 90401 -213/45148548



All further correspondence rel1a tingt this matter should
be ditaeoed exclusively' to-the- undersged

sincerely,

C ' O,,M REPUBLJIC

Ronald So Robertson
General Counsel

RER/cj r
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SPW& Thank you for Your letter,

F,)

17-

3INTING
P.O.- WOX is SYRAcusu. NEW V0ga 11207

6 June, 1985

CR Ref. Your let ter of 4th June, instant

(..

I *hall answer it, although I don't understand why things are unclear aCI, bewildltring to you.

If YOU would read the copies I sent you, there can be no question thatthe request for our services was from the Cit izebn for the Republic. (Uowilvnrwe heard from Hr. SesrsI&Ihis staffP and they are f roe the Reagan for PresidentComittee. Tet, the only correspondence we had and prior conversationswas with the Citizens for the Republic, so THERE IS a connection, apparently.)
The services that sere ordered were by Mr. Glenn Mosher by phone in September:and October of 1975 and by correspondence In October, 1978. What wait requestedwas the retainment of our firm to do political j~p work and utilize ourfacilities to eventually supply the northeast section of the US. The under-standing from the beginning was a $50,000. retainer fee,or up front money.
W e could offer letterpress, offset, camera, layout, ad work, bindery, type-setting, as well as distribution of literature by hand or by mail. The thingsthat we were asked to handle were typesetting, newel jter*, mailingsfund tat&-Ing (letters), and our capabILities for printing hamfier stickers, posters, andbrochures (yea we were capable of producing same). We have had vast experiencein doing work for political caaees and parties.
We assed that Hr. Sears was from the Citizens for the Republic because we
had ne contact with anyone via phone or letter at that time from any Reaganfor President Comittee Caitho later when we lost Mr. Kosher's name we triedto find out who he was via Senator Laxalt, but again as a result of tile Citi-zens for the Republic..) Mr. Pbsher called us, we believe your phone recordswill verify'this as I suggested to Mrs. Stockdale In the year following when'a we were trying to track down the party whose name we lost (Mr. Moeller).

401 !4f C,-Terms were to be $50,000 up front (never received). a~ n

.-Tu say the Citizens for the Republic has no record: ask Mr. Mosher, check youcoerespondence copies, check your phone hills and phone memoranda.
Understand that this agreement was for availing our firm to you and the paymenof $50,000. to reserve our resources. Your organization never fulfilled theobligation made by Mr. Mosher.

* Md
11m5, Ei

Page Z --- 6 June, 1985 Mr. Robertson

ALSO to refresh Mr. Meeher@s memory, remind him that he spoke w.ith ne.
I hope this remve$ the bewildermjent.
I find that you re otath drs.oyorltred.The 

address on your
letterhead had a phone number nWashington but no address. Eile o o

eledirpectory o
t.,.u ase anc4L l Uashingto;.. 1, inaWare am diretting thsltein RSCn*%ant 

hoope that it re'aches you. lTe tterphosn me suil't ,.14 re In two tries for 15-20 rin,'. (T he 06afeno ftdy ae)i 
h

It 7,'V

_11VWrT.*7;W Z"40"

Dear Mr. an".9.Yook C*

KAUFMAN PRE



LYN NOPZIGER 7,( ('(

ARTHUR J. DULLINGER. ,

CURTIS MACK u*,,"00

Mr. Gary J. DeDel
Kaufman Press Printing
P.O. Box 68
Syracuse# New York 13207

Dear Mr. DeDell,

Your letter dated May 11, 1985, addressed to Mr. Curtis
Mack, Executive Director of Citizens for the Republic has been
referred to me for responses

It is completely unclear to me as to whether the
commitment which you allege, vas made to your firm sometime in
1979 was made on behalf of Citizens for the Republic or the
Reagan for President Committee. These organizations were
completely separate and distinct and Citizens for the Republic
is in no way responsible for any commitments which may have been
made on behalf of the Reagan for President Committee.
Incidently, the Reagan for President Committee has long since
terminated its existence.

Before we can even begin to evaluate your purported claim
we will need a great deal more information regarding this
alleged commitment, e. j., a) specifically who ordered what and
when was the order placed; b) what committee was represented by
the individuals with thom you spoke; c) what work, if any, was
actually performed by your firm; d) what were the volumes and
terms to have been; and e) what were the purported compensation
arrangements.

You indicated that your firm actually acquired stock and
did printing pursuant to this alleged commitment. Citizens for
the Republic has no record or knowledge of any such activities
by your firm on its behalf. Therefore, if you have any evidence
supporting this contention please provide it.

At this point -we --ar e t-otally -_bewitldered by your
correspondence. However, -we will1 careful-ly review., this matter
after we have retteived -a detailed -response to. the above
inquiries.

1253 SEVENTH STREET -SUITE 200 -SANTA MONICA -CALIFORNIA90401 213145148B



Mr. Glenn M~osher, who was previously employed by
Citizens for the Republic in a clerical position,
has not been *,ssooiated. with Citizens for the
Republic since 1978. citizens for the Republic has
no knowledge of his present whereabouts.

Sincerely,

CITIZENS FOR THE REPUBLIC

Ronald E. Robertson
General Counsel

'4.T



315/471-1817

11 May, 1985

Dear Mr. Mack:

Per. both our telephone conversation and the directions of Senator
Laxalt's office, Dave LLoyd, and Lyn Nofuiger's office I am
enclosing copies of correspondence thAt P"ee back to the Citizen's
for the Republic era and the Reagan campaign for president.

As you will see, the crucial question was who gave us this author-
ization. As the letter from last year expalins we were without
the advice of the two names (Mars. Mosher and Sears) until lant
year, 1984.

When we found those vs were told to direct the correspondence to
Sen. Laxalt and then some six months passed before Mr. David Lloyd
looked into the matter, put am In touch with Lyn Nofziger and from
that office to you.

As the letters should explain we were put at great financial stress
to Incorporate the additional stock for newsletters, mailings and
posters,; personnel and allocated machinery to do this printing
and to ready ourselves for mailing. As we had explained to Mr Mosher.
we needed up f ront money as we had been burned by a couple of candidate
we* In 1978 who ran for Congress and for Governor. To date Hr.
Mosher add Mr. Sears have never sent this promised money to cover
these expenses and it is long overdue and needed. I understand from
previous correspondence from you that only Mr. Nofziger may have
been the one to do this authorization, but that does not excuse the
fact that we were never told that at the time, nor does it explain
why Msrs. Mosher (particulartt) and Mr. Sears asked for our help
and why we were told specifically what was in mind for our shop&
ites personnel to perform for your organization: viailiggs~poeters,
newsletters, etc. etc. at least for the Northeast region, etc. If
(as it turned out) we were not utilized) why were we notified
and why were we not paid as promised? Why did Ms. Stockdale not
have record of Mosher's and Sear's prmmises?

It Is of little consequence as to whether these people had your author
l'ation or not. The face is we are out this money and need ret.-
b-irsement as soon as possible.

Thank you.

SSlnoc'rely,

qary J. fleDell

*'1r
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Dear Mr. Mack:

I aim in reoeipt of your June 7th letter, and we are
completely stunned by it's contents.

I am interested in- knowing whether you have bothered
to check your long-distance telephone records. Fromthis# have you traced the caller's name? The caller
obviously had some authority, or he would not have been
able to intercept my correspondence, and answer it.
Further, judging by the number of' phone calls placed,
it would again be safe to assume that he had some
authority..

We have not heard from the Reagan For Pr'esident
Committee. Could you indicate when we might expect
a contact# And who the person would be that has the
authority necessary?

Needless to say, this faux pas has cost us considerable
time, talent and mone:'. I hope this can be repaired.

Sincerely yours,

Gary J. DeDell

t 4
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14s. Ka.thi Stonl-dLe, hr. (I~nry ni,6:,
1 2'3 7th IGtieet -- 17151T all
Suite 200i~,~9~

Dear Ms. 63tocokdaln:

About two months ago, I had respon-de to 3ur "Lette~r of
F'ebruary 9th. I have not hond the courtesy of' a r~ply
a).though at th.-) time I had iniecritod that -from the original
arrangements thait had been maido in Nlovember', the paymoant
was overdue on tho deposit that wrti prcomiired. F'urther, ttesamples that hqd been promisod 11avn yot t-1, be received.
As of this dat.,, thorn ha.- boon rno pltin iou'ped out ns~ to
"lint type of literature or CoveriaGo ths C.-inmittna '-rish-is u.sto maintain. It wits Coerallyr OiscuBSe ith hneta
wo wore to be 3renepc.nsihl.e for thn 11-CrthjEns1 rogion. The
rospo nsibilitin3 would be: printlnr-, cnrpaign or- ;nization,advertisings nviling, and intermedat coc~air it
youir ntitionnl h~tadqunrtors. Ao wo 11111 sitaitd at the times

o ~iwo were gnin- t(,.(1d thuis at crit.
B~ut whether we handle the 11crthea.st, ir the. fntire Entirn

Zonhoirdtimii in wantins-. AzU )Iu' lercl'p hrms fou'nd cWu, and
La SUZ'O it~i bE..(rl :rC11r fyeivfin lcsini time crir' c..st fine3lectionf cr a primary. As I hadwi .ritten t', yo~u eza.]Ar, cuirnnw addlr#oz is nt 1'71r') Tea11l A- rive, :~c~ !914 York I327 .Our ne~w ; huno nutrr is Arra (ndfi: 11IVIO 3!3.

o1 Jewcuild be happl:T t2' ment or~' a Vn1-y')r- - ze
in the Cniim-t * 111ni od ~t nt s t -, : a t' t'.

GD/i j



)Kcauim De D'lH PrintingI~
S 82NC&# -ete $ fee P. 0. Isx ti yw"~ . Y. 13200

131) 422.48A9 422.49

N s. Kathi Stoabdale O~s ary D.e11
1253 7th Street .73.5 ?.afl AV*.
Suite 200 Syracuse# N. Y.

Santa Monica, Calif. March 27, 1979

Dear Ms. Stockdale:

In response to your letter of February 9, 1 had written the
Citizens of the Republic last fall. At that times I offered to
do printing, mailing and advertising for the C.P.T.R. AT.COST.
Subsequently, the Campaign Manager called me and indicated that
come the first of January, after Mr, Regan ann~iced his' candi-
dacy, that indeed they would want us to handle their campaign
needs at least for the Northeastern regions if not for the m tire
Eastern Seaboard.

Subsequently, we have undergone a move which has changed our
0 address and our phone number. Inadvertently, in the move, we
0 have lost the name of the gentleman that phoned us. At the time

we talked, I had asked for samples of the various campaign
Jewelry that thesC.F.T.R. has and stated that we would like to
display It. I explained that we would make no sales nor take any
orders.

We would have on hand a stock of your order/donation blanks and
any interested parties would write direct to your office to make

cnntributions for this Jewelry.

As I had explained to your representative, we have had experience
printing for the National Republican Party, the state and local

c~t offices of both parties and have had printing requests from various
candidates for both houses of Congress. We do advertising; do all,

en kinds of printing for everyl La±j&able purpose for campaigns,

CC Last year was a very bad year and we have been hiurt immensely by
non-payment from congressional and gulH'natorial candidates. Par'F
this reason, it was arranged that there would be a deposit made*j
during the month of January for the regional needs of the C.F.T.R0,
whioh 4d would handle. Our original statement was in the vicinifl.
of $50,0000., If you have any questions, please feel free to call
or write. We stand ready to serve you. Thank you-very mnuch.

Best regards,

SGa-ry DeDell A 9k
4 AUF1,.N r!%:c1 P 4SS P 'NT!Nr1

lj/GD



Dear Mi.6 ahr

Thank you for your notoe and, your Psewkka* of, samples dated the 18th.

Plese detail the requirsumuts f IOrr. the N~w., totter, stid the Political Update.

Dio %V typeset, or vould it be cauera rady?

1Uhat wil~l be the quantity per Issue of ceacti?

Maht site envelopes and tiow many of e~icv should iv stcck up on'd

Our post office box numbier is 186, zc'ia.e, R.?. 1329)S.. Please res-

pon~d to that address.

Thank you.'

Gary J. De~ebl
Vice President



October 11, 1978

Dear Mr. Mosher:

It was good talking with yout an the telephone, and thIn will ctmfir-a air

couinersatlon.

We shall be happy to establish our facilitilea on-line for the Citizens for

the Republic. Per the equipment list that I previously cent you and our 01s-

cussions, we shall reserve manpower and machinery in the typesetting. lay-out.

camera, plate-making, offset press, letterpress, bindery and direct mail depart-

ments.

As soon as we receive the samples we shall obtauin stock for the newsletters,

envelopes, brochures, and posters that you indicated thAt you v411 r- qtttrtl 'r

services for.

As a explained to you, we will require the $50,000.00 upfront money to

reserve this machinery, manpower, time, and stock for your reqiuremients. We

have been stung in the past few months as I explained by the Republican Governor-

hopeful and candidates for the Senate, Congressional and Gubernatorial Primaries.

Enclosed is an invoice. and -we ask that it be attended to at pour earliest con-

venience. All of us here thank you for this opportunity, and we awattyour

direction as to how we shall serve you.

Very Sinreprely Yours,

Gary J. DeL'ell
Vice President
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giWii yau~f ow for, to help US
cuit With our-, *in",i~ Mos. - t is

U.**

once again, thank you for your of fer.*

Cffiensfor eRepubi Ig
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. O.C. W03 Mky 17, 1988

Mr. Ronald E. Robertson
c/o Citizens For The Republic
1253 Seventh Street
Suite 200
S1anta Monica, CA 90401

RE: MUR 2606
Citizens For The
Republic

lini Dear Mr. Robertson:

aim" The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
:;l.z=en ==r The Rep,..o1ic nay naive ,iolatec! t he

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A
_". e rnlairt is enclosed. We '-ave numbered t-iis n~tt.et,

MUR 2606. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
o writing that no action should be taken against Citizens For the

Republic in this matter. Please submit any +actual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's

C7111 analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed

0"t to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15

cc days, the Commission may take further action based on the avail-
able information.

-nat-er v :, t "tia1c- a! - 4 cec

tion 437g.(a)(4)(B) and Section 4379(a) (12) (A) of Title 2 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 authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



0 .*0

If you have any questions, please contact Janice Lacy, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690. For your
information,, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

By: Lois G re
Associate General Counsel

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

___

y

I**



'EE~L ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. VW~ May 1?, 198

Mirs Gary J. DeDell
Kaufman Press Printing
PO Box 68
Syracuse, NY 13207

RE: MUR 2606

Dear Mr. DeDell:

This letter acknowledges receipt of your complaint, received
on May 6, 1988, alleging possible violations of the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "aAct"), by Citizens
For The Republic. The respondents will be notified of this corn-
plaint within ive dayvs.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commis-
sion takes final action on your complaint. Should you receive
any additional information in this matter, please forward it to
the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be
sworn to in the same manner as the original complaint. We have
numbered this matter MUR 2606. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence. For your information, we have at-
tached a brief description of the Commission's procedures for
handling complaints. If you have any questions, please contact
Retha Dixon, Docket Chief, at (202) 376-3110.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Mi. Noble

General Counsel

By: Lois G. Lerne
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures



ANdGELA M. (BAY) BUCANAN3
Aek Exewctlvs Vim Ouirwon

Lois G. Lerner,, Esq.
Associate GeneralA, un-6
Office of the Geziera'l *tq*1
Federal Election Commislienj
Washington, D.C. 20463

Subject: MUR 266- Citizens for the Republic

Dear Ms. Lerner:

As the Acting Executive Vice-Chairman, I am writing onbehalf of Citizens for the Ropublic. ("CTR,), a multi-candidate
political committee duly registered with the Federal Election
Commission ("Commission'),,in reference to the above-noted
complaint filed by Gary, J3. De Dell, Vice President of a printing
company known variously as Kaufman Press Printing, and Kaufman DeDell, Printing, Inc. (hereinafter referred to as "Kaufmanff).1
According to the complaint, Mr. De Dell claims that CFTR entered
into a contract with his company to provide certain printingservices in October 1978, that the agreed upon retainer to
reserve the equipment was to be $50,000, that CFTR never made anypayments to Kaufman and that consequently, CFTR was, and remains,
indebted to Kaufman in that amount. De Dell further notes thatthis alleged indebtedness was never reported to the Commission by

1 There is serious reason to doubt the legitimacy of co
Kaufman. Specifically, in his affidavit, Mr. De Dell notes thp ;Kaufman is an incorporated entity and that its name is Kaufma nteDell, Printing, Inc. However, the cover letter accompanying tificomplaint indicates that the true name of the entity is Kaufmaai J-Press Printing. The letterhead fails to contain any indication ;.
that the entity is in fact incorporated. Moreover, theMI
letterhead indicates that the entity has offices in 'Silver 7. ZSprings [sic), Md.'f and "Washington, D.C.' Yet, neither the U,Washington, D.C. nor Montgomery County telephone directories Z-)
contain a listing for such an entity. Moreover, much of the
correspondence from Mr. De Dell is on plain, non-letterhead,
paper or on paper with an address stamp. Lack of a formal
letterhead would perhaps be excusable if one were dealing with aplumber or electrician, but where the entity is supposed to be aprinting company, the lack of a letterhead raises a serious issue
as to the legitimacy of the entity.

2719 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD -SUITE 200 -SANTA MONICA -CALIFORNIA 90403 -213/451-8548



CFTR*

we firmly believe that the complaint is totally without
merit and should be dismissed forthwith for a variety of raSons.,
First, the so-called contractual dispute between CFTR and Xaufman
is a commercial dispute and as such, not appropriate for,
resolution by the Commissions Second, no contract, expr~ss or
implied, ever existed between Kaufman and CFTR. Thus, CiTR was
never indebted to Kaufman in any amount and hence not roequirod to
report such in its filings with the Commission. An~d thir', CYTE
never received anything of value from Kaufman and hence, was not
required to report such with the Commission.

Com~laint Involves a Commercial Dis~ute and Ought Not to be
Entertained by-the commission

I believe it is important to put this matter in perspective.
CFTR views this matter as nothing more than a longstanding
commercial dispute, involving a frivolous claim for money. The
Commission has consistently refused to permit its procedures to
be used for resolving commercial disputes. For instance, in
Advisory Opinion Request 1984-58, the Commission was asked by a
putative creditor of a political committee to resolve Nwhether
the committee did in fact, incur the subject expense on the basis
of the various communications that occurred between city
personnel and committee personnel, or on any other basis.0 In
refusing to resolve the issue, the Commission stated:

As indicated above with respect to issue (1) [whether a
contract existed between the city and committee), the
Commission does not have authority to decide if an expense
was incurred where that decision necessarily requires a
determination of the validity of a claim asserted by a
putative creditor of a candidate or political committee.

Advisory Opinion 1984-58

As the exhibits attached to the complaint indicate, this matter
has been the subject of dispute for almost a decade. During that
period, CFTR investigated the matter fully and found that Mr. De
Dell's allegations were totally without merit. Indeed, Mr. De
Dell has neither provided CFTR with a duly executed contract, as
none exists, nor has one been annexed to the complaint.
Moreover, Mr. De Dell has had ample opportunity to vindicate his
rights, if indeed any such rights exist, by filing suit against
CFTR. However, he has chosen not to take this course of action.
Incidently, in this regard, I have been advised by counsel that
the statute of limitation has long since run. In short, this is
a frivolous commercial claim and not appropriate for resolution
by the Commission.



No Contract Ever Existed Between CFTR& and Kaufman and Hence-No
Reportable Debt Owing to Kaufman Ever Existed

It is abundantly clear after reading the materials annexed
to the complaint that CFTR neither entered into any form of
contract with Kaufman nor made any commitment to do so. Indeed,,
it is not altogether clear from the records that Kaufman was in
fact dealing with CFTR. Specifically, in a letter to Ms. Kathi
Stockdale dated March 27, 1979, Mr. De Dell stated:

At that time, I offered to do printing, mailing and
advertising for the C.F.T.R. AT COST. Subsequently, the
Campaign Manger called me and indicated that come the first
of January, after Mr. Reagan announced his candidacy, that
indeed they would want us to handle their campaign needs at
least for the Northeastern region, if not for the entire
Eastern Seaboard.

0 In any event, what emerges from the documents is that De Dell
apparently offered to do printing for CFTR, but that offer was
never accepted. Indeed, there is one piece of documentary
evidence that may have indicated beyond doubt that no contract
existed; however, Mr. De Dell apparently redacted the salient
provisions of that note. Specifically, in an undated note from
Glenn Mosher to Mr. De Dell, which the complainant attached to
the complaint, Mr. M4osher stated: "Thank you for your offer to
help us out with our printing needs. It is . . . 0 Once again,
thank you for your offer." The vast majority of the note has

0 been redacted, apparently by Mr. De Dell. However, the last line
of that note is telling; it thanks Mr. De Dell for his "offer,"
but does no more. On its face the note most certainly does not
accept Mr. De Dell's offer, and even if it did, Mr. Mosher
lacked such authority.

co In addition, even Mr. De Dell's letter to Mr. Mosher of
M October 11, 1978, indicates that no contract existed.

Specifically in that letter, Mr. De Dell states:

As a (sic] explained to you, we will require the $50,000.00
up front money to reserve this machinery, manpower, time and
stock for your requirements. We have been stung in the past
few months ...

In short, that letter substantiates that at most what existed was
unilateral offer by De Dell to perform printing services, but
that that offer was never accepted. Specifically, the letter
indicates that De Dell had no intention of reserving any
equipment, purchasing any stock or taking any other related
actions until he received the so-called up-front money. The fact
that he never received the so-called up-front money is conclusive



evidence that the unilateral offer was never accepted.

From the outset of this dispute, CFTR has consistently asked
Mr. Do Dell to provide any documentary evidence that he might
have to support the existence of a binding contract. See, e.g.,
letter attached to complaint from Ronald E. Robertson to Mr. Gary
Js Do Dell,, dated June 21, 1985. Mr. Do Dell, however, has
consistently failed to provide any such documentary evidence.

When all is said and done, what emerges is a sad tale of an
alleged individual printer who deluded himself into believing
that he had secured a major political committee as an account.
It is difficult to envision any set of circumstances under which
CFTR would have made a $50,000.00 downpayuent for printing
services to a printing company with no established record and
whose own letterhead is rife with typographical errors. This is
not the first time that organizations, such as CFTR, that are or
were associated with a sitting President have been the targets of
baseless requests for money.

"pop CFTR Never Received Anything of Value from Kaufman

As demonstrated above, no contract--express or implied--ever
existed between Kaufman and CFTR. Moreover, CFTR never received
anything of value from Kaufman. As De Dell's own exhibits
indicate, he never performed any printing for CFTR, never
distributed any materials on behalf of CFTR and never provided

N any services to CFTR. As his letter of October 11, 1978,
CD indicates, his services were contingent on receipt of $50,000 ando that money was never paid. In addition, De Dell never claims to
q7 have provided CFTR with anything of value. Instead, De Dell's

claim for money appears to rest on a theory of "justifiable
C7111reliance." However, as discussed above, there was nothing to

justify De Dell's reliance, if any such reliance ever existed, as
co his offer was never accepted.

C* Conclusion

For the reasons set forth above, the Commission should find
that there is no reason to believe that Citizens for the Republic
violated any provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

Sincerely,

Angel (Bay) Buchanan
Act' g Executive Vice Chairman
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RES__INS

RELEVANT STATUTES:

INTERNL REPORTS
Ck3D

Gary DeDell,, on bebaSl,
Of Kaufman DeDell Pritti*g I nc.

Citizens for the Republib
and Carolyn Robertson, a
Treasurer

2 U.S.C. 5 434(b) (8)
11 C.F.R. S 104.11

A0 1976-85
IR 2521
MUR 2146

FEDERAL AGENCIES
CHECKED: None

I. GENERATIONI OF NATTER

The Commission received a complaint on May 6, 1988 from Gary
DeDell, Vice President of Kaufman DeDell Printing, Inc. The
complaint alleges that Citizens for the Republic (nthe
Committee"m), a multi-candidate political committee, failed to
report a $50,000 debt which the Committee allegedly owes to the

Complainant.

II1. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

A. Factual Analyi

The Complainant claims that the Committee contacted the
Complainant in October, 1978 to reserve and purchase paper stock

SES~i 01,

~

Vssbington, D.C. ***
F10 UNNAL COWSBL'*Is'-



,rarto at opan~tt ef~h~e~:$O%

Co01natt the AO tol* 'te wheei th Copan t o ee4t

$50,000. The Cplit aoop sen suqtut letrct h

a-lMoseri a foeteplye of- thtomteodee h evcs
theComlaianthasfaie to rduce any evdeceo a wtte

0rcor ctawritng ceances by the Committee Rater te

$00TeComplainant mae eealsefeenesuto anu orlequest from

Glenand Mose t At tg the Complainant erform thet sevie loeover

ther onl wrten evidoee ofro the Committee thatre the Complinant,

teCmiathas sbitdcnitf:l)aunaed tprdcanoetped on rte

0 ceronalize srwrttionerycetncptionedeFrommiteDesk ofter Gle

Moser" thankinga the Complainant pform isofer hervies.Mndver

which is edited out; and (2) two letters,- dated from 1985,

wherein the Committee asks the Complainant to produce documents

that would support the allegation that the Committee had accepted

the Complainant's offer.



this 'OffiWe roI'Ved, a: reso.wt th~9~a~ r3~

N% Rw*bauan, Sot 144 Ixte ut ivo flc "V do a.!~it*~

,Uf*, IS, 9I Vhe C om*it t* olalli that it .~1 t io

teoutcome of which the Codsinsoliolto ~no. !vThe

Cdmmi tte 0otes that the Conpann hfs~f o 'produc a

writ-ten contract,, and has waited 'for o'', *tatuto of limitations,

to run on his claim without f iling ut.

More importantly, the Committee asse~rts that no contract

ever existed between the: two part iet_ and thus, no reportable debt

ever existed betwen theme The COmm ittee' ilams -that the

Complainant apparently offered to perform sovvives, for the

Committee, but that the Committee never accepted the

Complainant's offers. In support of this claim# the Committee

refers to the note from Glenn Mosher to the Complainant, which

thanks the Complainant only for his "offer" but does no more (the

rest of the note having been edited). Furthermore, the Committee

claims it has consistently requested the Complainant to produce

evidence of a contract throughout the course of this dispute, but

the Complainant has failed to produce any such documentary

evidence.

Finally, the Committee claims it never received any services

or anything of value from the Complainant; the Complainant does

not claim to have provided any services or anything of value to

the Committee.



The Act requires 'that e a~h r'pot f iled by a Volitical

c~ommitteelmust d 0.16o~ the a~ t and, nature, of, oitstanding

debts!4and- obligations owed by o,-r -to sch oi tol comaitto@0t,

2 u.s.C. S 4 34 (b) (8). See alioc 11 sC j S0 :6O13(4) i

Furthermore# the Regulations require continuous repottin g of

debts and obligations until such debts and obligations are

extinguished. 11 C.F.R. S 104.11.

In Advisory Opinion 1976-85, the Commission determined that,

a committee is required to report the amount of a disputed claim

as a compaign debt. The Advisory opinion also stated that a

claim was required to be reported even if the validity of the

debt was in question. AO 1976-85 has been interpreted to apply

to only written contracts; however, it has been vieved that in

those situations involving disputed debts where a committee

received services from a complainant, the committee must report

the amount in dispute as a campaign debt regardless of the

existence of any written contract. See MUR 2521 and MUR 2146.

Applying these rules to the present case, we recommend that

the Commission find no reason to believe that the Committee

violated the reporting requirements by failing to report its

disputed debt with the Complainant. First, the Complainant

produces no written contract, but at best can only allege that he

entered into an oral agreement with the Committee. Even so, the

.00,44ift



top-

Camplainant produaceS no evidence of any oral agreem**t, but, at '

beat can onypoueevidence of several, wr ittean of fecs to, the

Coi~ittee to p Ierform- services. In any event, the Complainat

produces no evidence that the Committee ever antdiy oft

these -offers. Therefore# our review of the evidence lea&ds us to

conclude that no agreement ever existed between the Complainant

and the Committee. Second, the submissions provided by both the

Complainant and the Committee contain no evidence that the

Complainant ever provided any services to the Committee.

In sum, we have no evidence of a written agreement. Even if

it could reasonably be argued that Complainant and the Committee

reached an enforceable oral agreement, the Commission's

interpretation of the reporting requirements in light of the

post-1979 version of the Act is that a disputed debt for which

there is no written contract, and in connection with no services

were ever received, is not an obligation subject to the reporting

requirements of the Act and the Regulations. Therefore, this

Office recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe

that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) (8) and 11 C.F.R.

S 104.11.

III. RECOMMNDATIONS

1. Find no reason to believe that the Citizens for the Republic
and Carolyn Robertson, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 434(b) (8) and 11 C.F.R. 5 104.11.

2. Close the file.
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BEFOREZ THE FEDERAL RLECION COMMISSION~

In the Mlatter of

Citizens for the.Republic
and Carolyn Rdbertson, as
Treasurer

R 2606

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on July 25,

1988, the Commission decided by a vote Of 6-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 2606:

CV 1. Find no reason to believe that the Citizens
for the Republic and Carolyn Robertson, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) (8) and
11 C.F.R. S 104.11.

-2. Close the file.

3. Approve the letters, as recommended in the
o First General Counsel's report signed

July 20, 1988.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

co McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

a,_ Attest:

Date nronie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in the office of Commission Secretary:Wed., 7-20-88, 3:41
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: Thurs., 7-21-88, 11:00
Deadline for vote: Mon.,, 7-25-88, 11:00
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FEDE0AI. ECTION COMMISSION
WOW D.. am July 29, 198

ko"q Ut I*1y*' VtLosCOairman

2719 WIX*4r. x1vo. #4 1te 200
fanta Moulca, CA '94043

RE: MUR 2606
Citizens for the Republic and
Carolyn Robertson as treasurer

Dear Ms, Buchanan:

On May 17, 1988, the Federal Election Commission notified('V Citizens for the Repu ' ic (*Comittee") of a complaint alleging
violations of ortan sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amnd~ed.,

On July 25P 1988, the Commission found, on the basis ofthe information In the complaint, and information provided by
you, that there is no reason to believe the Committee and its
treasurer violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) (8) of the Act and 11 C.F.R.

0 5 104.11 of Commission Regulations. Accordingly, the Commission
0 closed its file in this matter.

This matter will become a part of the public record within
o 30 days. If you wish to submit any materials to appear on the

public record, please do so within ten days. Please send such
materials to the Office of the General Counsel.

cc Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
Genera Counsel

~eer

By:Los Lre
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



tEDERAo ELCIN COM MISSION
WA5!HjNG1O July 29, 1986

Mr. Gary J. DeD.12
Kaufman Press printing
P.O. Box 68
Syracuse, N.Y. 13207

IM MMR 2606

Dear Mr. DeDell:

On July 25, 1986t the Fedelral 3lection Commission reviewtedCV the allegations of your complaint dated May 2, 1988, and found
that on the basis of th e Information provided In your complaint,and information provided by Citizens fOr the Republic,, there Isno reason to believ* that Citizens for the Republic and Itstreasurer violated 2 U.S.C. 1 434 (b) (8) and 11 CoFR. 5 104. 11.Accordingly, on July 25, 1988, the Commission closed the file inthis matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, asamended, allows a complainant to seek judicial revisew of the

0 Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a) (8).

0 Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
CC General Counsel

By: Lois Lrner
Assoc ate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*63

THIS IS TIE END OF MIJR #

DATE FlIMED

~u.
CAMMA ND 2



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON t) 246

THE FOLLOWING MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO THE FILE IN

MU .26i



FEOERAL 0-. 'Z Th' MISbION

9JAN 13 ANt 9: 0

January .i?

ear UK - - :errker

In response to your July 29,th letter~when I mac('e ar. arpoin,-ntmir.t'
to send you the material, your interviewer felt that thekr
was a violation for the non-paynent for these bills by the
Citizen~sfor the Republic. I dont understand how a political
organization can be allowed to not pay its bills. Pltase
advise with answers to the inquiries.

Thank You

g-ary ze."e:
Kaufman Press Printing
P.C. Pox 68
,y r ac uc, :T e23



EU FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 13, 1989

Mr. Gary DeDell
Kaufman Press Printing
P.O. Box 68
Syracuse, N.Y. 13207

RE: MUR 2606

Dear Mr. DeDell:

This is in response to your letter dated January 9, 1989 in
which you inquired about the determination in the above-referenced
matter.

Our legal analysis is stated in the attached First General
Counsel's Report. This report was originally sent to you as an
enclosure to our letter dated July 29, 1988 which notified you of
the Commission's determination in this matter. By way of
background, the Federal Election Commission is responsible for
enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act"). The Act imposes reporting requirements on political
committees which have outstanding debts. The Act requires a
political committee to disclose the amount and nature of
outstanding debts owed by the committee, and requires continuous
reporting of debts until such debts are extinguished. Other
issues arising from disputed debts, such as whether a party has
an obligation to pay a disputed debt, are not governed by the Act
and do not fall under the enforcement powers of the Commission.

Applying these rules to this matter, this Office concluded
that the disputed debt between Citizens for the Republic and you,
is not an obligation subject to the reporting requirements of the
Act. We then recommended that the Commission find no reason to
believe that Citizens for the Republic violated the Act. Our
legal analysh.- is set forth in the attached report.

Sincerely,

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
First General Counsel's Report


