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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION COMPLAINT
June 7, 1988

Complainants, Daviad W. Sgnc_andicary C. Huckaby, hereby file
this complaint as authorized by the United States Code, 2 USC
Sec. 437g (1986), against Arthur M. Jackson, the American Council
for a Conservative Consensus, Nathan Rosenberg, Nathan Rosenberg
for Congress, and David W. Vaporean (hereinafter collectively
"the Respondents"). The co:g aint is for numerous violations of
the United States Code and the Code of Federal Regulations
committed during the Ragublican primary camgaign for the 40th
Congressional District in California, as set out below.

INTRODUCTION

Complainant David W. Syme is a registered Republican voter
in the 40th Congressional District of California. Complainant
Gary C. Huckaby is a registered Republican voter in california.&

ey

On June 1, 1988 a brochure was mailed to several thousand &
households in Orange County, California that attacked C. David
Baker, a candidate for Congress in the 40th Congressional
District of California. (see exhibits 1 and 2).
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On June 2, 1988 two versions of a brochure were mailed to=—
several thousand households in Orange County, California that
attacked C. Christopher Cox, another candidate for Congress inw
the 40th Congressional District of California. (see exhibits 3,4

and 5).

The two candidates attacked are, along with Nathan O.
Rosenberg, the three front runners in a hotly contested
Republican primary to determine the nominee for Congress in the
40th Congressional District of California.
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All three brochures were disclaimed as "Paid for by the
American Council for a Conservative Consensus". (see exhibits 1,
3 and 4). The bulk rate permit number for all three brochures was
#285, Santa Ana, California. (see exhibits 1, 3 and 4). This
permit was taken out on May 23, 1988 by Arthur M. Jackson for the
American Council for a Conservative Consensus (hereinafter
"ACCC"). The address for ACCC was given as 3857 Birch St. #157,
Newport Beach, California 92660 (see exhibit 6). This address is
a private post office box rental business. The phone number for
Arthur M. Jackson is (602) 870-3825.

On May 24, 1988 the American Council for a Conservative
Consensus filed a Statement of Organization with the Federal
Election Commission. The treasurer for ACCC was listed as
Sharlee Dodd. It is not yet clear if Sharlee Dodd is a
contributor to, or otherwise involved with, Nathan Rosenberg’s
campaign, as Arthur Jackson is, but the address used for the
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Statement of Organization is the same post office rental box
listed above.

The postage for the mailing of at least one of the attack
brochures was gaid by cashier’s check, according to a postal
employee. It is unclear who paid for the cashier’s check, or how
all of the postage was paid for the attack brochures. The
postage used totaled at least $3163.92. (see exhibits 2 & §)

Nathan Rosenberg for Congress (hereinafter "the Rosenberg
campaign") is the authorized campaign committee for Nathan O.
Rosenberg. David Wayne Vaporean is an employee or an agent of
the Rosenberg campaign. (see exhibit 9).

As will be set out in detail below, it is believed that the
attack brochures sent out purportedly by ACCC were, in fact, done
in cooperation with, or with the consent of, or in consultation
with, or at the request or suggestion of the Rosenberg campaign,
Rosenberg, or an agent of the campaign (most probably Vaporean),
and were not, therefore, an independent expenditure as defined in
2 USC Sec. 431(17) and 11 CFR Sec. 100.16. Additionally, whether
or not the expenditures were independent, it is believed that the
filing, reporting and disclosure requirements of the Federal
Elections Code (11 CFR) all were violated by Respondents.

I. THE EXPENDITURES MADE BY ACCC WERE NOT, IN FACT, INDEPENDENT,
AND, ACCORDINGLY, THE MAKING OF SUCH EXPENDITURES CONSTITUTE
A CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION IN EXCESS OF THE AMOUNT ALLOWABLE
UNDER FEDERAL LAW

An independent expenditure is one made "by a person
expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identified candidate which is made without cooperation or
consultation with any candidate, or any authorized committee or
agent of such candidate, and which is not made in concert with,
or at the request or suggestion of, any candidate, or any
authorized committee or agent of such candidate." 2 USC Sec.
431(17) (1986): 11 CFR Sec. 100.16 (1987). The expenditures made
for the attack brochures advocated the defeat of two clearly
identified candidates. However, we believe, due to compelling
circumstances, that there was cooperation and/or consultation
(hereinafter "collusive behavior") between Jackson and the
Rosenberg campaign that taken together show a pattern that is
hard to ignore. Under ideal circumstances we would be able to
state all that follows with facts to back up our contentions, but
since the relevant brochures and facts became public only within
the past four or five days, we have set out the facts we know,
and those facts we believe can be proven easily by the Federal
Election Commission by depositions and subpoenas.

The first circumstance suggesting some collusive behavior is
the fact that Jackson used the same direct mail house,
Diversified Mailing, Inc. of Fullerton, California, as is used by
the Rosenberg campaign. The manager of Diversified Mailing, Inc.
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is Bob Bernard. Jackson is apparently an Arizona resident, and
it is believed that the cOuncgl is an Arizona group. It would be
most logical that Jackson would use an Arizona mail house with
whom it would be more convenient to work. Even if Jackson wanted
to use a mail house in the area of the congressional race, there
are many other mail houses that he could have chosen besides the
mail house used not only by the current Rosenberg campaign, but
also by David Vaporean d/b/a David Wayne Communications for the
past ten years according to an article in the Orange County
Register on June 4, 1988.

The second circumstance suggesting some collusive behavior
is that Jackson also used the same printer, Penn Lithographics of
Cerritos, California, as is used by the Rosenberg campaign. Even
if by some coincidence Jackson chose the same California mail
house for the attack brochures, it is highly unlikely that
Jackson would use, by coincidence, the same California printer
for the attack brochures, unless Jackson asked someone connected
with the Rosenberg campaign for recommendations of mail houses
and printers.

The third circumstance suggesting some collusive behavior is
that on June 3, 1988 the Rosenberg campaign sent out a brochure
attacking Christopher Cox on the same subject as the ACCC attack
brochure - both criticized Cox for publishing an English
translation of Pravda, the official newspaper of the Soviet
government. Moreover, the language used in the Rosenberg
brochure of June 3rd is very similar to the language of the ACCC
brochure of June 2nd. The ACCC brochure states that "[a]merican
school children, thanks to Christopher Cox, are exposed to the
lies distortions, and mind bending view of the world that
Communist propaganda so cleverly manufactures." The Rosenberg
brochure states that "Chris Cox has, for profit, distributed
Soviet Communist propaganda to thousands of American school kids.
American kids who have had their minds impacted by the cleverly
crafted lies and distortions of the Soviet propaganda machine."(suubﬁ,@

<X

Though Cox has been attacked for several different reasons
over the course of the campaign, up until the June 2nd ACCC
attack there had been no attack on Cox for any reason by anyone
in any medium or arena related to his involvement in the
translation of Pravda. Cox is a founder and significant
stockholder of Context Corporation, an independent translator of
Soviet propaganda for study and use by the CIA, the FBI, and
universities and researchers of communism in 26 countries. A
second charge that Cox is a Soviet propagandist, a ludicrous
charge in the first place, in the mail the day following the
first charge makes it virtually impossible that the second charge
was based on the information in the first unless both were
colluding in advance, since the second piece had to be at the
Post Office within hours of the time the first piece was
delivered. Furthermore, other text in the Rosenberg campaign
attack brochure, including the number of candidates in the race,
shows that the Rosenberg campaign attack brochure was written
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well in advance of the circulation of the ACCC piece. Rosenberg
tried to suggest to reporters that "both may have contained
similar language because they were quoting from a Cox campaign
brochure." But as the newspaper article went on to say "gt]he
Cox brochure said only that Cox was founder of an independent
translator of Soviet propaganda for study and use by U.S.
government researchers, among others."” lLos Angeles Times, June
. l988.

A fourth circumstance that indicates collusive behavior is
that we understand that Vaporean supervised production of the
three ACCC pieces which attacked both Baker and Cox, in addition
to the Rosenberg campaign attack on Cox, both at the mail house
and at the printer. This can be easily checked by taking
depositions of the owners and employees of both establishments.

A fifth circumstance suggesting collusive behavior is that
we understand that Vaporean, either personally or through his
company David Wayne Communications, paid for by checks at least
some of the costs associated with the ACCC brochures. This
should be easy to check by subpoenaing the records of either
Vaporean or the mail house and printer. Additionally, it should
be noted that David Wayne Communications received over $140,000
in consulting fees between April 9, 1988 and May 14, 1988 alone,
though none of the money received was denoted expense
reimbursement as was the case with another consultant to the
Rosenberg campaign. This is an extraordinary amount of
consulting fees to one person/company, particularly since none
of it was for expense reimbursement, for a campaign whose total
gontributions during the reporting period were only just over

210,000.

A sixth circumstance suggesting collusive behavior is the
actions and reactions of Jackson and Rosenberg as covered in
stories in local newspapers on the ACCC mailings. In one article
on Friday Jackson said he had no favorites in the race, and in
another article he denied supporting any candidate in the 40th
Congressional district. Orange County Register, June 3, 1988 and
June 4, 1988. We understand that Federal Elections Commission
(FEC) reports show that Arthur M. Jackson contributed $250 to
Rosenberg for his 1986 primary campaign against incumbent
Congressman Robert Badham. Further, an FEC report filed in
January shows that Arthur M. Jackson contributed the maximum
allowable amount of $1,000 on November 11, 1987, to Nathan
Rosenberg’s 1988 congressional campaign. In subsequent news
articles it came out that Rosenberg knew Jackson "very well",
Daily Pilot, June 3, 1988, and that Jackson had taken a two week
est"™ (Erhardt Seminar Training) course. Los Angeles Times, June
4, 1988 (Rosenberg’s brother Werner Erhardt 1s the founder of
est, and Rosenberg has been very involved with the organization
as a seminar training leader.)

We strongly believe that the information presented above,
when taken together, leads to only one conclusion: that the AcCCC




attack mailers were sent out in concert with the Rosenberg
campaign, and demonstrates hard evidence of collusion. Most of
the information we have suggested can be oalilzhchecked with a
few subpoenas and depositions. Additionally, ough we have no
basis for this belief, it is worth checking when the information
becomes public whether any of the five members of ACCC or the
twenty donors to ACCC are also donors to the Rosenberg campaign.
If the expenditures by ACCC are not independent then they should
be subject to the 11 CFR Sec. 109.1(c), and subject to a $1000
limitation, in which case ACCC and Jacﬁnon clearly have violated
ggg i%g%tation on contributions to a candidate under 11 CFR Sec.

II. ACCC HAS VIOLATED FEDERAL ELECTION LAW BY FAILURE TO MEET
FILING REQUIREMENTS

ACCC appears to be a political committee within the meaning
of either 11 C.F.R., Sec.100.5(f) (2) or 11 C.F.R. Sec. 100.5(9)
(2). Notwithstanding this status, it is unclear whether
Respondent Jackson filed a Statement of Organization on behalf of
ACCC within 10 days after he formed ACCC, a violation of 11
C.F.R. Sec.102.1(d). As a political committee, respondent ACCC
is required to disclose a significant degree of information
concerning its activities, including reporting any expenditures
exceeding $1000 spent within 20 days of a primary election.
Respondent ACCC apparently has fai¥ed to report its activities in
the manner and within the time frame contemplated in, among other
sections, 11 C.F.R. Secs. 104.3, 104.4(b), 104.5(c) (1) (ii), and
109.2(b), and to file such reports with the Federal Election
Commission as required under 11 C.F.R. Sec.105.4. 1In fact,
Complainant is informed and believes that Respondent ACCC has
ignored its reporting obligations and has, as of this date, not
filed many of the required reports with the Federal Election
Commission.

III. ACCC HAS VIOLATED FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS BY FAILURE TO
PROVIDE THE PUBLIC NOTICE REQUIRED

The mailings that Respondent ACCC sent out note that they
were "Paid for by the American Council for a Conservative
Consensus."

As noted in other portions of this complaint, these mailings
appear to have been prepared in concert with Respondent Rosenberg
Committee and its agent, Respondent David Vaporean. Accordingly,
such mailings should have included a disclaimer meeting the
requirements of 11 CFR Sec.110.11(a) (1) (i). Assuming that the
payment for such mailings was by ACCC, but the Rosenberg
campaign authorize it, such mailings should have included a
disclaimer meeting the requirements of 11 CFR Sec.110.11(a)

(1) (ii).
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Even if ACCC did not prepare its mailings in concert with
the Rosenberg campaign or its agent, Vaporean, the disclaimer
used on the mailings violated federal election law by failure to
state whether the mailings were authorized by any candidate ;
running for federal office, in violation of 11 CFR Sec. 110.11(a)

(1) (111).

IV. SUMMARY

This complaint sets forth our contentions as to violations
of federal election law by Respondents. It is respectfully
requested that the Federal Election Commission move expeditiously
to verify the truth to the facts stated herein.

Executed under penalty of perjury on June 6, 1988 in Newport

Beach, California.
SIGNED: ;b;‘%g [Q&‘m\_&
avi . Syme

Executed under penalty of perjury on June 6, 1988 in Newport
Beach, California.

SIGNED:
Ga




Federal Election Commission Complaint (Syme)

State of California

County of Orange

On this 7th day of June, in the year 1988, before me Margaret Lee
Siskar/Notary Public, personally appeared David W. Syme personally
known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to this
instrument, and acknowledged that he executed it.

WITNESS my hand and officjial seal.

Notapfy's Signature
My Commission Expires:

6 -7-91 —
S OFFICIAL SEAL
OISR  MAPRARET LEE SISKAR
..,A,\d?,__'g'__ 4OTARY +UBLIC =
\r’x’\’# B mem 7, 1981

Federal Election Commission Complaint (Huckaby)

State of California

County of Orange

On this 7th day of June, in the year 1988, before me Margaret Lee
Siskar/Notary Public, personally appeared Gary Carroll Huckaby
proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the
person whose name is subscribed to this instrument, and
acknowledged that he executed it.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Z/ wm-'% %V AZ%Z/J L.S.

Notaxy's Signature T OFFICIAL SEAL

My Commission Expires: ot MRGARET LEE SISKAR
6-7-91 BF5 <. ¥ NOTARY PUBLIC - CALIFORNIA
\¥@ ORANGE COUNTY

My comm. expifes JUN 7, 1991

LR
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How do you explain allegations of a sexual
affair with another married woman and
cheating on your wife to your family, friends,

and the voters who you are asking to trust you?

Ask Dave Baker, Candidate for Congress. |

2 PAID FOR BY THE AMERICAN COUNCR. FOR A CONSERVATIVE CONSENSUS K N
T 219WAZ :
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It was reported that Dave Baker, a candidate for congress, was telling voters he is a
“good husband and a guy who believes in family values.”

Dave Baker, did you cheat on your wife? Yes or no? Will you cheat the people of this
district? Why won’t you just tell the truth?

On April 15, 1988, Dave Baker claims that family values are the cornerstone of his
campaign for congress. On April 30, in an L.A. Times article headlined “Allegations of
Adultery Confront Baker,” Dave Baker refuses to answer questions surrounding the
issue. His only answer was “no response.”

Did he or didn’t he? Only Dave Baker knows that answer, and he isn’t talking.

Everyone has their opinion about this kind of moral issue or questionable judgement on
the part of a public figure.

But this isn’t the only time that Dave Baker has been confronted with allegations of
questionable judgement. On April 19, 1988, in a speech to a neighborhood voter group,
Dave Baker pledges to protect their quality of life if elected to congress. In 1987, Dave
Baker voted to build the Yale Street overpass, thus endangering Irvine families in near-
by neighborhoods with high speed auto traffic.

And of course, Dave Baker says he’s never supported a tax increase. But official
records show that in 1984, Dave Baker led the campaign to increase Orange County’s
sales tax.

With Dave Baker, the issue isn’t one of lifestyle or morality. What is at issue is the
trust and confidence we must have in our elected officials to faithfully carry out their
duties.

The real question is: If a wife can’t trust her husband to be faithful, can we trust him to
be faithful to the sacred duties of being a congressman?

Trust and judgement are important. Are you willing to take a chance on Dave Baker?

Think about it. Please consider who deserves our trust when you vote.

Please vote June 7.

— A ae e
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EXHIBIT 23 7 , . -~ U.S. Postage
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Before you cast your vote for Congress, please look inside for information about the above
statement and one of the leading candidates seeking this office.

PAID FOR BY THE AMERICAN COUNCIL FOR A CONSERVATIVE CONSENSUS

L L 900 E 000 &




Christopher Cox, on April 13, admitted to a crowd of over 100 Orange
County voters that he Is responsible for translating, publishing, and
distributing Communist propaganda In the United States and 26 free
countries.

Christopher Cox has wrapped
himself in so-called conservative
cloth. He points to the great
service he is providing the
freedom-loving people of
the United States.

Stalin talked
repeatedly about
such people as
Christopher Cox.
He told hisfellow o /6
Communist leaders /
that people who el
helped to spread
Communist propaganda
were more valuable than

any bullet, bomb, or army.
/6000 0P ¢




S

educnted at Harvard University,

can do these things. The First Amendment to the Constitution gives
everyon~ thn right to say or do what they want.

Christopher Cox’s company, Context, translates and distributes
“Pravda,” the main Sovlet propaganda dalily publication. American
school children, thanks to Christopher Cox, are exposed to the lies
distortions, and mind bending view of the world that Communist
propaganda 80 cleverly manufactures.

Does America need a Soviet “propagandist” like Christopher Cox in the
Congress of the United States?

\

You know the answer. Nol

June 7 you can vote for the words of Stalin by voting for Cox for
Congress.

Or you can vote for truth, for America, and for the miilions of

freedom-seeking peopie who have dled at the hands of Communist
dictators like Stalin.

America’s future?

It’s all up to you. June 7.

iteo 0 8 3 8 ¥ 0 C ¢




: e you cast «,2... vote for Congress, please look inside for information about the above
statement and one of the leading candidates seeking this office.
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cuses Cox of being 3 Communist.
Both have been disiributed to .
thousands of homes in the 40th
District. )

Fights Fire With Fire ¥

-~ Cox, a Newport Beach lawyer, !
- denied the charges in the mailer by
thaking an absurd anegauon of his
own.
““Iam absolutely certain t!nt the :
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WHO IS THE REAL

1 CHRISTOPHER COX??

. AND WHY HAS HE

LIED TO GET YOUR
VOTE 21 |
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“I DONSTSBELIEVE 1 NOW A CHRIS (

CHRISTOPHER COX HAS SPENT OVER $500,000 Of
VOTERS. READ THIS AND GET TO KNOW THE RE

'\ @ 0 stmm 45 beiutn ¢ > & e &

UP UNTIL NOW CHRIS COX HAS TOLD YOU THAT HE gesy gEEEs ™
WAS A “CLOSE” ADVISOR TO THE PRESIDENT. (o Dt S e

Official transcripts from court records (shown here) prove that
Chris Cox’s duties were limited to housekeeping chores and
clerk service, not at the White House, but at the office building
Veext to the White House.

~
Ln an Orange County Meeting this year, President Reagan said,
“I don’t believe I know a Chris Cox...he claims to work for me?”

)

_COX EVEN SAID HE HAS “WORKED” TO BUILD THE
REPUBLICAN PARTY. HE HAS ALSO TOLD YOU HE IS A
«CONSERVATIVE” LEADER.

)

Official records dating back to 1984, which were provided by
the Orange County Registrar of Voters and the State of
Virginia—both places where Cox has lived in the past 4
years—prove without a shadow of a doubt that Chris Cox did

"not vote for President Reagan in 1984. Further, Cox did not vote
to oppose Rose Bird in 1986, he did not vote to stop the $.01
sales tax increase in Orange County, and he has not voted on
one local issue in this county since 1984.




0X...HE CLMMS TO WORM KOR ME?”

—President Ronald Reagan, Oranéb County, 1988

EAST COAST MONEY TO TRICK ORANGE COUNTY |
AL CHRIS COX, A CANDIDATE FOR CONGRESS?ll

MAYBE CHRIS COX CAN’T TELL THE DIFFERENCE
BETWEEN THE TRUTH AND A LIE ANYMORE. BECAUSE...

On top of all of this Chris Cox has, for profit, distributed Soviet
Communist propaganda to thousands of American school kids.
American kids who have had their minds impacted by the
cleverly crafted lies and distortions of the Soviet propaganda

machine.

THIS IS THE REAL CHRISTOPHER COX. HE IS NOT THE
PERSON HE HAS SPENT OVER $500,000 TO CONVINCE
YOU HE IS. HIS WHOLE LIFE IS A LIE.

THERE ARE 11 GOOD,DECENT CANDIDATES ON YOUR
BALLOT.EACH COULD DO A GOOD JOB AS YOUR
CONGRESSMAN.

THE DEMOCRAT PARTY IS HOPING YOU WILL VOTE FOR
CHRIS COX.
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REPUBLICAN VOTE!




After an exhaustive Investigation, careful review, and personal interviews with
each candidate, one Republican stood out among the field:

-~ ‘When the largest dally newspaper In California endorses a candidate for
Congress, you know they have checked out all the facts. The Los Angeles
. Times Is one of the most respected newspapers in the world.

i They have endorsed Nathan Rosenberg to be our next U.S. Representative In

, Nathan Rosenberg is endorsed for U.S. Representative by
- over 5,000 Republicans. Not party bosses. Not special

interests. Just people like you and me.

We ask for your support and vote on June 7 for:

e Nathan Rosenberg

E U.S. Representative

Vote June 7_

‘ UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
-~ 1 o Diswicr Vote ter One
XA NATHAN uéﬁ.ﬁ;l_tic .
. etet ladepmmdamt
- “Paldtor by Nathan Rossnbery For Congress, 230 €. 17h Strest Costa Mess, CA $2627 1D, #C00204528
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 Rosenberg
Says Friend,
" but Not the
Mailer, Is His

By JIM CARLTON,
Times Staff Writer

Congressional candidate Nathan
Rosenberg acknowledged Friday
that an Arizona man responsible
for last-minute “hit” mailers aimed
at his two leading opponents was a
friend but denied that his campaign
had anything to do with the mail-
ers.

Rosenberg also announced at a
hastily called press conference that
he was returning a $1,000 campaign
cohtribution from the man, Arthur
M. Jackson, 32, of Phoenix.

“Phe mailers, distributed in re-
" cent days under the name of the
Averican Council for a Conserva-
tive Consensus, accuse C. Christo-
pher Cox of espousing communism

o e v——

and raise questions about C. David

Biker's marital fidelity. Jac
said in 8 telephone interview th
hehad arranged to have a total of
37,000 copies of the two mailers
distributed to homes in the 40th
Congressional District, where Ro-
rg, Cox and Baker are the

front-runners in Tuesday’s Repub-
lican primary.

osenberg vehemently denied
suggestions by his opponents that
he was behind Jackson’s mail cam-
pajgn. Jackson, too, said he acted
indépendently of Rosenberg. Both
said they have been friends since
meeting about a decade ago in
Washington when Jackson was a
congressional aide and Rosenberg
was working for the secretary of
the defense.

“Arthur Jackson is a friend, but a
misguided friend,” Rosenberg said
“Because I disavow his tactics, ]
told Ted {Long, a campaign aide] to
write a check of $1,000 and send ft
back to him.”

Jackson, a stock market investor
who said he will be moving to
Orange County within two months,
said he also contributed $250 to
Rosenberg’s unsuccessful 1986
GOP primary campaign in the 40th
District. Jackson said his $1,000
contribution was for a Rosenberg
fund-raising dinner that he attend-
ed in January. ’

Rosenberg added that Jackson
was one of 1,800 contributors to his
current campaign and that he has
no way of controlling their actions.

e
ackson in Phoenix on

Friday but got no response. Jack-
son returned a telephone call from
The Times on Friday from Colora-
do, where he said he was vacation-
ing.

When he reaches Jackson. Ro-

senberg said, he will tell him this:

“Thanks but no thanks. And don't
send out any more mail.”

Jackson said the mailers, which
he had printed and mailed at a cost
of $19.996, represented an inde-
pendent effort by his American
Council for a Conservative Consen-
sus.

Similar Language

The Jackson mailer aimed at Cox
contained some language similar to
a mailer sent out by the Rosenberg
campaign to voters Friday. Both
mailers attack Cox for starting a
business in 1984 to translate the
Soviet newspaper Pravda into
English. Cox, who studied Russian
while at USC, has said he started

the business so Americans could
know what is being said about them
in the Soviet Union.

The Jackson mailer said: “Amer-
ican schoolchildren, thanks to
Christopher Cox, are exposed to the
lies, distortions and mind-bending
view of the world that Communist
propaganda so cleverly manufac-
tures.”

The Rosenberg mailer said:
"Chris Cox has, for profit, distribut-
ed Soviet Communist propaganda
to thousands of American school
kids. American kids who have had
their minds impacted by the clev-
erly crafted lies of the Soviet
propaganda machine.”

“It's written, I think, by the same
person,” said Carlos Rodriguez,
campaign consultant for Cox.

Rosenberg angrily asserted that
his mailer was in no way connected
with the one sent qut by Jackson
and that both may have contained
similar language because they
were quoting from a Cox campaign
brochure. The Cox brochure said

only that Cox was founder of an
independent translator of Soviet
propaganda for study and use by
U.S. government researchers,
among others.

Jackson said his group was sup-
ported by 20 donors, whom he
refused to name. The organization
filed as a political action committee
last month both with the secretary
of state’s office and the Federal
Election Commission,

Although Jackson said the group .

was not supporting any candidates
in the 40th District race, he ac-
knowledaed that he personally fa-

otk aven

in Tuesday’s Y. "‘37
dn:rn"minuclpl concl

that Jackson was working on
half of the Rosenberg campaign.
“All roads seem to be to the same
place, and I think that Hr&om~
berg is going to have some
serious explaining to Republicans
in this district,” Rodriguez said.
“Everything seems (0 lead 0 a
relationship with the Rosenberg
campaign,” added John Nakaoka,
Baker’s campaign manager.
Nakaoka added that he viewed it
as more than coincidence that both

Jackson and Rosenberg used Di-
versified Mailing Inc. of Fullerton
to handle distribution of their mail-
ers, as an employee of the company
confirmed Friday.

Neither Cox nor Baker uses that
mailing house, officials for their
campaign orgenizations said. Na- -
kaoka said there are many other
mailing houses Jackson could have
used, including some in his home
state.

Rosenberg countered that Di-
versified is a large mailing house
used by many area politicians. He
termed it pure coincidence that
Jackson happened to be using the
same company.

Cox predicted Friday that Ro-
senberg’s candidacy would be de-
railed by the disclosures about his
association with Jackson.

“I think Nathan Rosenberg'’s
candidacy is now over,” Cox said.
“It's history, because of what has
come to light.”

Baker could not be reached for
comment.

Rosenberg shot back that Cox is
doing some wishful thinking and
added that both Cox and Baker are
trying to deflect the heat from
themselves following damaging
disclosures about their own re-
cords.

Rosenberg, 36, maintained that
he has conducted an honest, forth-
right campaign that has been free
from political attacks on his oppo-
nents until they attacked him first.
He said he sent out mailers disclos-
ing Cox’s failure 1o vote since 1984
after Cox sent out a mailer that
attacked Rosenberg's brother,
Werner Erhard, and Erhard's
now -defunct est self-improvement

program.
Two Weeks of est

In the telephone interview,
Jackson said he had once been
involved in est. Jackson said he
took a two-week est training
course about 10 years ago.

Erhard filed a multimillion-dol-
lar lawsuit against Cox in Orange
County Superior Court, alleging
libel and slander. The suit is pend-

ing.
John Douherty in Phoenix and
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Rosenberg asks critic of opponents

to stay out of congressional race

By Larry Peterson
| The Register

Congressional candidate Nathan

Rosenberg on Friday asked the Baker condemned the mailer
man who sent mailings branding against him as *'the worst kind of
one of Rosenberg’ opponents in the dirty campaigning.”

t0th Congressional District race 8 (Cox called Jackson's charges
soviet propagandist and another ‘false and outrageous” and de-
in adulterer “‘to take no further plored the link with Rosenberg.
iction in the campaign.” Ties between Rosenberg and

Rosenberg, a Newport Beach

businessman, also returned a
$1,000 contribution he received

froms Phoenix investment broker FR _
Arthur M. Jackson, who this week Jackson emerged Friday. Rosen-

7,000 brochures to voters in berg acknowledged that be has
tsl:em )grfr?:e mcgu‘:t!: district. The known Jackson since about 1980,

mailings leveled the propaganda
charge against Christopher Cox
apd)repeated an adultery accusa-

rjon against David Baker.
ZAMPAIGN
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BLWIEDER: Her opponents
‘aunch new attacks. 8

@ ASSEMBLY RACE: Hart's up-
11 battle gets steeper 9

The mailers have become part of
an increasingly bitter battle for the
Republican nomination, which will
be decided Tuesday. Cox, a former
| White House counsel, Baker, an Ir-
vine councilman, and Rosenberg
are the front-runners, according to
the Register Poll.
~ The winner of the GOP primary
is almost certain to be elected in
November to replace retiring Rep.
Robert Badham of Newport
Beach; registered Republicans in
‘he 40th outnumber Democrats al-
most 2-to-1.

Rosenberg said late that he had
asked Jackson to stay out of the
race. “"We had nothing to do'* with
Jagkson's mailers, Rosenberg
said.

when Jackson was a legislative as-
sistant in Washington, DC, and Ro-
sepberg was a naval assistant to
Secretary of Defense Harold
Brown.

Jackson on Thursday denied sup-
porting any candidate in the race
and said he had met some of the
candidates at forums during visits
here. He made no mention of his
acquaintance with Rosenberg.

But Jackson conceded Friday
that he contributed $1,000 to Rosen-
berg's campaign late last year.
Jackson also acknowledged that he
took the est training, a now-defunct
self-awareness seminar led by Ro-
senberg's brother, Werner Erhard.

Jackson's mailings were pro-
cessed by Diversified Mailing Inc.,
of Fullerton, the same company
that handles Roscnberg’s cam-
paign mail and that David Vapor-
ean. Rosenberg's campaign con-
sultant, has used for 10 years.

Moreover, the Rosenberg cam-
paign sent voters an anti-Cox mail-
er Friday with wording similar to a
Jackson brochure delivered on
Thursday. Both cnitize Cox for hav-
ing once published an English lan-
guage version of Pravda, the offi-
cial Soviet government newspa-
per, which Cox defends as helpful
to Americans’ understanding of
the Soviet threat.

Jackson's mailer speaks of
school children being exposed, due
to Cox's publication, to ‘“lies, dis-
tortions and mind-bending view of

the world that communist propa-
ganda so cleverly manufactures.

Rosenberg’s mailer said that be-
cause of the English edition of
Pravda, “American kids ... have
had their minds impacted by the
cleverly crafted lies and distor-

Rosenberg denied knowing about
Jackson’s mailer. *I assume it was
a coincidence,” be said. ;

Jackson, t0o, denied cooperating
with the Rosenberg campeign. He
said he gave Rosenberg $1,000
when he was gearing up to run
against Badham, who later an-
nounced that he would not seek re-
election. Jackson said he does not
endorse any candidate in the race.

He said he took the est training
before he met Rosenberg and
didn't volunteer that he knew Ro-
senberg or contributed to his cam-
paign because he thought it would
be ‘‘twisted around.”

Meanwhile, the Federal Election
Commission, which on Thursday
said Jackson had failed to file a
required form for his committee,
said it was mistaken and that Jack-
son did submit the form.

But FEC spokeswoman Sharon
Snyder said Jackson was required
to either state on the mailing
whether it was authorized by a can-
didate for federal office. Neither of
his mailings did so.

*“It’s just another example of the
est ‘life-has-no-rules’ philosophy,”
Cox said. *‘But elections do have
rules and Jackson will have to face
them after the election.

ROSENBERG: Denies role in critical mailings

* ... Ithink that it {s fortunate fo
the voters of Orange County tha
these false and outrageous charge
have come to light. I think Natha
Rosenberg’s campaign is over.
feel sorry for him. It is just pathe
ic.”

Postal records indicated tha
Jackson paid about $3,900 on post
age for the mailings. But Bob Ba
nard, general manager and co
owner of Diversified Mailing, saig
Jackson spent at least an additio
al $10,000 on the two pieces.

Cox, who has a letter from Pres
dent Reagan thanking him for hi
service as White House counse
dismissed the part of the Rose
berg mailer in which Reagan i
quoted as saying *'I don't believe
know a Chris Cox ... He claims t
work for me?"

Rosenberg said he was told Rea
gan said that by one of the guests a
a fund-raiser held at the home o
Rosenberg supporter Willia
Lyon earlier this year. He refuse
to name the guest.

“I'll take the president's signefil
letter over an anonymous source,§
Cox said.

Rosenberg laid the blame for th
bitterness of the the campaign o
Cox. ‘‘He started it with all thos
lies about est,” he said. “We trie
to take the high road.”

Staff writer Jean O. Pasco contrib
uted to this report.




4 No tie to mailers’

By JONATHAN VOLZKE
and LANCE IGNON
Of the Delty Piiet Staft

Kaxhan Rosenberg's bid for the
40th Congressional District seat “is
histon " following the discovery that
recent malers antacking fellow can-
didatgs were sent bv a longtime
Rosenberg f1iend and supporter. can-
dxd%}c C. Chnistopher Cox said Fri-
day

But Rosenberg said the revelation
will Have no impact on his campaign
hecause he had nothing to do with the
mailers

1 agree that the Rosenberg cam-
pargn 1s histony Wc're going 1o win
and I'm going te be n the histony
books.” Rosenbere said

Literature branding Covasa Soviet
“propagandist’™  and repecaung
adultery allegations sgainst candidate
C. David Baker was sent to 37,000
votersin Newport Beach, Costa Mesa
and other Orange Coast crties an-
Juded in the 40th Congressional
Disirict

Baher. Con ard Rosenberg are
corsdered the front-runners in the
Repubhican primars race for the seat
~eing vacated by Rohert Badham, R-
Now port Beach

The i7-inch by D ainch. two-color
Y. 20Crs were sent s the Amernican
oanail for Consensative Consensus,
readed by Arthor lackson. 320 of
Phocniv, Anig

Jackson s listed as having con-
ributed $1.000 10 Rosenberg’s cam-

SATURDAY, JUNE 4, 1983 IS 25 CENT.

Rosenberg:

Longtime supporter linked to mailers

smearing 40th opponents Cox, Baker

paign in November 1987. According
1o the Posial Service. Jackson's group
spent another $3.931 to mail the
literature.

Allhou%h he admits Jackson is a
longtime fricnd and supporter, Rose-
nberg denied any connection to the
brochures.

*Did we have anything to do with
that piece? Did Arthur (Jackson)clear
it with us? Did we authonze it? Did
we cven know about 1t”” Rosenberg
said. *No.” I

Rosenberg said hiscampaign sent a
$1.000 check to Jackson on Friday to
reimburse him for his campaign
contribution.

*In a misguided way, [ think he
he was helping out a friend,” R
nberg said. “The tuy‘s obviously
right to express himself and the
allows him 1o form an i
f‘or\rgincc. We just reject that ki

elp. ¥

Jackson could not be reached for
comment.

But despite the denials, Cox smd
the connection spells the end of
Rosenberg's campaign.

“Nathan Rosenberg’s candidacy is
now over,” Cox said. “It’s history, |
feel sormy for him.”

in the mailers. connected to Jack-

son by Federal Elections Com-
MIsSION slalutles requiring any group
that spends more than $1, to
register with the FEC, Cox is attacked
as a propagandist and Baker as an
adultercr.

Jackson attacks Cox because of a
busincess Cox began that translates the
Soviel newspaper Pravda into Eng-
lish for distribution in the United
Siates.

“On Apnl 13, Chris Cox admits
before 100 voters that he in fact is
responsible for distributing Com-
munist propaganda to American
school kids.” the mailer claims.

Cox. who trophicd Iran-Contra
figurc reured Manine Corps Lt. Col.
Oliver North in an Orange Coast raily
on Thursday. denied the mailer’s
allcgations

1t was outrageously false, really
pathctic.” Cox said. .
The similar mailer targeting Baker
revives allegations that Baker had an
extra-marital affair. That allegation
was shouted at Baker by an uniden-
tificd man during a candidate’s forum
at the Balboa Bay Club last month.
Roscnberg said Jackson was not the
man who stood up at the forum.
Baker has admitted his marmage
suffered a period of discord, but has
ncither confirmed nor denied the
alicgation. ) _
John Nakaoka. Baker’s campaign
manager. said his staff had aiso
discovered Jackson's link to Rose-
nberg. and “it docsn’t surprise me.”
"T%rcre are a lot of coincidences,”

Nakaoka said. “They have done
ev.oything 1o skint the law. and the

extent they are willing to go really

amazed me. It's absolutely un-

ethical.”

Rosenberg said he met Jackson in
Washinglon D.C. about eight years
ago while Jackson was worii as a
congressional aide. The candidate
said hc last talked to the Anzonan
when he visited Phoenix on business
in January.

Rosenberg said Jackson 1s a “*politi-
cal animal™ and has been involved
with several recent campaigns.

David Vaporcan, Rosenberg's
campaign consultant, said Jackson
may belongtoa*far right” elementin
Arizona with, “"this vision about how
they are going to direct America. And
they believe they do it at the ballot
bov.”
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oneerfian enters Wt D

s

campaign with brochure

By Larry Peterson
The Register

An Arizona man unknown in Or-
ange County political circles has
xmv.mmadentomm

peating adultery accusations
against another candidate, David
Baker

Arthur Jackson of Phoenix sent
the brochures to voters Wednesday
and Thursday under the auspices
of the American Council for Con-
servative Consensus, which he said
has five members.

The mailings are the latest and
perhaps most bizarre in the hard-
fought race for the Republican
nomination in the staunchly Re-
publican district. Because of the
heavy GOP orientation, the winner

CAMPAIGN

of the party’s primary likely will
replace retiring Rep. Robert Bad-
ham, R-Newport Beach.

Jackson, who describes himself
as ‘‘very conservative,” said the
40th is only one of about 10 closely
contested congressional races
around the country that he has tar-
geted for mailings.

He denied as ‘‘absolutely false”
suggestions by supporters of Cox
and Baker that he is working for
one of the other candidates. Al
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the tmnt-nmners in th_e
“That’s the point,” he argued.
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“I'm trying to bring to voters' at-
tention already published informa-
tion that can help them make a
better decision.’’ he said.

The piece on Cox uses sketch
drawings picturing the candidate
with former Soviet leaders Lenin
and Stalin and includes a large
hammer and sickle, symbol of the
Communist Party.

Jackson's claim that Cox is a So-
viet propagandist is based on Cox’s
founding of a business that pub-
lished an English-language version
of Pravda, the official Soviet daily
newspaper, in the United States.
Cox has characterized the publica-

tion as a contribution to better _

American understanding of the
communist threat.

Cox refused to take the mailing
seriously.

“l am certain that the people

[ 25
>

who did this are extraterrestrials,
and my charge has all the validity
of theirs,” he said.

The mailer on Baker recounts al-
legations, shouted anonymously at
a candidate forum and circulated
by a whispering campaign, that
Baker had engaged in an extra-
marital affair. Baker has refused
to confirm or deny the actusation.

*‘What came to mind, when I saw
this and the other piece on Cox,”
said John Nakaoka, Baker's cam-
paign manager, ‘‘was there’s some
scumbag out there sitting in some
corner of a sewer somewhere with
a typewriter, chuckling.”

Postal records show that, as of
Thursday, the group spent at least
$3,931 for postage alone. Federal
law requires that such an organiza-
tion register with the Federal Elec-
tion Commission if it spends $1,000

or more to support or oppose a con-
gressional candidate.

Jackson said he has registered
and filed the required forms, but
FEC spokeswoman Karen Finucan
said Thursday there is no record of
the group having registered.

Until Jackson was contacted late
Thursday, the source of the mail-
ings was shrouded in mystery. The
number listed for its postal bulk-
mail permit is a postal-box rental
company in Newport Beach.

Claiming the mailings are illegal
because the group has not regis-
tered, Carlos Rodriguez, Cox's
campaign consultant, said Cox
may seek a court order barring
further distribution of Jackson's
mailers.

Register staff writer Jean O. Pasco
contributed to this report.
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Beach, Costa Mesa and other Ovange
Coast cities.

Rosendery. who was not trgsted
by Jackson's literature. said he will
not ask his friend 10 s1op the mail
becswae he is uniavoived in

Jackson wants .. but it had nothing 10 €0 with
of mycam

1 didn't know anything sbowt >
w are

Baker. Cox and

Wit ane chatleacs 0 the 1008

s ti ed to Rosenberg

25 CENTS I

;» d the front ‘“mi'n the
Repubdlican primary race seat,
which is being vacated by retin
incumbent R Badham, R-New-
port Beach.

Roscnbery however. (hat he
kaows Jackson. )2, “very wll“' ond
admitied Jackson contributed lg)o
10 his campaign in November 1947.
According 0 postal re Jock-
p. the American Council

not be reached for comment.

In the mail d 10 Jack-
son by Federal Elections Com-
MiSSION siatutes requiring any P
that spends more than $1, 10
register with the FEC. Coa is sitacked
as & propagandist and Baker as an
adulserer.

Jackson auacks Cox because of &
businees Cox began that translstes

before 100 voters that he in fact is
ponsible for distinbuting Com-
munist pvopnpnda 10 American
school kids,” the 17-inch by 1 1-inch,
two~color mailer claims.
. Co:d_could not b:mruched for
immediate comment early today.
The umilar mailer umiz:.‘ah!
revives allegations that had ap
extra-mants) affair. That aliegation

o0’ the Soviet newspsper Pravda into Was shouted a1 Baker by an uniden-

for a Conservative Consensus, has  English for distribulion i the United  Wfied man during a candidate’s forum

oo $1.931 bn& the Hwrstwie.  Suies. at the Balboa Bay Club last moath.
Jock s Phoenix resident, could “On Apnit 13. Chria Cox admits

(Pleass soe nnmu\_z)

Officers -
J absolved

inteens’
deaths

Juryrules police
actingproperly

in Mesa smashup

8y JONATHAN VOLZKE
Of tp Buby PRt S0e

Costa Mesa police officers are not
nsible for 8 1984 collision that
claimed the lives of two high school
seniors whose Volkswagen was hit by
8 van being chased by authontics, 8
cwil court jury ruled Thursday.

The family of Roy Williamson,
who was 17 when a siolen van driven
by Ruben Valle plowed through the
intersection  of  1%h  Street and
Placentia Avenue, sued the police
department on the contention the
chase should have bren ahandoned

& 0P 00 €



whether or not Ueanng was [

o
[}

alle attention 1o his driving was inconse-

quential because Valle had been
involved in three near-collisions in
the brief chase and officers should
have known it was too dangerous to
continue the pursuit.

Don Zell, a private attorney rep-
resenting the city, said the Wil
liamsons tried to play both sides of
edz:“;m the. alleged ':eh:rﬁmﬂy.pl:hy;

igence in
suit, the Williamsons sued Dearing’s
insurance company and collected
$100,000 on the grounds that Dearing
was careless in the crash.

Dearing’s family dropped out of
the lawsuit against the city “for
personal reasons™ the week it went 10
trial before Harbor Count Ju
mother. Vicky Orage. Orage's family
mother, rage. Grage's family
collected $200.000 in life insurance

udget cut expected

The

eficials now are thinking
dewleping ties with area
9 perhaps establish separ-
for dmhﬁl:eolenp‘.m
posibly n
other mfg:mion and

ligh

3
o

. Some senators have expressed an
inclination to vote for no more than
ano.z billion for NASA during the

year that ns Oct. I, an
amount that could kill the space
station project.

The House authorization bill putsa
cap 0f$24.2 billion on the total cost of
the space siation, which is planned 10
be in orbitaround Earth and occupied
by astronauts at the end of 1996.

hit California since the years of
1976 and 1977.
That's because the district gets

most of its water from the well-.

stocked County underwater
basin and the Colorado River, which
is farnished by runoff from the Rocky
Mountains. Winter storms that
missed the Sierra in N Cali-
fornia d show of: Rocky
Mountains, ilton said.

“If we.conserve, in the long m‘lil '

will help other places.” he said. “We
B T ' nther

. chased b

h‘l‘lll\e suitfwu" the second |igc_em
challenge of police pursuit policies,
Zell said. Two monlg: 280, 8 woman
was hit and killed by a pickup truck

Santa Ana police. The
woman's ily sued the authorities,
but that case also was decided in favor
of the city, Zell said.

“1 don’t like these cases,” Zell said,
adding his son played soccer with
Dearing in Mission Viejo. “l can
undersiand how those parents feel,
theirkids should have never died. But
Valle was responsible for their deaths,
and he was punished.”

SMEARS...

From Al

Baker has admitted his marriage
suffered a period of discord, but has
neither confirmed nor denied the
allegation. .

John Nakaoka, Baker's campaign
manager, said his staff had also
discovered Jackson's link to Rose-
nbemnd “it doesn't surprise me.”

*There are a lot of coincidences,”
Nakaoka said. “They have done
everythi'l‘\:y to ski:l“:he law, and the
extent are ing to go really
amazed me. It’s :&olmely un-
ethical.”

But  Rosenberg denied any un-
ethical moves in his campaign, de-
spite the appearances. .

It has nothing to do with appear-
ances, it has t0 do with facts,”
Rosenberg said. “We've run a
positive campaign.”

Hamilton said he'd like to see
Californians “‘get back 10 their roots"™
'by using native California plants and
other drought-resistant plants native
to the Mediterranean, South Africa
and Austrialia.

Southern California is a semi-arid
area, one step away from the desert,
he said. But a problem is that
homeowners plant what they're fam-
iliar with and those plants are usually
from other states that require lots of
watering, he said.

But could save by
making better use of their water and
ay mnt.d‘o\vn on imrigating their

he said.(If gress itémmo
p use

much, puddies ! huil

Str winds could :
s.lurdmov

Sunday, forecasters sald today.

Along the Orange Coast there will be increasing low clouds
late tonight and Saturday morning along the coast. Sunny
Cooling trend beginning Saturday. Beach lows tonight
54 10 58 with highs Saturday 65 to 75. Valiey iows tonight 5510 63

Saturday.
with highs Saturday 86 to 86.

From Point Conception to the Mexican Border — Inner
waters: Local southerly winds 12 knots or less tonight becoming
M%o knots with 4-f00t seas Saturday afternoon. Westerly
swell 3 fess. Increasing low clouds tonight and Saturday morning.

Mostly sunny Saturday afternoon.

ecasters predicted. Topou.txaot. unwhlle. are
expected to remain hot thro h the weekend.

A clash between a hlgut?-puuuu front over the Pacific
Ocean and a cold front moving across the state could kick up
winds of 35 miles per hour beginning Saturday and continuing
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PICKETS COMPETE ON ME /

From Al

prg'ecls. g |
nents contend people were
dupego P

into signing the initiative
under the belief 1t would be a solution
for traffic problems. Instead, they
maintain, it will choke off develop-
ment and lead to economic chaos.

*1 wish it was a traffic solution.
We'd all be for Measure A. We've got
1o look for something better,” said
Mark Ludes of Costa Mesa, one of
about 350 paid anti-A campaign

~.sunrkere

®

and won't solve traffic.”

Belinda Blacketer, an attorney
helped draft the initiative, chuck
at the notion her opposition
grass-rools movement. A majorit
its funding comes from real es
interests, she noted. :

“That may be grass roots
Orange Coumy.“ the Laguna Be
attorney said, *’but that’s not the g
roots that | know of.”

Several initiative suppor
grumbled that must of the an

; Cove s
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NAME OF COMMITTER (in Pulll

NATHAN ROSENBERG FOR CONGRESS

A. Full Name, Maliing Adérem snd 20 Coth
DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATIONS
18141 IRVINE BLVD.

TUSTIN, CA 92680

Purpose of Uitkrursewent !

CONSULTING
"Disbursement fer: [x_j‘hmv
Other tapecity)

, aey, vesr)
|h/24/88

e 4/29/08
Lol g 06188

Oste imonen, '

Avwumt of Cach
Disbursement This Period

5+1265.00
21565.00
15,405.00

8. Full Neme, Mailing Addram and 2P Cade
DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATIONS
18141 [RVINE BLVD,

TUSTIN, CA 92680

T Date tmonth.
day, yaer)

5/11/88
—15/14/88
'5/14/88

| Putpase of Disbursement
CONSULTING

“Disbursement for X JPrimery | JGener
Other (specity)

- Amount of Gach

| Disbursement This Perioc
15,405.00
11,503.03
11,639.13

C. Full Neme, Malling Addres ondt 2IP Cade
DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATIONS
18141 JRVINE BLVD,

TUSTIN,» CA 92680

Ueste {month,
day. vear)

5/14/88
5/14/88
'5/14/88

" Purposs of Disburtemnent

| consuLTING

Disbursement for: y Prim;fv
! | Other {specify)

1 Genere!

Amoum o! Eech
+ Dispursement This Period
]02 "'02 [ 20
11,522.65

2]&'595.3"

D. Full Name, Mailing Addrass end ZIP Code
DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATIONS
18141 JRVINE BLVD.

TUSTIN, CA 92680

Purpase ot Duibursement
CONSULTING

“Disbursement for :IS Primary
r—l Qther (specity)

day. veer)

5/14/88

- General

Oete Imonth,

Amount of tech
Disbursement Thus Perioa

10,979.43

E. Fult Neme, Mailing Address end ZIP Cods
FLY BY NIGHT

P.0O. BOX 3805

TUSTIN, CA 92681

Oate (montn,
day, veer)

FUNDRAISER ENTERTAINMENT4/11/88
Disbursernent for: '&"wmwv _1 General 4/29/88
—q[ Orner (specity)

Purpase of Disbursement

Amouym uf Eech
’ Disbursement This Perioa

50.00
i 210.00
|

P Fuli Nama, Mailing Adtirem and §'P Code
GAYLE ROSENBERG

6056 SHELTER BAY AVENUE
MILL VALLEY, CA Y4941

Oate imonh,
aay. yeer)

4/.8/848

| Purpose of Disbursement
FUNDRAISER EXPENSE
REIMBURSEMENT

Lnburserrent for. ‘X : Primery
-—] Other (specify)

Genara!

J Amount of Each
b'tb\”“ﬂ‘c“l "I;) pm wd

225,27

G. Full Name, Mailing Address end ZIP Cede
HARVEY STONE

2249 AVENIDA SOLEDAD
FULLERTON, CA

Date imonth,
vear)

4/19788

Purpose of Disbursament
BOOK PUBLISHING

" “General ©

|

Dispursement for- | X 'me}v

—_—

! !O"m {specity)

Amount ot Eech
, Disbursement Ths Period
v500.00

'
A

M. Full Nema, Meiling Addrast and ZIP Cade
IRVINE MARRIOQOTT

L8000 VON KARMAN AVENUE
IRVINE, CA 92715

. Purpose of Disdursement
dey. year)

| ROOM RENT
[_D_i:bvmm.m tor- (X | Primary
- : Other (spenily)

Gene 4/19/88

[—

Date imonth,

AMOunt D1 tach
Oubursement This Perio@

|

| 250,00

(. Full Name, Malling Address and 2IP Code
JACK BARCUS STUDIQS

438 CATALINA DRIVE
NEWPCORT BEACH, CA 92663

Oste timonth,
dey, vesr)

4/06/88
4/10/88
4/1.8/88

[Pumou of Disbursament

PHOTOGRAPHY

Disdursement tor E Primery
Other (spec:ty)

Genersl
J W—

) Amount of Esch
. Disbursement Thus Perio¢
60.56
463,49

103,35

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Pege (optional) . . .. ... ..

N

>125,042.45

TOTAL This Porion (Iast pege this line number only)
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. . LAW OFFICE OF :

RICHARD MAYBERRY & ASSOCIATES
suiTe 202
1038 THOMAS JEFFERSON ST., N.W,
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20007 ~
(202) 337-4172

June 22, 1988

By Messenger
Ceila Jacoby, Esquire

Federal Election Commission
Office of the General Counsel
999 E Street, NW

Sixth Floor

washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2618

Dear Ms. Jacoby:

You will find enclosed a Statement of Designation of
Counsel for Messrs. Rosenberg and White, and the Nathan
Rosenberg for Congress, in the above-referenced matter.
Please direct all future communications to this office.

Very truly yours,

focde Prafor

Richard Mayberry

RM:rjy:GC/C-9
Enclosure

cc: Nathan Rosenberg
David R. White
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TELEPHONR : 202 327 4112

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

the Commission.

/556 w&)&

Da - Signature

A}&%o.n ﬂose.nber‘ %F COﬂ&FéSS

e

RESPONDENT'S NAME: David K LOh, fg,) | reasurer

ADDRESS : w722  Aosora Dr
Mowringron Orace & 92697
HOME PHOME: (7/‘/) S47-9583

BUSINESS PHOME: (m/) $33-53/2




SNSRI

O

morm:_B.L:.L.a.oL_ﬂ_a?abécc?L.

ADORESS 1055 ThomasJeSfecson St M. W.
-

Q&&n@‘nn,‘_b_CﬂQO7
TELEPBONE : o2 23% 4)22

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

2 5 7 / 7 ) -
Datg - éégnatute 7 é S?i
RESPONDENT'S NAME: A\DHian <o 5gnbe%-

ADDRESS : 3907 Pack Geeen VD

Cocena del Mas, CA 722625

HOME PHOME: 't F57 O0<C5
BUSINESS PHONE: LIH REf ) CY 7
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. Arthur M. Jackson
1057 East Butler

#3B

Phoenix, AZ 8%020

RE: MUR 2618
Arthur M. Jackson

Dear» Mr. Jackson:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have vioclated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2618. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administra-
tive oversight. Under the Act, you have the opportunity to
demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against you
in this matter. 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 ocath. Your response, which should be addressed to the
General Counsel’'s Office, 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 avail-
able information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
tion 437gq(a) (4) (B) and Section 437g(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 1in
this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclaosed form stating the name, address, and telephone number of
such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and ather communications from the Commission.




Arthur M. Jackson
page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Celia Jacoby, 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

Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
F. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

David R. white, Treasurer
Nathan Rosenberg For Congress
4901 Birch Street

Newport Beach, CA 92660

MUR 2618

Nathan Rosenberg For
Congress and David R.
White, as treasurer

Dear Mr. White:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that Nathan Rosenberg For Congress and you, as treasurer,
may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (the "Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We
have numbered this matter MUR 2618. - FPlease refer to this number -
in all future correspondence. )

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administra-
tive oversight, Under the Act, vyou have the opportunity to
demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against you
and Nathan Rosenberg For Congress in this matter. Please submit
any factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to
the Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where appraopriate,
statements should be submitted under ocath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel’'s Office, must be sub-
mitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response
is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further ac-
tion based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
tion 437g(a)(4)(B) and Section 437g(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.




David R. White
page 2

1f you have any questions, please contact Celia Jacoby, 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

=057 —

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 :

Sharlee Dodd, Treasurer
American Council For A
Conservative Consensus
3857 Birch Street

#157

Newport Beach, CA 92660

MUR 2618

American Council For A
Conservative Consensus
and Sharlee Dodd, as
treasurer

Dear Ms. Dodd:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that the American Council For A Conservative Consensus
and you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy of the com-
plaint is enclosed.- We have numbered this matter MUR 2618.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administra-
tive oversight. Under the Act, you have the opportunity to
demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against you
and the American Council For A Conservative Congress in this
matter. Flease 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 ocath.
Your response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel ‘s
Dffice, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commis-—
sion may take further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
tion 437g(a) (4) (B) and Section 437g(a) (12) (A) of Title 2 wunless
you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public. I1f you intend to be represented by counsel in
this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address, and telephone number of
such counsel, and authorizing such caounsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




Sharlee Dodd
page 2

1f you have any questions, please contact Celia Jacoby, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-3690. For yoaur
information, ‘we have attached a brief description of the

Commission's_pra:udures for handling complaints.
Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

~Z

Lois G./Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 June 16, 1988

Mr. David W. Vaporean
18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tustin, CA 92680

RE: MUR 2618
David W. Vaporean

Dear Mr. Vaporean:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
L0 Act of 1971, as amended (the “Act"”). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2618. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

(&)
™~ :

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administra-
= ~ tive oversight. Under the Act, you have the opportunity to
&

demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against you
in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials

a which you believe are relevant to the Commission’'s analysis of

this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
&) under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the
~r

General Counsel’'s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 1S
days, the Commission may take further action based on the avail-
able information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
2N tion 437g(a) (4) (B) and Section 437g(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
i this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
i 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.




David W. Vaparean
page 2

1f you have any questions, please contact Celia Jacoby, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-36%90. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

SARE

Lo G/ Lerner
Assoc fate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
JX. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 ;

Mr. Nathan 0. Rosenberg
3907 Park Green Drive
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625

RE: MUR 2618
Nathan 0. Rosenberg

Dear Mr. Rosenberg:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2618. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administra-
tive oversight. _Under the Act, you have the opportunity to
demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against you
in this - matter. Flease 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. Your response, which should be addressed to the
General Counsel’'s 0O¢fice; must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 1S
days, the Commission may take further action based on the avail-
able information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
tion 437g(a) (4) (B) and Section 437g(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.




Nathan Q0. Rol.nbcrs
page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Celia Jacoby, 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

] B

Lois G/ Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
i. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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RICHARD MAYBERRY & ASSOCIATES

suITe 202 ; .
1033 THOMAS 3IF’FIRION 9“2'. m ’ '0

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20007
(202) 337-4172

June 24, 1988

By Hand

Celia Jacoby, Esquire

Federal Election Commission
Office of General Counsel
999 E Street, NW

Sixth Ploor

washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2618 -- Request for Extension of Time

Dear Ms. Jacoby:

I have been retained to represent Nathan Rosenberg,
David White and the Rosenberg for Congress committee. Their

reply is due on July 5, 1988. Mr. Rosenberg will be on
vacation for the entire next week. Additional time is
required to <collect the necessary information from my
clients who all reside in California. My current case load
plus the upcoming July 4th holiday make a July 5th reply
date difficult. Accordingly, 1 respectfully

request a
20-day extension of time to and including July 25, 1988 in
order to reply.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.
If there is any problem in granting the extension, please
call me immediately at 337-4172.

Sincerely,

Jld. /54,;_

Richard Mayberry

RM:rjy:GC/C-10

of :1IHY 62NN 88
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 1, 1988

Richard Mayberry, Esquire
Richard Mayberry & Associates

Suite 202
1055 Thomas Jefferson Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20007

RE: MUR 2618
Nathan Rosenberg for
Congress and David R.
White, as treasurer;
Nathan O. Rosenberg

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

This is in response to your letter dated June 24, 1988,
vhich we received on June 29, requesting an extension until
July 25, 1988 to respond to complaint in the above referenced
matter. After considering the circumstances presented in your
letter, I have granted the requested extension. Accordingly,
your response is due by close of business on Monday, July 25,

1988.

If you have any questions, please contact Celia L. Jacoby,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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ARTHUR JACKSON i
1057 E. BUTLER DR. #3B \
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June 29, 1988

PEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION
Attn: General Counsel's Office
Washington, D.C. 204683

CERTIPFIED MAIL RETURN
RECEIPT REQUESTED

RE: Complaint MUR 28618
Dear Sir:

Attached is my response to the complaint filed against me and the-
American Council for a Conservative Consensus, for which I am )
responsible.

Presently, I am not represented by an attorney because of the
weakness of the complaint and the fact that this was politically
motivated for media attention. There is no substance to this
frivolous complaint. Also, the expense of an attorney is greater
than the issue at hand. 1 am temporarily suspending fundraising
for the PAC's later activities until this matter is dismissed or
resolved.

The complaint makes incorrect assertions and stretches weak
circumstancial evidence to extremes. The facts and evidence will
show that there are no violations and that the complaint is
unjustified. I request the complaint be dismissed without
further action.

Sincerely,

Arthur Jagkson

Executive Director

Anerican Council for a
Conservative Consensus

enclosures
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FEDERAL ELECTION OOMMISSiON COMPLAINT RESPONSE
COMPLAINT # MUR 2618
JUNE 29, 1988

FROM: ARTHUR M. JACKSON, FOR HIMSELF AND THE AMERICAN COUNCIL
FOR A CONSERVATIVE CONSENSUS (ACCC) (FEC ID #C00228114)

INTRODUCTION

The complaint is centered on the ACCC's attempt to raise public
awareness about two candidates in California's 40th Congressional
District Republican Primary held on June 7, 1988. The activities
undertaken by ACCC were done on June 1 and 2, 1988, and the
complaint was hand delivered on June 8th. The complainants David
Syme and Gary Huckaby, failed to acknowledge in their complaint
that they are the treasurer and campaign consultant to the
winning candidate in the primary. This ommission is very
relevant in understanding the motivation of the complaint. I
trust the FEC is very familiar with politically motivated and
headline grabbing complaints and responds appropriately to them.

The American Council for a Conservative Consensus is a
nonconnected political action committee and followed all of the
requirements of the law. There was no "collusive behavior" as
suggested between me and any of the others named in the
complaint. All reports were filed as required by law. I am very
competent to operate effectively independently and have worked in
numerous political contests over the last 13 years.

The following response corresponds to the items numbered in the
complaint:

I. THE EXPENSES OF ACCC WERE INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES. Below
is my response to each of the assertions made on the outlandish
twist of circumstances.

Circumstance 1: Asserting that I used the same mailing house as
the Rosenberg campaign indicates "collusive behavior" is
ridiculous. I used Diversified Mailing, Inc., because they are
one of the largest, most popular and well known mailing houses in
Southern California. 1 was looking for a service that could get
the job done on time, and because of possible delays in the
postal service, I felt it was smarter (and more "logical") to
work with a California house. I was concerned about possible
postal delays if the pieces were mailed from Arizona. If I was




> ? g O S et T Dk B —
o Stz b Y AL R AR 1

in "collusion" with the Rosenberg campaign, I obviously would
have used another house to avoid the appearance of impropriety.
Diversified Mailing, Inc. is so popular and widely used that at
least three candidates in the same race used their services
during the campaign, including the campaign of the complainants.
I did not coordinate the mailing or the mailhouse with the
Rosenberg campaign.

Circumstance 2: It is false to suggest impropriety regarding the
printer used for the mailing because I 4Aid not know the name of
the specific printer used until I read the complaint.

Diversified Mailing, Inc. sub-contracted out the various elements
of the mail pieces, including the printing (Exhibit 1). They biad
the job to several printers, and in fact, they originally were
using another printer to do the job, but because of some
difficulties, printers were changed at the last minute, which
increased the cost of the job. I have now learned that the
printer used is one of the best, largest, and most frequented in
the area, and was also used by several of the other candidates in
the race.

Circumstance 3: The fact that both organizations used the same
topic in a mailing does not indicate anything. This is a
definite stretch of circumstances in an attempt to make a point.

Circumstance 4: To say that Vaporean, or the others named in the
complaint supervised the production is totally false. I traveled
to Orange County on several occasions (Exhibit 2) and

independently supervised and directed all production of the
mailing pieces. I was at the various meetings alone. I operated
independently and handled all the details, from beginning to end.

Circumstance 5: All expenses for the issue in question were paid
for by ACCC. I used Diversified Mailing, Inc., as a general
contractor and they paid the various sub-contracted vendors
(Exhibit 1). Attached is the cancelled check for the payment
(Exhibit 3). This is a perfect example of groundless accusations
and maliciously manufacturing a case where none exist.

Circumstance 6: The newspaper articles refered to in the
complaint actually prove that we were open and honest with the
press, and that the press, during their thorough investigation,
found no collusive actions. The reporters interviewed all
parties in the complaint, investigated everyone's statements
thoroughly, and found that the actions were independent.
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II. ACCC HAS MET ALL FILING REQUIREMENTS UNDER THE LAN. L
The complainants are mistaken or are making false statements,
probably because of incomplete information and research. The
Statement of Organization was filed within 48 hours of rocolving
$1,000 and doing any activities (Exhibit ¢ and 8). Schedule B
(Exhibit 6) was filed recording the expenses at issue in the
complaint with the FEC and the California Secretary of State.
ACCC has filed all reports as required by law.

III. ACCC HAS ACKNOWLEDGED AN ERROR IN USING THE PROPER
DISCLAIMER. ACCC has acknowledged in an apology letter dated
June 9, 1988 to the PFEC (Exhibit 7) that a portion of the
disclaimer was missing from the final print copy of the mailing
pieces. Although the drafts were accurate, somewhere in the
final process before printing a portion of the disclaimer was
removed. In my apology letter I accepted full responsibility for
this error and have taken steps to insure that it does not happen
again.

IV. 1In summary, this is a politically motivated complaint that
lacks any merit in fact. The complainants, who failed to mention
their position with another campaign, are manufacturing and
stretching obscure, vague circumstances to suggest collusion that
did not exist. The actions taken by ACCC and myself were
independent. As you have seen many times, politics can be a
rough business with shallow accusations used to make points and
headlines. I respectfully request that after the responses and
the evidence presented are reviewed, this complaint be dismissed.

BY: Arthur Jackson
June 29, 1988

Signed: W\%/A‘A
IAZ2 1.3




Sxhibit b ) 0 40 3 0 : DIVERSIFIED MAILING

PO, BOX 4234
FULLERTON, CA 92634

DIVERSIFIED MAILING P (714) 776-4520

INCORPORATED
N\ ' ' PO. BOX 4234

FULLERTON, CA 92634 (714) 776-4520

TO INSURE PROPER CREDIT
INVOICE NO. 37387 PLEASE TEAR AT PERFORATION -
SOLD AMERICAN COUNCIL FOR INVOICE DATE 06/07/88 AND RETURN THIS PORTION
TO CONSERVATIVE CONSENSUS CUSTOMER PO. NO. WITH YOUR REMITTANCE
TERMS NET 30 DAYS

Cust. #: AMERICAN’_ i3

CENEY

(REMARKS
AMERICAN COUNCIL FOR A CONSERVATIVE CONSENSUS 06/07/88

m DESCRIPTION : UNIT PRICE | AMOUNT AMOUNT DUE

PROCESS & MAIL _ 26.00/M 1615.20 1615.20
FOLDING 8.00 496.48 496.48
LOTS PRINTING 4140.00 8280.00 8280.00

LOT PRINTING 2657.38 2657.38 2657.38
ARTWORK 540.00 540.00 540.00
POSTAGE DEPOSITED INTO PERMIT #285 6406. 44 6406.44 6406.44
ADVANCE RECEIVED 19996.00- 19996.00- 19996.00-

SUB TOTAL:
TAX:
FREIGHT:

ZERO INVOICE - DO NOT PAY TOTAL:

FORM ATTACHMENTS
3541 _—  —____3602-PC

3544 — 3602
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1. (p) NAMIE OF COMMITTEE IN FULL T[] (Check if name s changed) 2.DATE

] Govncil for a Caqscmhv;_Qnsou:us Maq /€ 1959

(b) Number and Street Address ] (Check # address is changed) ‘ﬁo FIGATION NUMBER

3852 B‘M ST Suile |87 e OSsoned

(c) City, State and ZIP Code 4. 1S THIS STATEMENT AN AENDMENT?

Lewp? Beach, C A4 92462 D) ves (o
6. TYPE OF COMMITTEE (Check one)

D (a) This committes is a principal campeign committes. (Compiste the candidate information below.)

D (b) This committee is an authorized committes, and Is NOT a principal campaign committes. (Compiete the candidate information below.)

Name of Candidate Candidate Party Afiiiation | Office Sought State/District

D (c) This commitiee supports/opposes only one candidate and is NOT an authorized committee.

[:] (d) This committee is a i Party.
(National, State or subordinate) (Democratic, Republican, etc.)

D {e) This commiittes is a separate segregated fund.

;&’ (f) This committee supports/opposes more than one Federal candidate and is NOT a separate segregated fund or a party committee.

Name of Any Connected Maiing Address and
Organization or Affilisted Committee ZIP Code Pesors

~“Type of Connected Organization
("] comoration [[] Corporation w/o Capital Stock [_] Labor Organization [_} Membership Organization (] Trade Association ] Cooperative

7. Custodian of Records: Identify by name, address (phone number -- optional) and position of the person in possession of committee books and
records.

Full Name Malling Address Title or Position

2S7 Birch ST, Suite 1S Cyec Tive D recitor
A rthvr Jacksen 3 X/“E’”r Symeis

8. Treasurer: List the name and address (phone number -- optional) of the treasurer of R committee; and the name and address of any designated
agent (e.g., assistant treasurer).
Full Name Malling Address Title or Position

S&a//ee Docfd 385 (Jied ST Seite |S2 Trewsw o
et/ T [Feach, CA 92660

9. Banks or Other Depositories: List all banks or other depositories in which the committee deposits funds, holds accounts, rents safety deposit
boxes or maintains funds.
Name of Bank, Depository, etc. Malling Address and ZIP Code

United Bawk 7978 o+ Thowole ircd
Sen c.;l/fz S35

| cernfy that | have examined this Statement and to the best of my knowledge and belief it is true, correct and complete.
TYPE OR PRINT NAME OF TREASURER SIGNATURE OF TREASURER DATE

Chasles  Poddd CQ{}/mde Q0 Mooy 141758

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete Iniormation h&gy subject the pelson signing this Smohunt to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.
ANY CHANGE IN INFORMATION E REPORTED WITHIN 10 DAYS.

For further information contact:
o oo son
oll-free i * .
Local 202-376-3120 (revised 4/87)
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INPORMATION O% THIS STATEMENY O OTHER BANKING EED® CALL

D BANK v 1-602-248-2550
OF ARIZONA ACCOUNT NUMBER
60792-01-151

AMERICAN COUNCIL FOR

A CONSEZRVATIVE CONSENSUS
1057 € BUTLER DR #3B
PHOSNIX AZ 85020

UNTTED'S TAX DEDUCTIBLE FLEKLINE HCME EQUITY LCAN PROGRAM
HLPS ¥Y0OJ MAKF HOME IMPROVEMENTSy TAKE A DREAN VACATION 0OR
GET CASH F0OR ANY PURPOSE. SEF A UNITED BANKER FOR DETAILS.

NUMBER DEBITS SUBJECT TO

OF ITENS SERVICE CHARGE
STATEMENT OF REGULAR CHFCKING 50732-01-151 2 2

ACCNUNT SUMAARY

PREVIOINS STATEMENT KRALANCE A5 OF / / se00scesceccsscscsssececNeldD
4 DEPOSITS AND OTHER CREDITS DFoees ocoe oooocscscnenese209750400
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OQCCOU T TRANSAC
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N TFeses ses e8I NTeeeDESCRIPTION
S /17 100 .00 TEPOSIT
REWARRA 139100600 NTPIASIT
73725 44000400 25P0OSIT
RRAR! 197504090 DFPASIET
CH=ErE Y
CTAT T e es CHITK Nl weeeees o IMOUNT DAT Foee ot HFCK Nilovoossoes AMOUNT
5731 1001 354657 05/ 31 N3k 12796,00
FOINDICATES 4 SKIP Iy SEQUENTIAL CHECK NUMTERS
LaZT o SRy
TALAMECE nav:s IAL ANCE nETF 3 ALANCE
177,07 05724 139 20Ce00 13/ 25 1792006090
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AMERICAN COUNCIL FOR A CONSERVATIVE CONSEN US
3857 BIRCH STREET, SUITE 187
NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92660

ID NUMBER TO BE ASSIGNED
SCHEDULE R
May 27, 1988

Diversified Mailing, Inc.
P.O. Box 4234
Tullerton, CA 92634

Purpose: Printing and malling
Amount: 819,996.00

Allocation: 2/3 opposition to Christopher Cox, House candidate,
California 40th District.

1/3 opposition to David Baker, House candidate, California 40th
District.

SUBTOTAL OF ITEMIZED INEPENDENT EXPENDITURES $19,996.00
SUBTOTAL OF UNITEMIZED INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES o

TOTAL OF INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES $19,996.00

Under penalty of perjury I certify that the independent
expenditures reported herein were not made in cooperation,
consultation, concert with, or at the request or suggestion of
any candidate or any authorized committee or agent of such
candidate or authorized committee. Furthermore, these
expenditures did not involve the financing of dissemination,
distribution, or republication in whole or in part of any
campaign materials prepared by the candidate, his campaign
committee, or their agent.

Signed: O ECO Q 6‘ 7
.44 L8 7
Date: Jow.- / V74 Nota yL J‘ijg’

‘h) Uit an. pdlghed, a09)




AMERICAN COUNCIL FOR A CONSERVATIVR CONSENSUS
38537 BIRCH STREET, SUITE 187
NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92660

FEC ID #C00228114

June 9, 1988

Federal ERlection Commission
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

To whom it may concern:

On June 1st and 2nd, 1988, I sent three mailings of about 20,000
each opposing two candidates in the California's 40th District
Republican primary. Somewhere in the final process before
printing, part of the disclaimer was dropped off or removed. The
disclaimer read "Paid for by the American Council for a
Conservative Consensus". The statement "and not authorized by
any candidate or candidate's committee” was inadvertantly omitted
from the print copy.

I acknowledge my ultimate responsibility in this matter, and I
respectfully apologize to the FEC for the error. Steps have been
taken to guarantee that this error does not happen again.

Respectfully,submitted,
(i Hom

Arthur Jagkson
Executive Director




FE_D‘ERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr,. David Syme

Mr. Gary C. Huckaby
Swenson % Clark

49034 Birch Street
Newport Beach, CA 92660

RE: MUR 2618
Gentlemen:

This letter acknowledges receipt of your complaint, received
on June 8, 1988, alleging possible viclations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), by Arthur
M. Jackson, David. W. Vaporean, Nathan 4. Rosenberg, the American
Council For A Conservative Consensus and Sharlee Dodd, as
treasurer, and Nathan Rosenberg For Congress and David R. White,
as treasurer. The respondents will be notified of this complaint
within five days. .

Ycu will be rotified as socn as the Federal Election Commis-—
sion takes final action on yaur complaint. Should you receive
ary 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 origiral complaint. We have
numbered this matter MUR 2618. Please refer to this number in
2l1 <future correspondence. For your information, we have at-
tached a brief description of the Commission’'s procedures for
handling complaints. If you have any gquestions, please caontact
Retha Dixon, Docket Chief, at (202) 376-3110.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Nable

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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ﬂméHABI)DLNYBERRYH&4ASSOC1ATES

SUITE 202
1055 THOMAS JEFFERSON ST., NW.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20007
(202) 3374172

July 22, 1988

BY HAND

Celia Jacoby, Esquire

Federal Election Commission
Office of the General Counsel
999 E Street, NW

Room 657

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2618

Dear Ms. Jacoby:

Please find enclosed the following documents:

1. Response Brief.
2. Affidavits of Messrs. Rosenberg, Vaporean and

White.

3. Designation of Counsel and Confirmation of
Extention of Time To File Response for Mr.
Vaporean.

Should you have any questions on them, please
contact the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

Rided Mofome

Richard Mayberry

N. Rosenberg
D. Vaporean
D. White

RM:dvj:GC/C-22

Enclosure




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE
FEDERAL BLECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Nathan Rosenberg Matter Under Review 2618

for Congress et al.

RESPONSE OF NATHAN ROSENBERG, THE NATHAN ROSENBERG FOR CONGRESS
COMMITTEE, DAVID WHITE (AS TREASURER) AND DAVID VAPOREAN

Nathan Rosenberg, the Nathan Rosenberg for Congress
Committee ("the Committee®™), David White and David Vaporean
("Respondents®) respond to the complaint of David Syme and Gary

Huckaby ("Complainants®) as follows:

The Complaint

The complainants allege that the Respondents colluded with
Arthur Jackson and the American Council for a Conservative
Consensus ("ACCC") in connection with the distribution of three
brochures attacking Republican primary candidates David Baker and
Christopher Cox. Rosenberg, Baker and Cox were competing
candidates in the Republican primary for the 40th Congressional

District of California.




The Complainants' allegations of collusion are based on five

alleged circumstances: 1/

1. Common use of a direct mail house by the Committee
and ACCC.

2. Common use of a printer by the Committee and ACCC.

3. The Committee sent out a brochure similar to the
ACCC brochure on June 3, 1988 attacking Cox.

David Vaporean, an independent consultant to the
Committee, supervised production of the ACCC
brochures at the mail house and the printer.

David Vaporean paid for part of the costs of the
ACCC brochures.

Based upon these alleged circumstances, complainants

conclude the <costs of the brochures are not independent

expenditures. Therefore, the complainants allege Jackson and

ACCC violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

') amended ("Campaign Act"™) by making excessive contributions,

failing to properly report the costs to the FEC and failing to

provide proper public disclaimers.

1/ Complainants set forth a sixth circumstance that the interplay of Nathan
Rosenberg and Arthur Jackson in commenting to the press about the brochures
shows collusion. This circumstance, which is triple hearsay, does not warrant
a response.
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I. The Complainants Failed to Allege An
campaign Act Violations by Nathan Rosenber
the Committee, David Whi 1d Vaporean

hlte or Dav

The Commission should dismiss Nathan Rosenberg, the
Committee, Rosenberg for Congress, David White and David Vaporean
as respondents or parties to this matter. The complaint charges
only Jackson and ACCC with Campaign Act violations. The
complaint does not actually allege that Nathan Rosenberg or the
Committee violated the Campaign Act. David White, Treasurer to
the Committee, is not even named in the complaint. David
Vaporean should also be dismissed because he was a consultant to
the Committee. In such a capacity he would not be personally
responsible for reporting/disclaimer provisions of the Campaign
Act, regardless if the brochures were independent expenditures or

not.

These respondents may be witnesses in the case involving
Arthur Jackson and ACCC, but they clearly are not proper
parties. The Commission should not condone the practice of these
Complainants naming people at random, regardless of any proof of
involvement with the brochures and despite the failure to allege
facts that would constitute violations of the Campaign Act. This
practice forces each Respondent to assume the costs of defending
himself or itself in a governmental investigation initiated by

private parties involved in a hard fought, acrimonious campaign.




II. Respondents Did Not Collude with Arthur Jackson
or ACCC In Connection with the Three Brochures

The circumstances described in the complaint cannot support
a reason to believe finding that Nathan Rosenberg, the Committee,
David White or David Vaporean colluded with Arthur Jackson of the
ACCC in connection with the three brochures distributed on June 1

and 2, 1988.

Nathan Rosenberg, David White and David Vaporean never
discussed the brochures with Jackson or the ACCC prior to their
distribution. Diversified Mailing, Inc., which handles political
and commercial accounts, is one of the largest, best-known mail
houses in Orange County. If Jackson wused it or Penn
Lithographics (a large, well-known printer in Orange County), it
was not as a result of any suggestion of Nathan Rosenberg, David
White or David Vaporean. The Committee's June 3, 1988 brochure
attacking Cox was based on a review of materials distributed by
Cox, not on any collusion with ACCC. David Vaporean, consultant
to the campaign, was not involved in the production of the three
ACCC brochures at either Diversified Mailing or Penn
Lithographics. Moreover, Vaporean did not pay anything towards

the costs of the three ACCC brochures.

When Nathan Rosenberg learned about the ACCC brochures after
their distribution, he disavowed them and returned a §$1,000
contribution that Jackson had made to the campaign. Nathan

Rosenberg, David White and David Vaporean all believe the ACCC




brochures adversely affected the Rosenberg campaign. See

generally, Nathan Rosenberg's Affidavit, David White's Affidavit,
and David Vaporean's Affidavit. Thoég‘clearly are not the acts
or tenponlés of persons colluding in the production or

distribution of the brochures.

CONCLUS ION

For these reasons, the General Counsel should recommend that
the Commission f£ind no reason to believe that Nathan Rosenberg,
the Nathan Rosenberg for Congress Committee, David White or David

Vaporean violated any provision of the Campaign Act.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: 7/22/?? ZZJA—.M%
Richard Maybefry é
RICHARD MAYBERRY & A IATES
1055 Thomas Jefferson Street, NwW
Suite 202

Washington, D.C. 20007
202/337-4172

Attorney for Respondents

Nathan Rosenberg, Nathan

Rosenberg for Congress, David White
and David Vaporean
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
Nathan Rosenberg Matter Under Review 2618

for Congress et al.

AFFIDAVIT OF NATHAN ROSENBERG

Nathan Rosenberg deposes and says:

1. I am an adult citizen of the United States, not
under any disability, and make this affidavit of my own personal

knowledge, information and belief.

2. I Qas a candidate for Congress in the June 7, 1988
Republican primary in the 40th Congressional District of
California. The Nathan Rosenberg for Congress Committee was my
principal campaign committee, and was duly registered with the

Federal Election Commission.

3. I have read the Complaint in MUR 2618 and I have
become familiar with its allegations concerning the three
American Council for a Conservative Consensus ("ACCC") brochures
distributed in the 40th Congressional District on June 1 and 2,

1988 which are the subject matter of MUR 2618.
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4. Prior to their distribution I did not discuss any
of the three ACCC brochures with Diversified Mailing, Penn

Lithographics, Arthur Jackson or anyone connected with the ACCC.

5. I did not discuss with or suggest to Arthur Jackson
or the ACCC the use of Diversified Mailing, Inc. or Penn
Lithographics, which are a large, well-known commercial mail
house and a printing company (respectively) in Orange County,

California.

6. Our June 3, 1988 brochure attacking Christopher Cox
was based on information we gleaned from materials Cox’s campaign

distributed.

7. I did not authorize Arthur Jackson or the ACCC to
make any expenditures for the ACCC brochures on behalf of my

candidacy.

8. I first learned of the ACCC brochures from a
campaign volunteer on June 2, 1988 and I immediately publicly
repudiated any relationship of my campaign to the distribution of

the brochures.

9. Furthermore, on June 3, 1988, I returned to Arthur
Jackson a $1,000.00 contribution he had made to my campaign with
a letter and asked him not to do anything else in connection with

the primary election.




10. I believe the ACCC brochures had an adverse impact

oh my campaign.

I hereby declare under the penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and accurate to the best of my personal

knowledge, information and belietf.

L
S TICOR TITLE INSURANCE
(Individual)
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF Orange } SS.
On July 19,1988 before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for

said State, personally appeared
Nathan Rosenberg

, personally known to me or
proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be N AT ASATTTT =
s i Sl = ).
the person__ whose name__1S __ subscribed to the Wi o ﬁ' Bl Sty i
d L
within mstrumcnt? ackn wledge <hat __he exe:- Gt A NOTARY FUBLIC - ‘,AL.,.,,‘MA

™
M
™~
=
O
20
o
<
D)

7

cuted the same PRINCIPAL UFFICE |

WITNESS my handAnd(offici oRANGE. SOVETY

y Comlmssnon Expires Oaaber 20, 1939

o o o o

L o o d

Signature //

=

(This area for official notarial seal)
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UNITED STATES OF AMERI
" BEFORE THE ’
PEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION

In the Matter of
Nathan Rosenberg Matter Under Review 2618

for Congress et al.

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID W. VAPOREAN

David W. Vaporean deposes and says:
1. I am an adult citizen of the United States, not under
any disability, and make this affidavit of my own personal

knowledge, information and belief.

2. I was a campaign consultant to the Nathan Rosenberg

for Congress Committee.

3. I have read the Complaint in MUR 2618 and I have
become familiar with its allegations concerning the three
American Council for a Conservative Consensus ("ACCC") brochures
distributed in the 40th Congressional District on June 1 and 2,

1988 which are the subject matter of MUR 2618.

4. I did not supervise production of the three AcCCC

brochures at Diversified Mailing or Penn Lithographics.
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5. Moreover, I did not personally or through my company,

David Wayne Communications, pay any of the costs associated with

the ACCC brochures.

6. I learned of the distribution of the ACCC brochures from

various newspaper reporters.

7. I believe the ACCC brochures had an adverse impact on

Nathan Rosenberg’s campaign.

I hereby declare under the penalty of rjury that the

foregoing is true and accurate to the by f my personal

knowledge, information and belief.

vid Vapdrean

Sworn to me this ‘22,4%57" day

of July, 1988.

VAR

/Notary Public

OFFICIAL SEAL
RENEE B. LARSEN
Notary Public-Californie
ORANGE COUNTY

My Comm. Exp. May 17, 1991

=




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
" BEPORE THE =
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of £ ]
Nathan Rosenberg .Matter Under Review 2618

for Congress et al.

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID WHITE

David White deposes and says:

l. I am an adult citizen of the United States, not under
any disability, and make this affidavit of my own personal

knowledge, information and belief.

2. I was Treasurer of the Nathan Rosenberg for Congress

committee.

3. I have read the Complaint in MUR 2618 and I have
become familiar with its allegations concerning the three
American Council for a Conservative Consensus ("ACCC") brochures
distributed in the 40th Congressional District on June 1 and 2,

1988 which are the subject matter of MUR 2618.
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4. Prior to.th.ir‘disttibutidn;,l had no knowledge about

the ACCC brochures.
5. I did not authorize Arthur Jackson or the ACCC to
make any expenditures for the brochures on behalf of Nathan

Rosenberg's candidacy.

6. I believe the ACCC brochures had an adverse impact on

Nathan Rosenberg's campaign.

I hereby declare under the penalty of perjury that the

foregoing is true and accurate to the best of my personal

knowledge, information and belief.

Dav te

sworn to me this .XC 44, day e it i ey
of July, 1988. P A OFFICIAL SEAL

@ MARGARET LEE SISKAR
2 NOTARY PUBLIC - CALIFORNIA |

7 77 4 LMJ %é /%M ‘jﬁ:—y My c»m':ga;zx%? 7, 1M
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'ii LAW OFFICE OF
RICHARD MAYBERRY & ASSOCIATES
suiTe 202
1055 THOMAS JEFFERSON ST.. N.W.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20007
(202) 337-4172

July 22, 1988

Celia Jacoby, Esgquire

Federal Election Commission
Office of the General Counsel
999 E Street, NW

Sixth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2618

Dear Ms. Jacoby:
Please find enclosed Mr. Vaporean's Designation of
Counsel. Per our last telephone conversation, I understand

he is granted the same time extension until July 25, 1988 to
respond which was provided to Mr. Rosenberg.

Very truly yours,

elaid) széw—»

Richard Mayberry

RM:rjy:GC/C-17

Enclosure
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'FDAVID WAYNE (VMMUNICATIONS.

public affairs @ public relations @ political affairs ® consulting

Mr. Richard Mayberry
Attorney At Law

1055 Thomas Jefferson St. NW
Suite 202

Washington, DC 20007

In Re: FEC Complaint filed against Nathan Rosenberg, David
Vaporean et al
FEC File Number MUR 2618

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

With this letter of confirmation you are herewith retained to
represent me, relative to the matter noted abhove, before the
Federal Elections Commission, i1ts general counsel or agents.
Further, you are retained and authorized to represent me with
respect to my status as either a respondent in the matter or as
a material witness to the matter.
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Flease contact me if yvou have any questions regarding this
communication.

David¥Vaporean
David Wayne Communications

Pacific Region Office:
Southern California @ 714/779-1763
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE

- PEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Nathan Rosenberg Matter Under Review 2618

for Congress et al.

N N P s N s P

TO: Cecelia Jacoby, Esquire
Federal Election Commission

NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS

Please take notice that the address and telephone number
of Richard Mayberry, Counsel for Nathan Rosenberg, are now as

follows:

Richard Mayberry

RICHARD MAYBERRY & ASSOCIATES
888 l6th Street, NW

Fifth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) 785-6677

All communications should be directed to the new office.

Respectfully submitted,

Or 7oboc 11 1558 Z;,(.,/ /7

DATE /7 Richard Maybe S—
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PIRST GENERAL com;;.',s‘ REPORT

MUR 2618

‘Date CO-plaint ncctived by
0GC: June 8, 1988

Date of Notification to
Respondents: June 16, 1988

Staff Member: C. L. Jacoby

COMPLAINANTS: David W. Syme and Gary C. Huckaby

RESPONDENTS : Arthur M. Jackson

American Council for a Conservative Consensus
and Sharlee Dodd, as treasurer

Nathan O. Rosenberg

Nathan Rosenberg for Congress and David R.
White, as treasurer

David W. Vaporean

U.S.C. §§ 431(4)(A), (9)(A), (17)
U.S.C. § 433(a)

.C. §§ 434(a)(4), (b), (c)

.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A)

. § 44la(a) (7) (B) (i)

.C. § 44la(f)

.C. § 4414(a)

F.R. § 109.1(b) (4) (i)

F.R. § 109.1(c)

J
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o INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure Reports of cited committees

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

David W. Syme and Gary C. Huckaby filed a complaint with the

Commission on June 8, 1988. The complaint alleged that Arthur M.

Jackson and the American Council for a Conservative Consensus

("ACCC") had mailed two derogatory brochures to residents of

Orange County, California. Copies of these brochures were

included with the complaint. The gentlemen allege that the
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preparation and aijt:ibhtiqﬁ ofithosi brochures were coordinnti@

vith Nathan Rosenberg £or‘Congr§as (the "Rosenbezrg COIIlttCQ')E'
possibly through its agont,‘ntvid i.?v3§ofean. ‘Nathan Rosenberg
was one of the thtee.candidates aﬁeking’tho napubllchn nomination
to the vacated Califorﬁla 40th district congr&ssional saat; The
substantive violations asserted were excessive contributions by
Mr. Jackson and ACCC, failure to meet statutory reporting and
filing requirements by ACCC, and improper disclaimers on the
brochures.

The complaint was forwarded to the appropriate parties. On
June 24, counsel for the Rosenberg Committee sought and received
an extension of time to reply. On July 5, Mr. Jackson and ACCC
submitted a response to the allegations raised (Attachment 1).
The response on behalf of the Rosenberg Committee and Messrs.
Rosenberg and Vaporean was filed on July 22 (Attachment 2).

II. PFACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
A. The complaint alleges that the expenditures for
brochures issued by ACCC were not independent, and
therefore, those expenditures constituted contributions
in excess of the statutory limitations.

Shortly before the 1988 California congressional primaries,
brochures were delivered to Orange County residents. These
brochures attacked candidates David Baker and Christopher Cox.
The brochures were apparently created by ACCC utilizing the

services of Diversified Mailing, Inc. and Penn Lithographics,

vendors also employed by the Rosenberg Committee. The Rosenberg

Committee also mailed a brochure concerning the candidate Cox.




In press reports Arthu: Jackson and the Rosenberg Committee -

asserted that the expenditures for these brochures were
independently made.

Complainants argue that Jackson and ACCC cooperated and
consulted with the Rosenberg Committee in the preparation and
distribution of the brochures. Specifically, the complainants
argue that coordination is evidenced by several circumstances,
including ACCC's use of the same mailing house (Diversified
Mailing, Inc.) and the same printing firm (Penn Lithographics) as
the Rosenberg Committee, the similarity in certain phrases
contained in the ACCC and Rosenberg Committee brochures,l/ and
the possibility that David Vaporean, a campaign consultant to the
Rosenberg Committee, supervised the production of each ACCC
brochure as well as the Rosenberg Committee brochure. Other
circumstances alleged to demonstrate coordination were
substantial payments from the Rosenberg Committee to David Wayne
Communications, Vaporean's consulting firm, during April and
May 1988. The complainants suggest that Mr. Vaporean either

personally or through his company may have paid some of the costs

1/ The ACCC brochure in part stated: "Christopher Cox's
company, Context, translates and distributes "Pravda," the main
Soviet propaganda daily publication. American school children,
thanks to Christopher Cox, are exposed to the lies, distortions,
and mind bending view of the world that Communist propaganda so
cleverly manufactures."

The Rosenberg brochure had this statement: "On top of all
this Chris Cox, has, for profit, distributed Soviet Communist
propaganda to thousands of American school kids. American kids
who have had their minds impacted by the cleverly crafted lies
and distortions of the Soviet propaganda machine."




associated with the ACCC brochures. The total expenditure for

the ACCC brochures was not stated in the complaint but exceeded _
$3000 in mailing costs alone. rurther. Mr. Jackson is rcportodly
a friend of the candidate Rosenberg and had contributed
personally to the Rosenberg campaigns ($250 in 1986 primary and
$1000 in 1988 primary). Because of the circumstances alleged,
the complainants assert that the expenses incurred by ACCC and
Jackson were not independent but in-kind contributions subject to
the $1,000 statutory limit under 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (pA).

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 441la(a) (1) (A), no person may
contribute more than $1000 in the aggregate to a federal
candidate or his authorized political committee. 1In addition, no
political committee may knowingly accept any contribution which
violates Section 44la. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f).

The costs to publish and distribute brochures which advocate
the defeat of clearly identified federal candidates are
expenditures made for the purpose of influencing an election to
federal office. 2 U.S.7. § 431(9) (A) (i). Such expenditures, if
not independent, are deemed in-kind contributions subject to the
limitation on contributions. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (7) (B) (i) and
11 C.F.R. § 109.1(c).

To be considered independent the expenditure must be made
without cooperation or consultation with a candidate, authorized
committee or agent of such candidate. These criteria are

enumerated in 2 U.S.C. § 431(17). Section 109.1 of the




Commission's regulations clarifies the neaning ot 1nd'p¢ndent

expenditures. Under that regulation, an o:pcndltﬂrh will bt
presumed to have been made in consultation and coup.rntion wlth
an authorized committee when it is:

(A) Based on information about the

candidate's plans, projects or needs provtdtd

to the expending person by the candidate, or

by the candidate's agents, with a view toward

having the expenditure made;

(B) Made by or through any person who is, or

has been, authorized to raise or expend

funds, who is, or has been, an officer of an

authorized committee, or who is, or has been,

receiving any form of compensation or

reimbursement from the candidate, the

candidate's committee or agent;

11 C.F.R. § 109.1(b) (4) (1)

Further, the fact that a candidate or an authorized committee was
a client of a particular vendor when that vendor was engaged by
an unauthorized committee raises a presumption that subsequent
expenditures by the unauthorized committee to that vendor on
behalf of the candidate were not independent. 11 C.P.R.
§ 109.1(b) (4) (i) (B); AOs 1979-80 and 1982-20.

Thus, if ACCC's expenditures for communications which
expressly advocated the defeat of named candidates were made with
the “cooperation,™ "prior consent of,"™ "in consultation with," or
"at the request or suggestion™ of the Rosenberg Committee, those
expenditures would not be independent. 11 C.F.R. § 109.1(a).
Further, if ACCC's expenditures were made through an individual

who was receiving compensation from the Rosenberg Committee, the

expenditures would be presumed to be coordinated. Also, if the




expenditures wete'ﬁiidd on information about a candidate's plans,

projects or needs provided to the e;pgndlng person by the
‘candidate or candidate's agents, such expenditures would be
deemed éoo:dinatcc. 11 C.F.R. § 109.1(b) (4) (). Additionally,
the uie d!lco-pon vendors by ACCC and the Rosenberg Committee
suggests thatithe expenditures were not independent. Section
169.1(c) of the Commission's regulations holds that if such
expenditures were not in fact independent, those expenditures
would be deemed in-kind contributions to the candidate, éubject
to the statutory limit of $1000. Since the sums expended
apparently exceeded that limit, the making and receipt of such
contribution would constitute violations of 2 U.S.C.

§ 44la(a) (1) (A) by ACCC and of 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) by the
Rosenberg Committee.

The complainants have presented information suggestive of
coordination between ACCC and the Rosenberg Committee. That
information appears adequate to raise the regulatory presumption
of coordination. Mr. Jackson and ACCC have addressed these
allegations, arguing that a strained interpretation of incidents
does not establish collusive behavior. The selection and use of
the mailing house was made, according to Mr. Jackson, on
commercial considerations: Diversified Mailing, Inc. was an
organization of experience and ability to timely process the
work. Further, the use of a common printer was not at ACCC's
instigation. Rather, the printer was a subcontractor selected by
the mailing house. Mr. Jackson also states that the campaign
associated with the complainants had also utilized the services

of Diversified Mailing, Inc.




il
n:. Jackaon furthet nnintainn that no one associated with
the noaenberg CO-nittee. including ur. Vhpo:ean, supervised the

production of the brochures in issue. He asserts that he

personally oversaw all production activities and provided travel.

documentation to support his stqte-ontn. Payment for productibn‘
and mailing services was.nade by ACCC as illustrated by the
cancelled check provided. Mr. Jackson further states that the
comnonality in topics raised in the ACCC and Rosenberg brochures
was merely fortuitous. The comment on Mr. Cox's translation
business, according to Mr. Jackson, was a response to public
disclosures by Mr. Cox's committee. Mr. Jackson also said that
he did not discuss the phrasing of his comments with anyone
associated with the Rosenberg Committee.

In its response, the Rosenberg Committee states that no
discussions concerning the brochures were had with Jackson or
ACCC.2/ Nor did the Rosenberg Committee or its staff suggest
vendors to Jackson or ACCC. The Rosenberg Committee further
disclaimed any involvement by Mr. Vaporean in the production of
the ACCC brochures. Additionally any relationship between the
Rosenberg Committee or the candidate and Jackson and ACCC was
publicly refuted as well as denied in the affidavits. On June 3,
1988, the Rosenberg Committee also refunded Mr. Jackson's
contribution.

Although the vendors only provided mechanical types of

services (printing, layout and mailing) to ACCC and the

2/ The affidavits submitted by the Rosenberg Committee were
sworn to under the penalty of perjury by each affiant.




Rosenberg Committee, common use of the vendors implicates the
regulatory presumption. These common vendors, however, do not

appear to have exercised the kind of control over campaign

activity that has been pivotal in the Commission's application of

the presumption. See MURs 1252 and 1424.

In summary, ACCC has presented evidence that all payments
for its brochures derived from its own resources and that the use
of a common mailing house was commercially reasonable, and the
Rosenberg Committee has provided affidavits stating that the
candidate and persons associated with the campaign did not advise
or consult with Mr. Jackson or ACCC on the brochures. The
respondents have not, however, affirmed that no one associated
with ACCC attended meetings, had discussions or received
information concerning "the candidate's plans, projects or needs"
in connection with the brochure effort. Absent such affirmation,
this Office believes that the presumption is not rebutted in full
by the facts presented. Accordingly, the Office of the General
Counsel recommends that the Commission determine that there is
reason to believe (a) that American Council for a Conservative
Consensus and Sharlee bodd, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441la(a) (1) (A), and (b) that Nathan Rosenberg for Congress and

David R. White, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f).3/

3/ Should the Commission determine that the expenditure was
Independent, a finding of no reason to believe on the above
specified grounds should be made.




B. ltilnrc. to Prnpo:ly lqpart anﬂ !mllly lngiltnt |
The complaint alleges that AcCC is a polltical connittcc.
An organization is a political eo-nittcg_lhquct_to tho rgpq:&ing

provisions under the Federal Election Cqﬁﬁaiqn Act of 1971. as .

amended (the "Act"), when it receives contributions or makes

expenditures of $1000 in a calendar year. 2 U.S.C. § 431(4)(A).

On May 24, 1988, the American Council for a Conservative

Consensus filed a Statement of Organization with the Commission.
Such statement pursuant to Section 433(a) must be filed within
ten days after an organization becomes a political committee. A
political committee must also file reports on its financial
activity, including any independent expenditures and in-kind
contributions. All contributions received and disbursements made
in aggregate amounts in excess of $200 must be reported.

2 U.S.C. § 434. Further, any independent expenditure made after

the 20th day, but more than 24 hours, before an election must be

Jid 08 00 748

reported within 24 hours after such independent expenditure is

v

made. 2 U.S.C. § 434(c).

The evidence presented by the complainants shows that ACCC

paid postal fees of $3163, in the aggregate, on May 23 and

1988.

The California primary election was held on

June 1,

June 7th. Therefore, such expenditures had to be reported within

Unless the expenditures were timely reported with the

24 hours.

required certification and the statement of organization was

timely filed, ACCC may have violated the reporting and
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registration requirements unﬂer'Sections 433 and 434 of the Acig.f

:Ihltebponse, Mr. Jackadn gstates that the fStatencntfof

Organtxition was filed within 48 hours of receiving $1,000 and

doing any activities.” Further, a statement concerning the

independent expenditures was filed.
~ The public records disclose that ACCC's Statement of

Organization was posted by certified mail on May 24 and received

on May 27. The first bank deposit ($100) was made on May 17, the

next ($13,100) on May 24. The first indicated expenditure was

($240) on May 15, the next ($240) on May 22, and the third and

fourth ($240 and $19,996) on May 27. Therefore, the Statement of
Organization was filed within the specified ten-day period, and
this Office recommends that the Commission find no reason to
believe that a violation of Section 433(a) occurred.

ACCC reported its expenditures as being independent by

4 05007479

filing a Schedule E which was received on June 7. This schedule

&l
v

lists the sum of $19,996 paid to Diversified Mailing, Inc. on

]
2

May 27, and allocates that sum to opposition to the candidacy of

2

That payment, as

the two persons named in the ACCC brochures.

well as expenditures for travel (May 22 and 27) and postal

services (May 23 and June 1), occurred within twenty days prior

to the election held on June 7. Accordingly, such expenditures,

if independent, had to be reported within 24 hours. Yet only the

expenditure of $19,996 was reported on June 7, ten days after the

expenditure was made. Should the expenditure be deemed

independent, the reporting obligation under Section 434(c) was

not fulfilled.
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However, if these expenditures were not independent, the

reporting obligation under Section 434 (c) would not be imposed.
As indicated in section A supra, these expenditures may have
constituted an in-kind contribution to the Rosenberg Committee.
Under Section 434(b) (6) (B) (1), political committee must report
the name of each other political committee to which it has made a
contribution. 8Similarly the recipient committee must disclose
such contribution. A review of the filed reports of receipts and
disbursements did not reveal the disclosure of the making and
receipt of such in-kind contribution. Therefore, to the extent
that these expenditures were in-kind contributions, not
independent expenditures, ACCC and the Rosenberg Committee were
obligated to report the disbursement and receipt of those sums.
Since the filed reports do not make the requisite disclosure, a
violation of Section 434 by ACCC and the Rosenberg Committee may
have occurred. 4/

This Office, therefore, recommends that the Commission find
reason to believe that the American Council for a Conservative
Consensus and Sharlee Dodd, as treasurer, and Nathan Rosenberg
for Congress and David R. White, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 434. 1If the Commission determines, in the alternative, that
the expenditures were independent, a finding of reason to believe
that the American Council for a Conservative Consensus and
Sharlee Dodd, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(c) will be
necessary.

4/ Should the Commission determine that the expenditures were
independent, the Rosenberg Committee would have had no obligation

to report such expenditure, and accordingly no violation of
Section 434 by the Rosenberg Committee would be evident.
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C. The Disclosure Notice on the Brochuxcs Was Ilprop.x

The brochures distributed by Accc contained the !ollowing :

disclosure statement: “Paid for by the American Council for_a b

conlervative-COnlensni.'f The conplain@nté allege that pdtq#qntf

to each subsection of 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a) that disclosure
statement was inadequate. Pursuant to S8ection 44l1d(a), wﬁcndvdt‘
a person finances a communication to advbcqte‘thc defeat of a
clearly identified candidate, a statenent‘discloslng the source
of the funds expended and authorization (or lack) by a federal
candidate or committee must be made. The brochures created by
ACCC identified two candidates by name and advocated their
defeat. Accordingly, a proper disclosure statement would be
required on each brochure distributed by ACCC.

However, the disclosure statement indicated only the source
of the funds utilized to publish the brochures. ACCC has
acknowledged that the disclaimer was incomplete. 1In a letter
filed on June 14, ACCC claims that part of the disclaimer, "and
not authorized by any candidate or candidate's committee," was
inadvertently omitted from the printed brochures. According to
the evidence presented and sworn statements, these brochures were
not authorized by any political committee and represented an
independent expenditure. Accordingly under Section 441d(a) (3),
it must be disclosed that the communication was not authorized by
any candidate or candidate's committee.

To the extent, however, that these expenditures constitute

an in-kind contribution by being coordinated with a candidate or
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candidate's committee, the requisite dip@lgluct‘atatcncnt Bhohldi'-,

indicate that the communication was aqﬁ?ﬁﬁ}:cd by*lnch cana;q|g¢g;'

or committee. 2 U.8.C. § 441d(a) (2). n g
Accordingly, whether the expenditure’ﬁan*idﬂ@pondqnt‘or not,

this Office recommends that the Commission find reason to believe

that the American Council for a cOnseriqﬁivcﬁconlannus and

Sharlee Dodd, as treasurer, violated 2 U;S.C. [ ] 441&(5).
D. Individuals Named as Respondents

The complaint named Arthur M. Jackson, Nathan O. Rosenberg

and David W. Vaporean as respondents. However, except for one

instance, no allegations are raised against these gentlemen. The

complaint does allege that Mr. Jackson made an excessive

3

contribution, but all materials supplied evidence that the costs

incurred for the brochures were paid by ACCC, not by Mr. Jackson.

The Rosenberg Committee further argues that Mr. Rosenberg,

Mr. Vaporean and it should be dismissed as parties to this

matter. The Rosenberg Committee states that the complaint “does

not actually allege the Nathan Rosenberg or the Committee

violated the Campaign Act." Further, it is argued that

Mr. Vaporean should be dismissed as he had no personal

responsibility for reporting/disclaimer obligations in his

capacity as a consultant to the Rosenberg Committee.

Since there are neither substantive allegations nor evidence

against the individual respondents supporting a finding of any

violations of the Act, this Office recommends that the Commission



‘1f§£nd no reason to believe at this time that Arthur M. Jackson,

f\fﬁgp;hgn O. Rosenberg or David W. Vaporean violated the Act.
IV." RECOMMENDATIONS
i Find reason to believe that American Council for a

Conservative Consensus and Sharlee Dodd, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a) (1) (A), 434 and 441d4(a).

Find no reason to believe that American Council for a
Conservative Consensus violated 2 U.S8.C. § 433(a).

Pind reason to believe that Nathan Rosenberg for
Congress and David R. White, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(f) and 434.

Find no reason to believe at this time that Arthur M.

s Jackson, Nathan O. Rosenberg or David W. Vaporean
N violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, or the Commission's regulations.

Approve the attached letters, Factual and Legal
D Analyses and questions.

o Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

: 10 ~(, -&% BY: d@ EZ———\

Date Lois G. rner
Agssociate General Counsel

Attachments
l. ACCC response
2. Rosenberg Committee response
. Proposed letters (3)
Proposed Factual and Legal Analyses (2)
Questions




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/CANDACE M. JONE
COMMISSION SECRETARY W
DATE: OCTOBER 12, 1988
SUBJECT: Objection to MUR 2618 ~ First General Counsel's
Report. Signed Oct. 6,
1988.
The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on Tuesday, October 11, 1988 at 4:00 P.M.

Objection(s) have been received from the Commissioner (s)

as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner Aikens

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner Josefiak

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for Tuesday, October 18, 1988 .

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20465

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JOSHUA MCFADD%V\
COMMISSION SECRETARY

DATE: OCTOBER 14, 1988

SUBJECT: OBJECTIONS TO MUR 2618 - FIRST G.C. REPORT

N SIGNED OCTOBER 6, 1988
N
oo The above-captioned document was circulated to the
- Commission on Tuesday, October 11, 1988 at 4:00 p.m. ;
)
.3 Objection(s) have been received from the Commissioner (s)
o as indicated by the name(s) checked below:
A
- Commissioner Aikens £
X

J

Commissioner Elliott

Josefiak

Commissioner

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for October 18, 1988 .

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Arthur M. Jackson

American Council for a Conservative
Consensus and Sharlee Dodd, as
treasurer

Nathan O. Rosenberg

Nathan Rosenberg for Congress and
David R. White, as treasurer

David W. Vaporean

MUR 2618

Wt Wt e wnt wnh il P = waP =P

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session of October 18,
1988, do hereby certify that the Commission took the follow-
ing actions in MUR 2618:

1. Decided by a vote of 4-2 to find reason to

believe that American Council for a Conser-

vative Consensus and Sharlee Dodd, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A).

Commissioners Josefiak, McDonald, McGarry,
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the
decision; Commissioners Aikens and Elliott
dissented.

Decided by a vote of 6-0 to find reason to
believe that American Council for a Conser-
vative Consensus and Sharlee Dodd, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak,
Mcbonald, McGarry, and Thomas voted
affirmatively for the decision,

{continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 2618
October 18, 1988

Decided by a vote of 6-0 to find reason to
believe that American Council for a Conser-
vative Consensus and Sharlee Dodd, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44ld(a).

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak,
McDonald, McGarry, and Thomas voted
affirmatively for the decision.

Decided by a vote of 6~-0 to £find no reason
to believe that American Council for o
Conservative Consensus violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 433(a).

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak,
McDhonald, McGarry, and Thomas voted
affirmatively for the decision.

Decided by a vote of 4-2 to find reason to
believe that Nathan Rosenberg for Congress
and David R. White, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. § 44la(f).

Commissioners Josefiak, McDonald, McGarry,
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the

= decision; Commissioners Aikens and Elliott
dissented.

Decided by a vote of 6-0 to find reason to
believe that Nathan Rosenberg for Congress
and David R. White, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. § 434.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak,
McDonald, McGarry, and Thomas voted
affirmatively for the decision.

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
- Certification for MUR 2618
" October 18' 1988

Decided by a vote of 6-0 to

a) Find no reason to believe at this time
that Arthur M. Jackson, Nathan O.
Rosenberg or David W. Vaporean violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or the Commission's
regulations.

Approve the letters, Factual and Legal
Analyses and questions attached to the
General Counsel's report dated
October 6, 1988.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak,
McDonald, McGarry, and Thomas voted affirma-
tively for the decision.

Attest:

Qat. /9. /988

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 October 25' 1988

Sharlee Dodd, Treasurer
American Council for a
Conservative Consensus
3857 Birch Street $#157
Newport Beach, CA 92660

MUR 2618
American Council for a

‘Conservative Consensus and
Sharlee Dodd, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Dodd:

On June 16, 1988, the Federal Election Commission notified
) American Council for a Conservative Consensus (the "Committee")
and you, as treasurer, of a complaint alleging violations of
certain sections of the Pederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint was forwarded to
you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the

- complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
October 18 ,» 1988, found that there is reason to believe the

(@) Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

= §§ 44la(a) (1) (A), 434 and 441d(a), provisions of the Act. The
Commission further found that there is no reason to believe thav

5 the Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C § 433(a).

The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the
Commission's findings, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Committee and you, as
treasurer. You may submit any factual or legal materials that
you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration of
this matter. Please submit such materials to the General
Counsel's Office, along with answers to the enclosed questions,

.within 15 days of receipt of this letter. Where appropriate,

statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Committee and
you, as treasurer, the Commission may find probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with

conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
§ 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
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General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for pre-
probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause have
been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 1In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
Ne) stating the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and

0

~ other communications from the Commission.

D) 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.

O If you have any questions, please contact Celia L. Jacoby,
= the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

; A

Thomas J. Josefiak
Chairman

Enclosures
Questions
Designation of Counsel Form
Factual and Legal Analysis




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR 2618
Questions to Americans for a Conservative Consensus

1. Please identify all officers, directors, employees, staff
members, volunteers, consultants or other agents of American
Council for a Conservative Consensus ("ACCC").

a. Please identify which of the above individuals, and any
other individuals who, participated in any way,
indirectly or indirectly, in any expenditure which
related to or in any way furthered the election, or
would aid in the defeat, of any candidate for the
Republican nomination for the 40th California
Congressional District seat in 1988.

Please identify all individuals who participated in any
way, directly or indirectly, in the conception,
drafting, writing, editing, approval, review,
production, preparation, printing, publication,
supervision, distribution, and dissemination of
documents and materials produced or authorized by ACCC
which relate in any way to the election, or would aid
the defeat, of a candidate for the Republican
nomination for the 40th California Congressional

District seat in 1988.

Please provide all documents and materials concerning or
reflecting any decision by ACCC to expend funds which would
in any way further a candidate's nomination Lo or which
would aid in the defeat of a candidate fo: -saination to,
the 40th California Congressional District seat in 1988.

Please provide a copy of each brochure, pamphlet or other
document concerning the election or defeat of a candidate
for the Republican nomination to the 40th California
Congressional District in 1988 which ACCC had produced or
distributed.

a. Please identify each vendor or other entity whose
services were utilized to produce, print, distribute
disseminate such brochures.

Please describe how each vendor was selected and
identify any person or entity which recommended or
referred ACCC to such vendor.

Please identify each individual associated with ACCC
who supervised or coordinated the publication,
printing, distribution or dissemination of such
brochure with each such vendor.




’Qhestions to
Amer ican Council for a Conservative Consensus

4. Please provide all documents and materials concerning
meetings, discussions or other communications between ACCC
or any of its agents, officials or employees and any of the
following persons or organizations or their officials
employees, volunteers, staff members, or agents which relate
in any way to the furtherance of election of or defeat of a
candidate for the Republican nomination to the 40th
California Congressional District seat in 1988.

Penn Lithographics
Diversified Mailing, Inc.
David Wayne Communications
David Vaporean

Arthur Jackson

Nathan Rosenberg

David R. White

Nathan Rosenberg for Congress

With respect to each individual identified in the responses
to these questions, please state whether that individual has
had any association, present or past, by way of employment,
volunteer services, position, membership, or other
relationship, with any of the below listed organizations.
With respect to each such person, please note the date
during which such person was associated with a particular
organization and the position(s) such person held with each
such organization.

Nathan Rosenberg for Congress
Diversified Mailing, Inc.
Penn Lithographics

David Wayne Communications
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS : Amer ican Council MUR 2618

for a Conservative

Consensus and Sharlee

Dodd, as treasurer

A complaint filed with the Pederal Election Commission (the

"Commission®™) on June 8, 1988, alleged that Arthur M. Jackson and
the American Council for a Conservative Consensus ("ACCC") had
mailed two derogatory brochures to residents of Orange County,
California. Copies of these brochures were included with the
complaint. The complainants allege that the preparation and
distribution of these brochures were coordinated with Nathan
Rosenberg for Congress (the "Rosenberg Committee") possibly
through its purported agent, David W. Vaporean. Nathan Rosenberg
was one of three candidates seeking the Republican nomination to
the vacated California 40th district congressional seat. The
substantive violations asserted were excessive contributions by
Mr. Jackson and ACCC, failure to meet statutory reporting and
filing requirements by ACCC, and improper disclaimers on the
hrochures. The complaint was forwarded to the appropriate
parties. On July 5, Mr. Jackson and ACCC submitted a response to
the allegations raised.

A. The complaint alleges that the expenditures for the
brochures issued by ACCC were not independent, and
therefore, those expenditures constituted contributions
in excess of the statutory limitations.

Shortly before the 1988 California congressional primaries,

brochures were delivered to Orange County residents. These
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brochures criticized candidates David Baker and Christopher Cox.
The brochures were apparently created by ACCC utiliging the
services of Diversified Mailing, Inc. and Penn Lithographics,
vendors also employed by the Rosenberg Committee. The Rosenberg
Committee also mailed a brochure unfavorable to candidate Cox to
Orange County households. In press reports Arthur Jackson and
the Rosenberg Committee stated that the expenditures for these
brochures were made independently.

Complainants argue that Mr. Jackson and ACCC cooperated and
consulted with the Rosenberg Committee in the preparation and
distribution of the brochures. Specifically, the complainants
argue that coordination is evidenced by several circumstances,
including ACCC's use of the same mailing house (Diversified
Mailing, Inc.) and the same printing firm (Penn Lithographics) as
the Rosenberg Committee, the similarity in certain phrases
contained in the ACCC and Rosenberg Committee brochures,*/ and
the possibility that David Vaporean, a campaign consultant to the
Rosenberg Committee, supervised the production of each ACCC

brochure as well as the Rosenberg Committee brochure. Other

*/ The ACCC brochure in part stated: "Christopher Cox's company,
Context, translates and distributes "Pravda," the main Soviet
propaganda daily publication. American school children, thanks to
Christopher Cox, are exposed to the lies, distortions, and mind
bending view of the world that Communist propaganda so cleverly
manufactures.”

The Rosenberg brochure had this statement: "On top of all this
Chris Cox, has, for profit, distributed Soviet Communist propaganda to
thousands of American school kids. American kids who have had their
minds impacted by the cleverly crafted lies and distortions of the
Soviet propaganda machine."
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circumstances alleged to demonstrate coordination were

substantial payments from the Rosenberg Committee to David Wayne

Communications, Vaporean's consulting firm, during April and May

1988. The complainants suggest that Mr. Vaporean either
personally or through his company may have paid some of the costs
associated with the ACCC brochures. The total expenditure for
the brochures was not stated in the complaint but apparently
exceeded $3000 in mailing costs alone. Further Mr. Jackson is
reportedly a friend of the candidate Rosenberg and has
contributed personally to the Rosenberg campaigns ($250 in 1986
primary and $1000 in 1988 primary). Because of the circumstances
alleged, the complainants asserted that the expenses incurred by
ACCC and Mr. Jackson were not independent, but in-kind
contributions subject to the $1000 statutory limit under 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(a) (1) (A).

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A), no person may
contribute more than $1000 in the aggregate to a federal
candidate or his authorized political committee. In addition, no
political committee may accept any contribution which violates
Section 44la. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f).

The costs to publish and distribute brochures which
advocated the defeat of clearly identified federal candidates are
expenditures made for the purpose of influencing an election to
federal office. 2 U.S.C. § 431(9) (A)(i). Such expenditures, if
not independent, are deemed in-kind contributions subject to the
limitation on contributions. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (7) (B) (i) and

11 C.F.R. § 109.1(c).
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To be considered independent, the expenditure must be made
without cooperation or consultation with a candidate, an
authorized committee or agent of such candjidate. These criteria
are enumerated in 2 U.S.C. § 431(17). Section 109.1 of the
Commission's regulations clarifies the meaning of independent
expenditures. Under that regulation an expenditure will be
presumed to have been made in consultation and cooperation with an
authorized committee when it is:

(A) Based on information about the

candidate's plans, projects or needs provided

to the expending person by the candidate, or

by the candidate's agents, with a view toward

having the expenditures made;

(B) Made by or through any person who is, or

has been, authorized to raise or expend

funds, who is, or has been, an officer of an

authorized committee, or who is, or has been,

receiving any form of compensation or

reimbursement from the candidate, the

candidate's committee or agent;

11 C.P.R. § 109.1(b) (4) (i).

Further the fact that a candidate or an authorized committee was
a client of a particular vendor when that vendor was engaged by
an unauthorized committee raises a presumption that subsequent
expenditures by the unauthorized committee to that vendor on
behalf of the candidate were not independent. 11 C.F.R.
§ 109.1(b) (4) (i) (B); AOs 1979-80 and 1982-20.

Thus if ACCC's expenditures for communications which
expressly advocated the defeat of named candidates were made with

the “cooperation," "prior consent of," "in consultation with," or

"at the request or suggestion”™ of the Rosenberg Committee, these

expenditures would not be independent. 11 C.F.R. § 109.1(a).
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Also if the expenditures were based on information about a

candidate's plans, projects or needs provided to the expending

person by the candidate or the candidate's agents, the

Further, if

expenditures would be presumed to be coordinated.

ACCC's expenditures were made through an individual who was

receiving compensation from the Rosenberg Committee, the

11 CIF.R.

expenditures would be presumed to be coordinated.

§ 109.1(b)(4)(i). Additionally, the use of common vendors by

ACCC and the Rosenberg Committee suggests that the expenditures

were not independent. Section 109.1(c) of the Commission's

regulations holds that if such expenditures were not in fact

independent, those expenditures would be deemed in-kind

contributions to the candidate, subject to the statutory limit of

$1000.

The complainants have presented information suggestive of

coordination between ACCC and the Rosenberg Committee. That

information appears adequate to raise the presumption of

coordination. Mr. Jackson and ACCC have addressed these

allegations, arguing that a strained interpretation of incidents

does not establish collusive behavior. The selection and use of

the mailing house was made, according to Mr. Jackson, on

commercial considerations: Diversified Mailing, Inc. was an

organization of experience and ability to timely process the

work. Further, use of a common printer was not at ACCC's

Rather, the printer was a subcontractor selected by

instigation.

the mailing house. Mr. Jackson also states that the campaign
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associated with the complainants had also utilized the services

of Diversified Mailing, Inc.

Mr. Jackson further maintains that no one associated with
the Rosenberg Committee, including Mr. Vaporean, supervised the
production of the brochures in issue. He asserts that he
personally oversaw all production activities and provided travel
documentation to support his statements. Payment for production
and mailing services was made by ACCC as illustrated by the
cancelled check provided. Mr. Jackson further states that the
commonality in topics raised in the ACCC and Rosenberg brochures
was merely fortuitous. The comment on Mr. Cox's translation
service, according to Mr. Jackson, was a response to public
disclosures by the Cox committee. Mr. Jackson also said that he
did not discuss the phrasing of his comments with anyone
associated with the Rosenberg Committee.

In summary, ACCC has presented evidence that all payments
for its brochures derived from its own resources and that the use
of a common mailing house was commercially reasonable and
independently determined. Moreover, the common vendors provided
only mechanical types of services to ACCC and the Rosenberg
Committee; such commonality implicates the regulatory
presumption. These common vendors, however, do not appear to
have exercised the kind of control over campaign activity that
has been pivotal in the application of the presumption. Although

these responses address the allegations, not all legal issues

pertinent to those allegations are resolved.
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There is no affirmation that Mr. Jackson or anyone

associated with ACCC attended no meetings, had no discussions, or

received no information concerning the "candidate's plans,

Absent such affirmation, the presumption is

projects or needs."

Therefore, there is reason

not rebutted by the facts presented.

to believe that American Council for a Conservative Consensus and

Sharlee Dodd, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A).

B. FPailures to Properly Report and Timely Register

The complaint alleges that ACCC is a political committee.

An organization is a political committee subject to the reporting

provisions under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended (the "Act"), when it receives contributions or makes

J

expenditures of $1000 in a calendar year. 2 U.S.C. § 431(4)(A).

On May 24, 1988, the American Council for a Conservative

Consensus filed a Statement of Organization with the Commission.

Pursuant to Section 433(a), such statement must be filed within

J4030

ten days after an organization becomes a political committee. A

political committee must also file reports on its financial

activity, including any independent expenditures and in-kind

contributions. All contributions received and disbursements made

in aggregate amounts in excess of $200 must be reported. 2 U.S.C.

§ 434.

Further any expenditure made after the 20th day, but more

than 24 hours, before an election must be reported within 24 hours

2 U.S.C. § 434(c).

after such independent expenditure is made.

The evidence presented by the complainants shows that ACCC

in the aggregate, on May 23 and June 1,

paid postal fees of $3163,
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1988. The California primary election was held on June 7th.
Therefore, such expenditures had to be reported within 24 hours.
Unless the expenditures were timely reported with the required
certification and the statement of organization was timely filed,
ACCC may have violated the reporting and registration requirements
under Section 433 and 434 of the Act.

In response, Mr. Jackson states that the "Statement of
Organization was filed within 48 hours of receiving $1,000 and

doing any activities.” Purther a statement concerning the

independent expenditures was filed.

The public records disclose that ACCC's Statement of
Organization was posted by certified mail on May 24 and received
on May 27. The first bank deposit ($100) was made on May 17, the
next ($13,100) on May 24. The first indicated expenditure was
($240) on May 15, the next ($240) on May 22, and the third and
fourth ($240 and $19,996) on May 27. Therefore, the Statement of
Organization was filed within the specified ten-day period, and
there is no reason to believe that a violation of Section 433(a)
occurred.

ACCC reported its expenditures as being independent by
filing a Schedule E which was received on June 7. This schedule
lists the sum of $19,996 paid to Diversified Mailing, Inc. on May
27, and allocates that sum to opposition to the candidacy of the
two persons named in ACCC brochures. That payment, as well as
expenditures for travel (May 22 and 27) and postal services (May
23 and June 1), occurred within twenty days prior to the election

of June 7. Such expenditures, if independent, had to be reported




O 3 CE bt

4

)
~/

@
-G

within 24 hours. Yet only the expenditure of $19,996 was

reported on June 7, ten days after the expenditure was made.

Should the expenditures be deemed independent, the reporting

obligation under Section 434 (c) was not fulfilled.

However, if these expenditures were not independent, the
reporting obligation under Section 434(c) would not be imposed.
As indicated in section A. supra, these expenditures may have
constituted an in-kind contribution to the Rosenberg Committee.
Under 2 U.S.C. § 434(b) (6) (B) (i), a political committee must
report the name of each other political committee to which it has
made a contribution. A review of filed reports of receipts and
disbursements did not reveal the disclosure of the making of such
in-kind contribution. Therefore, to the extent that these
expenditures were in-kind contributions, not independent
expenditures, ACCC was obligated to report the disbursement of
those sums. Since the filed reports do not make the requisite
disclosure, a violation of Section 434 by ACCC may have occurred.

Because a coordinated expenditure constitutes an in-kind
contribution, there is reason to believe that American Council
for a Conservative Consensus and Sharlee Dodd, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 434.

C. The Disclosure Notice on the Brochures was Improper

The brochures distributed by ACCC contained a disclosure
statement: "Paid for by the American Council for a Conservative
Consensus." The complainants allege that pursuant to each

subsection of 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a) that disclosure statement was

inadequate. Pursuant to Section 441d(a), whenever a person




=10~

finances a communication to advocate the defeat of a clearly

identified candidate, a statement disclosing the source of the

funds expended and authorization (or lack) by a federal candidate

or committee must be made. The brochures created by ACCC

identified two candidates by name and advocated their defeat.

Accordingly, a proper disclosure statement would be required on

each brochure.

However, the disclosure statement indicated only the source

of the funds utilized to publish the brochures. ACCC has

acknowledged that the disclaimer was incomplete. 1In a letter

filed on June 14, ACCC claims that part of the disclaimer, "and

not authorized by any candidate or candidate's committee," was

J

inadvertently omitted from the printed brochures. According to

the evidence presented, these brochures were not authorized by

any political committee and represented an independent

expenditure. Therefore, pursuant to Section 441d(a) (3), it must

be disclosed that the communication was not authorized by any

candidate or candidate's committee.

that these expenditures constitute

To the extent, however,

an in-kind contribution by being coordinated with a candidate or

the requisite disclaimer statement should

candidate's committee,

indicate that the communication was authorized by such candidate

or committee.

2 U.S.C. § 441d(a) (2).

Accordingly, whether the expenditure was independent or not,

there is reason to believe that American Council for a

Conservative Consensus and Sharlee Dodd, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. § 441d(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

October 25, 1988

Richard Mayberry, Esquire’
Suite 500

888 16th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 2618
Nathan O. Rosenberg, David W.
Vaporean, Nathan Rosenberg
for Congress and David R.
White, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

On June 16, 1988, the Federal Election Commission notified
your clients, Nathan O. Rosenberg, David W. Vaporean, and Nathan
Rosenberg for Congress and David R. White, as treasurer, of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint was forwarded to your clients at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
Octcber 18 . 1988, found that there is reason to believe the
Nathan Rosenberg for Congress and David R. White, as treasurer
(the "Committee"), violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(f) and 434,
provigions of the Act. On October 18 , 1988, the Commission
also found that there is no reason to believe that Nathan O.
Rosenberg and David W. Vaporean violated any statute within the
Commission's jursidiction at this time. The Factual and Legal
Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's findings, is
attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Committee. You may submit
any factual or legal materials that you believe are relevant to
the Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit
such materials to the General Counsel's Office, along with
answers to the enclosed questions, within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted

under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Committee, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.




Richard Mayberry, Esquire
Page 2

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.

§ 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for pre-
probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause have
been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 1In addition, the Office of the General

g Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.
N
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.
O

If you have any questions, please contact Celia L. Jacoby,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

)

o Sincerely,

< ez D

D PR -/&'/’(./ L
= Thomas J. Josefiak

Chairman

Enclosures
Questions
Factual and Legal Analysis
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR 2618
Questions to Nathan Rosenberg for Congress

1.

Please identify all officers, directors, employees, staff
members, volunteers, consultants or other agents of Nathan
Rosenberg for Congress (the "Committee").

Please identify all individuals who participated in any way,
directly or indirectly, in the conception, drafting,
writing, editing, approval, review, production, preparation,
printing, publication, supervision, distribution, and
dissemination of documents and materials produced or
authorized by the Committee which related to or in any way
would aid the defeat of a candidate for nomination in the
40th California Congress District in 1988, particularly
Republican candidate Christopher Cox.

Please provide a copy of each brochure, pamphlet or other
document concerning the defeat of a candidate for nomination
to the 40th California Congressional District in 1988,
particularly Republican candidate Christopher Cox, which the
Committee had produced or distributed.

a. Please identify each vendor or other entity whose
services were utilized to produce, print, distribute or

disseminate such brochures.

Please describe how each vendor was selected and
identify any person or entity which recommended or
referred the Committee to such vendor.

Please identify each individual associated with the
Committee who supervised or coordinated the
publication, printing, distribution or dissemination of
such brochure with each such vendor.

Please provide all documents and materials relating to
contractual or professional relationship or other
association between the Committee and the following
entities, their officers, employees and agents undertaken in
connection with any effort on the part of the Committee
which would in any way relate to the furtherance of the
election, or would aid in the defeat, of any candidate for
nomination to the 40th California Congressional District in
1988, particularly Republican candidate Christopher Cox.

Arthur Jackson

Penn Lithographics

Diversified Mailing, Inc.

David Vaporean

David wayne Communications

American Council for a Conservative Consensus
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Questions To
Nathan Rosenberg for Congress

5.

Did the Committee hold any meetings or discussions during
which information relating to any communications concerning
Christopher Cox was considered? 1If yes, please A

a. Identify all persons who attended such meetings or
participated in such discussions.

b. State when and where such meetings or discussions were
held.

(sl Summarize what was said or discussed at such meetings
or discussions.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Arthur M. Jackson
1057 BEast Butler #3B
Phoenix, Arizona 85020

RE: MUR 2618
Arthur M. Jackson

Dear Mr. Jackson:

On June 16, 1988, the PFederal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On October 18 , 1988, the Commission found, on the basis of
the information in the complaint and information provided by you,
that there is no reason to believe at this time that you violated
any statute within the Commission's jurisdiction.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain
in effect until the entire matter is closed. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G./ Lerner
Agssociate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report




Law OrrFice OF

RICHARD MAYBERRY & ASSOCIATES
FiFmi FLoon
888 18vn STacer. N.W.
WasHinGgTON, D.C. 20006
(202) 785-6677

November 8, 1988

By Hand

Celia Jacoby, Esquire

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2618 - Nathan Rosenberg for Congress

Dear Ms. Jacoby:

On October 28, 1988, we received the letter of
October 25, 1988 from Chairman Josefiak informing us that
the Commission had found no reason to believe that Nathan
0. Rosenberg and David W. Vaporean had violated any
statute within the Commission's jurisdiction, but that
the Commission had found that there was reason to believe
that the Nathan Rosenberg for Congress and David R.
White, as Treasurer (the "Committee"), had violated 2
U.S.C. §§441a(f) and 434.

The Committee intends to avail itself of the
opportunity to demonstrate that no action should be taken
against it. We intend to submit on behalf of the
Committee factual and legal materials relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter.

As I indicated in our telephone conversation
today, we are requesting that the due date of the
Committee's response be extended until November 30, 1988.
Chairman Josefiak's letter stated that any materials
submitted to your office would be due within 15 days of
receipt of the letter. By our calculations, the fifteenth
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Celia Jacoby, Esquire
November 3, 1988
Page 2

day after October 28 would fall on a weekend and
therefore the submission would ordinarily be due on
Monday, November 14, 1988. The sixteen-day extension is
warranted in this case because of two circumstances.
First, Dick Mayberry, the lead attorney representing the
Committee, Nathan Rosenberg, David Vaporean and David
White in this MUR, is ill and has been out of the office
since before the receipt of the Commission's letter. We
do not anticipate that he will return until Monday,
November 14, the date the response would be due under the
present deadline. In addition, the difficulties inherent
in the original short time frame are exacerbated by the
fact that the client in this case is 1located in
California and the attorneys are in Washington. As you
no doubt realize, it can sometimes take additional time
for communications to get back and forth.

Should the Commission grant this request for a
sixteen-day extension, we do not anticipate that any
further extension would be necessary. The Committee
would be prepared to provide answers to the questions
enclosed with Chairman Josefiak's letter and to provide
other relevant materials by the end of this month.
Therefore, the extension of time would be in the best
interest of both the Commission and the Committee.

If you have any questions, please feel free to
call me or Dick Mayberry.

Very truly yours,

Mark C. Del Bianco

md:rjy
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION D C Judb)

November 15, 1988

Richard Mayberry, Esquire
Richard Mayberry & Assoclates
888 16th Street, N.W.

Pifth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 2618
- Nathan Rosenberg for Congress
and David R. White, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

This is in response to your letter dated November 8, 1988,
which we received on November 9, 1988, requesting an extension
until November 30th to respond-to the questions posed to your
client in the above-referenced matter. After considering the
circumstances presented in your letter, I have granted the
requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by close
of business on Wednesday, November 30, 1988.

If you have any questions, please contact Celia Jacoby, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: .
Ass ate General Counsel




L Orrice OF

RICHARD MAYBERRY & ASSOCIATES
Firrn FLOOA
888 18™ STREET, N.W',
wassinaron, D.C. 20008
(202) 7650877

December 2, 1988

By Hand

Celia L. Jacoby, Esquire
Federal Election Commission
Office of the General Counsel
999 E Street, NW

Sixth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2618

A
o
o

D
Dear Ms. Jacoby:

~

- Per our recent conversation, answers to the
Commission's interrogatories were not filed on November

@) 30, 1988. For reasons beyond my control, we were unable
to file them on this date. It is not an attempt to delay

8] your investigation. It is our intent to have them filed

o on or before December 9, 1988.

» Very truly yours,

ED)

ke fayloy

Richard Mayberry

RM:rjy
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RICHARD MAYBESRY & ASSOCIATES
Firt FLOOA
888 18T+ STREET. N.W.
Wasrinaton, D.C. 20008
(202) 785-8877

Decenbar 13, 1988

By Hand

Celia Jacoby, Esquire

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW

Sixth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2618
Dear Ms. Jacoby:

You will find enclosed the "Nathan Rosenberg for
Congress" answers to the Commission's Interrogatories.

They are signed by Mr. Rosenberg.

For the reasons set forth in Part II of our June

22, 1988 Reply to the Complaint and supplemented by
factual answers to the enclosed Interrogatories, there
clearly is an absence of collusion with respect to the
independent expenditures. Accordingly, we urge the
Commission to dismiss the charges against the "Nathan
Rosenberg for Congress" and its Treasurer, David White.

Very truly yours,

loche s /%74?

Richard Mayberry

RM:rjy
Enclosures

cc: Nathan Rosenberg




Response to Questions to ﬁathun nnlnnﬁirg‘tbr congrcs-

1. Please identify all otticcr!, dirtctotc, .nployn.s, staff
members, volunteers, consultants or ' agonta of Nathan
Rosenberg for Conqrc-n (the "¢a.littot“1

Major General William Lyon, cnairnan
Kathryn Thompson, Finance Chairman
pavid R. White, II, Treasurer

U.S. Senator John McCain, Special Advisor
U.S. Representative Jim Kolbe

Steering committee
Colonel Buzz Aldrin
Zee Allred

Gecrge "Ted" Botens
Wade H. Cable

L.eo W. Cook
William E. Cooper
Vern Curtis

Sam Goldstein
Rich Goodman

John Hales
Richard Jaffe

Mel Jaffee

Janice M. Johnson
Roger Johnson
John Killefer
Robert H. Lintz
John D. Lusk

Joe Martin

James McNamara
Ronald L. Meer
Dennis Menke

Rich Muth

Pam O’Neill

James M. Peters
Bill Rauth

Earl Rippee
Thomas J. Solomon
Beverly Thompson
Elizabeth Tierney
Thomas T. Tierney
Bernard Turbow, M.D.
Marvin Weiss
Lloyd Wentworth
Staff

Theodore Long
Claire Herrera
Kevin Kolbe
Maggie Peters
Peter Schwartz
Joe Trgo

Curtis Harkness

3 3
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Mark Knight
Donn Peters
Seldon Reese

Volunteer List attached

David Wayne Communications, Consultant
Martin Communications, Consultant

Rob Austin, Consultant

Tarrance and Associates, Consultant

Please identify all individuals who participated in any way,
directly or indirectly, in the conception, drafting,
writing, editing, approval, review, production, preparation,
printing, publication, supervision, distribution, and
dissemination of documents and materials produced or
authorized by the Committee which related to or in any way
would aid the defeat of a candidate for nomination in the
40th california Congress District in 1988, particularly
Republican candidate Christopher Cox.

David Vaporean, Theodore Long, Nathan Rosenberg and numerous
volunteers whose names cannot be recalled.

Please provide a copy of each brochure, pamphlet or other
document concerning the defeat of a candidate for nomination
to the 40th california Congressional District in 1988,
particularly Republican candidate Christopher Cox, which the
Committee had produced or distributed.

Enclosed is a copy of the sole brochure, pamphlet or other
document.

a. Please identify each vendor or other entity whose
services were utilized to produce, print, distribute or
disseminate such brochures.

David Wayne Communications was the sole vendor utilized to
produce, print, distribute or diseminate said brochure. The
Committee had no relationship with any subcontractors.

b. Please describe how each vendor was selected and identify
any person or entity which recommended or referred the
Committee to such vendor.

David Wayne Communications was selected by Nathan Rosenberg
in August, 1987 and was recommended by Gus Owen.

c. Please identify each individual associated with the
Committee who supervised or coordinated the publication,
printing, distribution or dissemination of such brochure
with each such vendor.

Nathan Rosenberg and David Vaporean supervised or
coordinated the publication, printing, distribution or




dissemination of said brochure with each such vendor.

Please provide all documents and materials relating to
contractual or professional relationship or other
association between the Committee and the following
entities, their officers, employees and agents undertaken in
connection with any effort on the part of the Committee
which would in any way relate to the furtherance of the
election, or would aid in the defeat, of any candidate for
nomination to the 40th California Congressional District in
1988, particularly Republican candidate Christopher Cox.

Arthur Jackson

Penn Lithographics

Diversified Mailing, Inc.

David Vaporean

David Wayne Communications

American Council for a Conservative Consensus

There are no documents and materials relating to contractual
or professional relationship or other association between
the Committee and the American Council for a Conservative
Consensus, Penn Lithographics, Diversified Mailings, Inc.,
and Arthur Jackson because there was no such relationship or
association. All documents and material in the Committee’s
possession relating to such relationship between the
Committee and David Vaporean and David Wayne Communications
are enclosed.

Did the Committee hold any meeting or discussions during
which information relating to any communications concerning
Christopher Cox was considered? If yes, please

a. Identify all persons who attended such meetings or
participated in such discussions.

b. State when and where such meeting or discussions were
held.

c. Summarize what was said or discussed at such meetings or
discussions.

To our knowledge, no one from the American Council for a
Conservative Consensus ever attended any Nathan Rosenberg
for Congress meetings or discussions. To our knowledge, no
one from Nathan Rosenberg for Congress ever attended any
meetings or discussions of the American Council for a
Conservative Consensus.

Yes, individuals within the Committee did hold meetings or
discussions during which information relating to any
communications concerning Christopher Cox was considered, as
listed below:

I. a. Nathan Rosenberg, Ted Long and David Vaporean
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b. Early May, 1988 at Ma’s Restaurant, Costa Mesa,
California

c. Christopher Cox’s campaign literature, a Wall Strest
Journal article Mr. Cox had written, a tranegcript << the
court hearing in which Mr. Cox was stopped from using a
false title on the ballot, and Registrar of Voters
affadavits with Mr. Cox’s voting record were reviewed.
To insure accuracy and credibility in responses to
possible inquiries from voters and the press, it was
decided to reproduce and quote directly from those
sources in a brochure declaring that Mr. Cox was
misleading the voters, failed to vote in elections, was
a dupe of Soviet propaganda by publishing and
distributing Pravda in English and was a carpetbagger
with no ties to the community.

II. a. Nathan Rosenberg and David Vaporean
b. Early May, 1988 at 230 East 17th Street, Costa Mesa

c. Mr. Vaporean presented sketches and copy relating to
the brochure discussed in meeting #1. Mr. Rosenberg
approved the concept.

III.a. Ted Long, David Vaporean, Nathan Rosenberg and Kevin
Kolbe

b. Mid-May, 1988 at Ma’s Restaurant, Costa Mesa,
California

c. The possibility of creating a brochure exposing Mr.
Cox’s rumored homosexuality was discussed. Several of
Mr. Cox’s supporters had called the Rosenberg campaign
or those associated with the Committee to ask that such
an attack not be made. Individuals had contacted the
Rosenberg campaign to fuel the rumors of Mr. Cox’s
alleged homosexuality. It was decided that Mr. Cox’s
sexual preference was not an appropriate subject for
campaign literature and that Mr. Rosenberg call Cox
supporter, John Stahr, to assure him there would be no
such communication.

IV. a. David Vaporean and Nathan Rosenberg
b. Mid-May, 1988 at 230 East 17th Street Costa Mesa

c. Mr. Vaporean presented "blue lines" for the brochure
discussed in meeting #1 which Mr. Rosenberg approved.
It was agreed that the brochure would be mailed at the
end of May or first of June to frequent Republican
voters.

V. a. Nathan Rosenberg, Ted Long, Kevin Kolbe, David
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! said S
} tate, personally appeareq before me, the undersigned. 3

fudrey Merkin and Daniel De!campagni.

Vaporean,
b. Late May, 1988 at 230 East 17th Street, Costa Mesa

c. Ms. Merkin and Mr. Dellacampagni stated that the
CYRPAC wanted to produce and mail a brochure which
notified Republican voters that Mr. Cox had not voted
for Ronald Reagan in 1984 and had missed other
elections, was distributing Soviet propaganda and owned
no real property in Orange County. Mr. Kolbe said that
he had helped with the idea. Messrs. Long, Rosenberg
and Vaporean informed them that such a mailing would
violate Federal campaign law, and the idea was dropped.

VI. a. David Vaporean and Nathan Rosenberg

b. Late May, 1988 at 230 East 17th Street, Costa Mesa

c. The possibility of a brochure discussing Mr. Cox’s
failure to vote in several elections was discussed. It
was decided that sufficient funds were not available to
pay for such a brochure’s distribution.

I hereby declare the foregoing is true and accurate to the best
of my personal knowledge, information and belief.

12 December 1988

For: Nathan Rosenberg for Congzéz:

CAT. NO. NN00B27
TO 1844 CcA (9—820

(Individua
duab) @ TICoR TiTLE INSURANCE

STATE OF CALIFORN]A

COUNTY OF Oran }
1 k SS.
i On December 12, 19gg

Notary Pybjic in and for

Nathan Owen Rosenberg

s , ?crsonaﬂ_v known to me or
( satisfactory eyj

“flle Person__ whose name LS suveeniy 00

ithin Instrument ang o pd o -

cuted the same. acknowledged thay De  exe

wIT s . e )

NESS my h d6ffidi se. D el Sh 2)

] > PRINCIP}Z"'C::{;E;.. ::RNIA

. y ORANGE COCNTVH
Signatu / i .

re A \,/” ¢ a, y Lommissicn Expires October 29 1989

(This area for officia] notarial seaj)
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Tracy Hawkins
Andy Abeles
Robert Ackerman
Dan Acuff
Christopher Adams
John 0. Alder
Eugene D. Alvin
Michael Ames
Dan Anderson
Dick Anderson
Toni Armsted
James L. Arnone
Goldie Arthur
Ronald Ayres
Bart Baer
Joe Baker
Drew Barras
David O. Barrette
Jdhn Barron
Angela Bass
X1i Bastani

obert Bates

ike Baum

vid Bear
Anmy Beck

hn Belcher
Marge Belcher
J4ill and Jonathan Bender
Brandon Berger
@sbriel Bergman
Barry Berman
fenny Berman
Melanie Bernacchi
Gary Bernhardt
Bruce Berquist
Renee Besta
Jim Betts
Thomas C. Billstein
Sharon & Bruce Birkeland
Bruce Birkett
Kenneth Blumenthal
Josephine Boecker
Joan Bordow
David Borthwick
George Botens
Jason Botens
Roberta Botens
Bettina Boxer
Paul Boyce
Beth Braeutigam
Anna M. Brand
Michael and Mara Brandman
David Braunstein
Kirstin Brewer
Gordon Bricken
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Yana Bridle
David Broch
Roal Broen
Allen Brokate
David Brooks
Philip Hugh Brooks
Ginny Brooner
Barbara Brown
Roger Glenn Brown, Ph.D.
Don Bruner
Sheila Bruner
James R. Buchanan
John Buchanan
Bryan Buck
Violet Bulujian
Andrea Burrell
Chad Burton
eather Burton
ennifer Burton
ott Burton
Sandra Busby
q§anne Butcher
Glenn Byron
and Mrs. Matthew Cain
Barbara Caldwell
%@ndice Carban
ynthia Carden
Sharlene Carey
Joseph Carlson
8ylvia Carlson
Mr. & Mrs. Richard Carstensen
fradley Carter
Amy Carver
J) Brennan Cassidy
Steve Cattolica
Gayle Cavner
Joye Cawley
Plizabeth Chappell
Paul Christensen
Charles Christianson
Jim Chu
Janet Clark
James Clarke
Susan J. Cobb
Barb Cockrell
Naomi Colb
Michael Cole-~Kleiser
John Collins
Steve Colton
William P. Conlin
Sunday Cook
Veronica Cook
Alex Courtney
Bobbi Cox
William Cox
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Robert Crowder
Carlos Cueva
Dawn Cushman
Druanne Cushman
Carol Damerow
Robert David
Cathy Davidovich
Denise Davidson
Marilyn L Davidson
Len Davis
Sharri Davisz
Lucia De Garcia
Sandra DeZahd
Julie Deidun
E. Daniel Dellicompagni
William Dellipaoli
Julie Dent
ussell F. Dent
anda Depta
Kendra Deutsch
chael Dew
arren DiMarco
%Yn Dickinson
well Dickson
Abby Didrickson
niel Dobbs
eve Dodd
William H. Doheny
Mary Donahue-Kuhlman
Rick Doremus
Margarita Dorland
¥risti Dorn
Scott Dorn
Donovan Dorr
Dee Downs
Tim Doyle
Jeffrey Drake
Robin Dru
Ronald Dunham
Bob Dunn
Susan Durik
Patty Duvall
Greg Ekman
Elections Committee of 0.C.
Bernard Ellis
Jan Elvin
Scott Emigh
Dottie Emmings
Harriette Eubank
Michael Fait
Bridget Farmer
Joe Ferman
Lynne Fickett
B. Charlene Fisher
Douglas Fisher
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Mary Fisher
Kris Fletcher
Karen Flitterman
Ellen Flynn
Dorothy L. PFoglia
Paul Forgay
Bob Forte
Jim Fowler
Carole Fox
Jack Fox
Linda Frappia
Amy Jane Frater
David Freely
Michele F ot
Kendra Fulle
Tom Fulton
Roy Fultun
Steven Gabriel
Steve Gabriel
sgaron Gale
Arthur V. Gallagher, II
ggrk Garduno
anca Gargiulo
seph Gattuso
Brian Gavin
ndra Gavin
Donna George
Kathleen Geraty
Daniel V. Gibbons
Roy Gibson
Fred Gil
€ary Gilkerson
Patricia L. Gilles
Sheryl Gillett
Geoffrey Gioja
Jim Gladbach
Mark Glasser
David Glazer
Randall J. Goddard
Alan W. Gold
Diane S. Goldstein
Ann Gonzalez
Kenneth Gonzalez
Beth Goodman
Robert Grad
Nancy Gribskov
Frank Grombone
Barbara Grossman, M.F.C.C.
Lucy Grubin
Mary Grubin
Stan Grubin
Barbara Gumbriner
Lawerence Guthrie
Mary Ann Gwinn
David Haas
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Donald G. Hagan, M.D.
Cathleen Haight
David Haight

Dave Haithcock
Susan Han

Yvonne Hand
Michael Hardin
Bev Hardwick
Kurtiss Harkness
Ethel Harmatgz

Sam Harmatz

Evans C. Harrigan
Jack C. Harris
Bevan Harvey

Bud Harvey
Rosemarie Harvey
Scott Harvey
Kgnny Hatch
Déborah Hawkins
Sharon Hawkins
Tracy Hawkins

ennifer Hayes
Mike Healy
Pamaris Heinig
Robert Helms
&mna Henry

Carl Herman
Christine Herrera
Claire Herrera
Relley Hill
Stephanie Hill
Tom Hills

Robert Hirschhorn
Henry Hirschman, M.D.
Fred Hodgson
Joan Hoffman

ud Hohl

ynthia Holman
John Holman

David Hoover
Ellen Hopp

Philip Hoskins
James Hsu

Kara Hudson

Brian Huh

Bivens Hunt
Jason Hunt

Scott Hunter
Kathleen Huntsman
David W. Hurst
Ellen V. Hurst
Steve Ince
Loraine Inglis
Andrew Jackson
Dion Jackson
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Richard N. Jaffe
Raxa Jaffee
Skip Jansen
Bo Jenning
Allyson Johnson
Ami Johnson
Judy Johnson
Lisa Jordan
Joyce Jue
Heidi Juerck
Robert Jugan
Joel Kalman
Timothy Kane
Elaine Kaplan
James Karasek
Sharon Karasek
Joe Karg

ott Kay

ames F. Keefe, M.D.

net Keefe

ichael Kelley

endy Kelley

an Kelly
Jghn M. Kendrick
Susan Kenned
Mgrgaret Kerins
Jeanine Kerpan
Jeffrey Kerpan
Amy Kerr _
Astrid Keuylian
Farhad Keynan
Rrances Kieffer
John Kilgroe
Jack F. King
Dora B. Kingsley
Graydon Klee
KlosterlIse

rbara and Richard Klotz
Marc Knight
Heather Kniss
Claudia Kobilsek
Leslie Kohashi
Faye E. Konnell
Thomas Koslandich
Dan Kramer
Josh Kuntz
Vincent LaVoy
Linda Lamb
Karen Lasagna
Bobbi Lauer
Rosalie LeCount
Mr. and Mrs. Greg LeGassick
Gordon C. Lee
Helaine Lee
Cathy Leek
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Richard Leek ‘
Shirley Leitch
Audrey Levine

Rick Levine

Kathlyne Lewan

Kevin O. Lewand, Esq.
Judy Lezama

Mark Lind

Carla Lindstrom
Rosemary Livingston
Cheryl Lloyd

Danny Long
Michael Long

Ted Long

Claudia Love

Eric Lowey
James Lucas

g¥san Ludwig

a Lorten Lugo
aurene Lugo
bert Lugo

uan Luna

Fred Lund

Keith Lyon

Shiva Malek

Balini Malhotra
omayne Malloy
Rochelle Marmorstein
Phyllis Ann Marshall
Rick Martin

Craig Martyn

Kristin Mateer

Anne McArthur

Gary McAtee

Kjersti McAtee
Déennis McClure
Kathleen McDaniel
Laura McDaniel
Mike McElro

Brian McFadin
Michael McInnis

Leon McKinney
Matt McLaraud
Robert Meano

Donna Medelberg
Melissa Melchior
Nathan D. Menard
Dennis Menke
Audrey R. Merkin
Samuel T. Merrell
Martin Merrill
Morteza Meskin
Sheila Meskin
Hank Meyer
Lee Meyer




===mn=m e ey ‘ . = ek : : = mmmmm
WORKER==~0 RECORDS 634 _, 00305351 PAGE: 8
SELECTION: LASTNAME 2 G :

=== ==-.-----—------m----.----u--i-mm---m--a-----n-a-----===

Name -
= TR T T T A T S S N L U D A S S O A S M 0 S W N N
Loren Miner
Bruce Monahan
Charles Montero
Douglas M. Moreland
Jennifer Morgan
Bruce Moskowitgz
Bret Moss
Ken Muche
David Murdock
Diane Murphy
Kelly Ann Murrel
Carol Muse
Heidi Myers
Mona Naffa
Marilyn Nagel
Aws Nashef
Tye Nelepka
Ken Nelson
fatherine Nevo
5§111e Newcombe
ances Newhouse
xgrgil Nickell
Carl Nicolari
san Norton
Clark Norwood
ge¢anette Norwood
Henry R. Nunez
Leonard Olds
Toni Ormsted
denny oOwens
Gwen Ozmen
Reped Palmer
Ramona Parkinson
Linda L. Parks
Perry Parks
Joy Pate
Russ Pate
Bmy Patrick
Merilee Paulson
Andrew J. Peat
James Perkins
Jay Perlin
Donn Peters
Gary Peters
Maggie Peters
Cecllia Pfenning
Jeffrey Ian Pheffer
Ellen Phillips
Carla Pike
David M. Pittman
Karen D. Place
Jan Pope
Willa Porter
Jonathan Potts
Doris Prendergast
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Adele Prepas
Dana Preston
Sarah Quast
Beth Raff
Doug Raff
Jack Rand
Carole Reed
Burmah Reese
Ida Reese
Seldon Reese
Robert L. Reeves
Wendy Rene Reichman
Eaton Reid
Krista Reid
Richard M. Reinsch
Frank Ricchiazzi
Jill Richards
ggmes Righeimer
bert Roberson
ames Roberts
eff Roberts
Rr. William B. Roberts
Lucie Robitaille
€raig Rogers
Robert Reed Rogers
dsnet Rohn
Jon Romans
Patti Root
Shane W. Roper
Claire Rosenberg
Gayle Rosenberg
fvan Rosenberg
Nathan Rosenberg
Ron Rosenberg
Mr. Albert Rosenhaus
Sharon Rosenhaus
rian J. Rotchford
ichard Royce
Peter Ruddock
Jean Rudoni
Ava Russell
David Ryden
Julian Ryder -
Zachary H. Sacks
Laurel Sagen
Laurel Sager
Billy Sahm
Jerry Samet
Kathy Sandoval
Phyllis Sarvak
Ed Schenet
Carrie Schmaggin
Douglas Schmit
Neil Schneider
Vita Schneider
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Eric Schooler
Kai Schorr
Patricia D. Scuddor
Diane Seaberg
Barbara Seoane
Judith Service
Tom Sewell
Elizabeth Shanker
Naresh K. Sharma, M.D.
Brian Shaw
Keith Shillington
Teena Shoobs
Herbert B. Shor
David W. Shores
Mike Shortridge
Michael Shugrue
Jeffrey Simons

ike Skillman

tta Slebioda

lise Slifkin-McClure

oy Sloan
Reter Sloan
Tom Slossth

aig Smi
gguglas Smith
Gienn Smith
John Smith
Kirsten Smith
Melinda Smith
Thomas J. Solomon
Maile Souza
Tasey Spencer
Jack Spicer
Charlene Spillum
Margo Spiritus
Paul Spittler

eri Stafford

raig Stevens
Harvey Stone
Michael Stone
Jay Stout
Diane Stovall
Channing Stowell
Don Stratton
Arthur M. Strauss, D.D.S.
Beth Stubbs
Holly Sullivan
Kirk Summers
Robert Sundance
William Swarts
Ann Sween
Terence M. Sweeney
Linda Swisher
Andrea Tabler
Paul Tatum
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Donald Taub
Mrs. Isabel Taylor
Linda Taylor
Ronald Taylor
David Templeton
Page Winslow Thibodeaux
Scott Thompson
Shane Tiernan
Leslie J. Toth
Walter Trant
Adam Traub )
Joe Trgo
Sharon Trujillo
James Tsutsui, Jr.
James Tsutsui, Sr.
Richard Tucker
Thomas E. Tucker

b Turbow

e Urwin
Hedy Vahid
John G. Valentine
Jdohn Vanarelli
Mark Vance
Peter Vasilovich
Tom Velte
Danielle Villicana
Carrie Von Hemert
Joyce Waddell
Joann Wagnon
R2byn Waid
Tulla Waldron
Alan Wall
Terry Wall
Etric wWalls
Michel-Ann Walters
Evelyn Walton

oris Warr

eorge Watson III
Laurel Watson
Kathleen Ann Watts
Susan Watts
Richard Webster
Jean Wegener
Arlene Weiner
Hugo Weinstein
Cathrine Weiss
Patricia Weller
David Welsch
Laura Welsch
Lloyd G. Wentworth
Sharon Wentworth
Alexander Wentzel
Amybeth West
Clarissa I. Whitney
Anthony E. Wieczorek
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Cheryl Williamson
cinda wWilliamson
Guy Williamson i
Joanne Williamson
Larry Williamson
Daryl Wilson
Jed Wiltchik
Lia Wong
Miles Wood
Krista Woods
Bonnie Wright
Marshall Wright
Randy Wright
Barbara Yanchas
Patrick Yoon
Gail York
Gene York

elix Yorke

vid Yost

oy Young

ancy Young
Agron Zaffron
Lino Zambrano

. Hector Zayas-Bazan
Marisha Zeffer
Rick Zeller
Nickie Zepeda
6reg Ziencina
Bob Zierten

0.00




" 'DAVID WAYNE -
public affaits Opubh relations

campaign consulting @ fuhdrll!hs

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER (AS” & 9 VOR 88
CLIENT: /05"4/6"‘” Epf GMI‘”

PROJECT: go4s 7 ete Consvermvs; direar Mace vome musarrny

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount
</;/w MM(_- ” 4/‘ 26D, eo
2ok “Cow rs wnr/ ’ :

:(’"”*"’3 é,#éa oo

i)

rocessin
sl “r | 435 o0

OUS Posmge J, s oy

< vV
Lrewtwe \@ 3, 90, 00
VL LT % 30090

%l&-*\ﬁ 7M &Lj\ 5 o0 19O
CoOr Fsnarron
3 oV, 09

ON OR BEFORE

MAKE CHECK(S)PAYBLE TO: Qawid Vaporcan
=) DCa:i g WAZ;,.QWMUIWM

IOy (Seviie BLid.
Tosmn, G. FR600

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOV;I;I TOTAL orﬂé,_ZéZN




DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATIONS
public affairs ® pisbllc‘uht‘lom‘
campaign consulting ® fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0321NORS8

CLIENT: pogenberg For Congress

PROJECT: political consutiing: direct mail voter marketing

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.
Item Rate or Amount

direct mail 0321NOR88 '"Puff" $23,363.29
82K

p dnting 9,058.29

8

mail processing 1,435.00
Postage 8,282.00

creative (\\6\ 3,690.00

research Vv / 300.00
P
management 300.00

coordination/expedite 300.00

)
@
£

~

J 4 0

J

7

/

$11,522.65 Due 15 May 1988_'///

Balance “f $11,840.6§ Due 20 May 1988

e

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF. $23,363.29
ay
ON OR BEFORE—_—‘—— David Vaporean

MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO: David Wayne Communiations
18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tustin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




public affairs @ public rehdom
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER
QI2SNOREBY

CLIENT: NATHAN ROSENBERG FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
: CAMFAIGN MARKETING: DIRECT MAIL

PROJECT:

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount

CAMPAIGN MAIL PIECE #001
41K PCS.
"REAGAN-ROSENEERG HOLD THE LINE ON TAXES..."

RESEARCH

200.00

CREATIVE SERVICE FEE #1845. 00
COORDINAT ION/MANAGEMETN FEE £250.00
GRAPHIC ARTS/LAYOUT $250.00

TYFESET

$NC .

FRINTING: 11X17 ZCOLOR/Z ¥4558. 00

BINDRY

MATL FROCESS

FOSTAGE

DEL. IVERY

TARGET DATA:
ISETS41KERA

FREMIUMS

FNC
$707.25
$3485.00

$#50.00
HEV $553.50
VeESS5T. H0/8ET

,,}3/93/?/ /65
F M%WB"

-

PLEASE REMIT THE FO OWIN d
ON OR BEFORE

MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO.




" DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATIONS
public affairs ® public relatons
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0315NOR86

CLIENT:  yathan Rosenberg For Congress Commitee

PROJECT: political consulting: direct mail marketing

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount

direct mail marketing $10,325.00

ptinting 1,250.00
mail processing 794.00
postage 4,646.00
creative 2,070.00
research 300.00
management

coordination

list-data base

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF $10{325.
ON OR BEFORE 29 4pril 1988
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:

David Vapoeean
David Wayne Communications
18141 Irvine Blvd.

Tustin, Ca. 92680
THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATION
‘ public affairs ® public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

p gt
STATEMENT o, e

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER  0323N0R80

CLIENT:  «\THAN ROSENBERG FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE

PROJECT: :
CAMPAIGN MARKETING: TARGET DATA

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

item Rate or Amount

HPV DATA FILE 2 SETS $553.50 per set

41,000 HPV 100% FILE

2 SETS

CAR RT SRT

BY HOUSEHODD OR

CURRENT REGISTERED VOTER

totl. $1107.00
62 tax advanced 66.42

,\,\K\Té[

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF
ON OR BEFORE 23 Masch 1988
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:

bavid Vaporean
David Wayne Commu:

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




DAVID WAYNE COMMU NS
public affairs ® public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0302NIR8E

Rosenberg Canppign Committee
CLIENT: ' Sl <

PROJECT: 1issue specific survey preparation/~
research

The following charges represent time, material, and servi
to the client and project cited above.

item
base fee

advance database se

—— 3B/ —

PLEASE REMIT TL—!E,FOLLOWLN)G TOTAL OF__""
v "arch 1977
ONORBEFORE____— L
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO: gav%d vaporean
avid iayne Zomm
13141 Trvine Bydd
Tustin, Za. 92AR0

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!
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AVID WAYNE COMMUN
public affairs o publlc relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER (201N, 270

CLIENT: Rosenberg For Congress Committée
PROJECT: political affairs consultiag

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount
base service fee
retainer $3,200.00
advances: Iy
telephone Date Pald { 30.00
mileage Check # !2}5 ; 65.00 /
travel or entertainment 35.00 ?X

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF $3,330.00
ON OR BEFORgFebruary 1, 1988

MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:
David Vaporean
18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tustin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




DAVID WAYNE COMMUMICATION
public affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER  0104NOR80
CLIENT: Rosenberg For Congress Committee

PROJECT: political affairs consulting contract
The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

item Rate or Amount
base service retainer for January $3,200.00

expenses advanced:
none at this billing

Project AUTR. See (oone cuss
Account O WS w Jwe
Date Paid_//4, s‘gszoo--

Check#_/ 77 Auth=2/

———4$35200-00
PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF ___
ON OR BEFORE__January 4, 1988

MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:

David Vaporean
18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tustin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!
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N a0 S
Lol = > , 5P 415 New Jersey Ave . N W
:‘j/é/ /; ' A Washington. D.C. 20001
WD AT
J/ﬂ, - /3 00 : 202 - 638-161¢
H3¢.80

Capitol Hill

415 New Jersey Ave . NW
Washington D C 20001

<02 638-1616

_Capitol Hill

415 New Jersey Ave. N W
Washington D C 20001

202 638-1616
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public affairs ® public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER (0229NOR80

CL'ELNT: Nathan Rosenberg For Congress Committee

PROJECT: political affairs consulting

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

item Rate or Amount

base service fee March Retainer $3200.00
Washington, DC Lobbying

airfare rountrip from Orange County 379.00

hotel x 2 days 204.50
taxi and ground trans 31.50
meals 105.00
miscl. 45.00
Feb. Phone 150.00 -
|
Accoumt__— 1)
Date Paid_= ) q”D('p
=
Check #_LE2 G — Mth———

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF _g4115. 90
ON OR BEFORE_1 March 1988
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:

David Vaporean

David Wayne Communications
18141 Irvine Blvd.

Tustin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!

l
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DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATION
public affairs ® public relations
campaign consulting ® fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0406NORSS

CLIENT: Rosenberg For Congress
political consulting
PROJECT: direct mail voter marketing

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

item Rate or Amount
direct mail 0406NORSS $21,595.34

printing 7,288.34
mail processing 1,435.00
Postage 8,282.00
creative 3,690.00
research 900.00
management 300.00
coordination/expediting 300.00

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF__$21,595.34
ON OR BEFORE__!> May 1988

MAKE CHECK(S) pAYBLE TO David Vaporean
David Wayne Communications
18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tustin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




DAVID WAYNE COMMU! |
public affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

- STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER g O / VM £ 7[

CUeNT: Kosen bery for ongress
PROJECT: /d(./ rical Q,\/Syg,fh.p ¢ rractmaid p hfﬂo-d’w;'.

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

item Rate or Amount \ |
W)/;Ac:(/o" meas C §/ \\%\\
ot &}\

= “ Pe41+r0Mers "

et L p e ctss g 0. 00
iV,; i e SA&.2Y

- —

-

o Své dornc IR S, 00

<

o)
O/’/taf wiy €
o MWK
c/laun:, avld— M‘US/M/”- "

ML procsemy Ve L X
VS pos7ag < /’45,,,00
%:t:vﬁ/ef A 95 - 00

Coord, Zf:rhon/

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWIN );'OTAL OF, 0

ON OR BEFORE e /%

MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO: Zawr ¢
< v
18rsy Llvine &

Tosrn, G FRé8o
THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




DAVID WAYNE COMMUNI |
~ public affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting ® fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0601NORSL

CLIENT: Rosenberg Por Congress

PROJECT: political consulting

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount
<r base service fee June $3,200.00
(2.0
phone ¢
)
(@) travel ¢
o mileage 100.00

entertainment \) 40.00

9 0 03450
e
\‘/2

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF $3,340.00
ON OR BEFORE_20 May 1988

MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO David Vaporean
David Wayne Communciations
18141 Irviea Blvd.
Testin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




* DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATIONS
public affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER (D4 ([, A)OR§ | =B "4bo on"
CLIENT: Qosmb@,? .Q (‘ev\b, veds
PROJECT: (O tTICAL ConsulLT: " S e eV iMoN T Uoer e K@ﬁ;}

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

item Rate or Amount

QJIM Mo L Yoren W\vkﬁ’f‘ ”A94 S ro I #! ll 31S, gb
— A0 on 5

o

'0“"‘*"\},» 351200 //
Muic Processin 4 ’:&
r 9172, sO %V \%

UbPOmve, I{/L{/, Q0
Creative \845". 0o (/

rd

o)
4’—)
(D)
o

J 40

J

Zco OO

2C0. 00

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF_// 3/$,
ON OR BEFOREXY /) \ d
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:  Dow 1d U porean
D d Wearmqne @ -
841 Tevinve &g
TUSTM . . Ca s 9)—‘696
THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!
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DAVID WAYNE COMMUNICATIONS
public affairs e public relations
campaign consulting ® fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER Q{ d 17//V m f/
CLIENT: 6$c"iﬁb€/5{ @" ('90/)5(‘& ¢S

PROJECT: ?outlux(. ConsucTing Jleset mec Vblermr/(eﬁng_

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

item Rate or Amount

Tmes! #1483 6
&2\ ‘
Pmmmg #S 146, LY

MatC Pr“oc,ess.ntd. \, 435 00

(VAN Posrtkae_ 29200
CPQOA-\V&, 3, 690 « 00
Research

W na c{emen{-
CoCr ks o

3 0000
200 U
Sooeo

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF #1(7. 4S 3, ey
ON OR BEFORE 1S MKy X7
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO: (el \ \)mpo»ecm
i ‘\)\({ ( ANE
LRy Tetwe Gy
Tustin 1RO
THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!
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' DAVID WAYNE COMM

public affairs @ pubhc rehtlum
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER  0501HOR8S.

CLIENT: Rosenberg For Congress

PROJECT:
< political consulting: direct mail voter marketing

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount

direct mail 0501NOR85 ''Fed Rpt" $24,804.40

p dnting 10,497.40

1,435.00
mail processing fix282xf
Postage 8,282.00
creative 3,690.00
research . 300.00

management 300.00

fal

coordination/expediting {l / ~300.00

50% Due 15 May $12,402.20 -ﬁé
Balance Due 20 May §12,402.2Q__ . h) \

7

PLEASE REMIT THE FOL&.OWING TOTAL OF _$24,804.40
ON OR BEFORE_°
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO David Vaporean

David Wayne Communications
18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tustin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




DAVID WAYNE CO |
public affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0501NOR80

CLIENT: Rosenberg For Congress Commitee

PROJECT: political affairs consulting

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

item Rate or Amount

base service fee $3200.00
travel ]
entertainment $100.00

mileage $50.00

ng
// N&\%/

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF__$3,350.00
ON OR BEFORE_20_April 1988
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO: payi4 vaporean

David Wayne Communications
18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tustin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




DAVID WAYNE COMMURICATIONS
public affairs @ public relations
campeign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 043030885
CLIENT: NATHAN ROSENBERG FOR CONGRESS COMMITEE

PROJECT: political consulting: direct mail marketing

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount

direct mail marketing ''Book" $31,930.00

D
printing 7,100.00

mail processing 9,020.00 Egg?‘
postage ($.48/1b.) 10,100.00

creative 3,690.00

research 300.00
management 300.00
coordination 300.00 .

list (1,200.00)

35

$15,405.00 50% due 6 May 1988~
$15.405.00 50% due 9 May 1988

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF _$30,810.00
ON OR BEFORE_9 May 1988

MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:

David Vaporean
David Wayne Communication
230 £. 17th Street

Costa Mesa, Ca. 92627
THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!
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pubiic affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0424N0R86

CLIENT:

Rosenberg For Congress

PROJECT: political consulting: direct mail voter markettng

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item

direct mail 0424NOR86 ‘“Seniors"
11K

printing

mail processing

Postage

creative

research

management

coordination/expedléing__,,z/’ﬁy/

Rate or Amount

$3,719.96
fSdxTk x40

1,021.46
192.50
1,111.00
495.00
300+00
300.00

300.00

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF __¢3 71596

ON OR BEFORE 20 May 1988
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:

David Vaporean

David Wayne Communications
18141 Irvine Blvd.

Tustin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!
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public affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

" BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0416NORS2

CLIENT: Rosenberg For Congress

PROJECT: political consulting: direct mail voter marketing

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount
direct mail 0416NOR82 "Who?" $11,639.13
printing 3,835.63
mail processing 917.50
Postage 4,141.00
Creative 1,845.00
research 300.00
management 300.00
coordination/expediting 300.00

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF $11,639.13
ON OR BEFORg_May 1988
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:  payid Vaporean

David Wayne Communications
18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tustin, Ca. 82680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!
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AVID WAYNE COMMBRICATIONS
public affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0416NORS1

CLIENT: Rosenberg For Congress

PROJECT: Ppolitical consulting: direct mail voter marketing

The following charges represent time, materiai, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount

direct mail 0416NOR8! "Has To..." $11,501.03

printing 3,697.53
mail processing 917.50

Postage 4,141.00
creative 1,845.00
research 300.00
management 300.00

coordigation/expediting 300.00

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF_$11,501.03
ON OR BEFORE__'> May 1988
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO David Vaporean

David Wayne Communications
18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tustin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




'DAVID WAYNE COMMSRICATIONS:
public affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting @ fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0405NOR83

CLIENT:  pogenberg For Congress

PROJECT: political consutting: direct mail voter marketing

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative
to the client and project cited above.

Item Rate or Amount

direct mail $10,979.43
3,175.93

printing Axxie

mail processing 917.50

Postage 4,141.00

Creative 1,845.00

research 300.00

management 300.00

<
~
20
)
O
)
O
<
D

coordination/expediting 300.00

9

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF_$10,979.43
ON OR BEFORE_!> May 1988
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO:  David Vaporean

David Wayne Communications

18141 Irvine Blvd.
Tugtin, Ca. 92680

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!
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public affairs @ public relations
campaign consulting e fundraising

STATEMENT

BILLING MEMORANDUM NUMBER 0401NORS0

CLIENT: NATHAN ROSENBERG FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE

PROJECT:  C\mATGN: POLITICAL AFPAIRS CONSULTING

The following charges represent time, material, and services rendered relative {
to the client and project cited above.

item Rate or Amount
BASE SRRVICE FEE $3200.00

entertainaent
phone

mileage

LESS ADVANCE CARRYOVER $1000.00

UN
Q

PLEASE REMIT THE FOLLOWING TOTAL OF
ON OR BEFORE_25 March 1988
MAKE CHECK(S) PAYBLE TO: 1,013 vaporean™

David Wayne Communications

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE OF SERVICE!




WHO IS THE REAL

CHRISTOPHER COX??

AND WHY HAS HE
" LIED TO GET YOUR
VOTE?!

PAID ~
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CNOW A CHRIS C

CHRISTOPHER COX HAS SPENT OVER $500,000 OF
VOTERS. READ THIS AND GET TO KNOW THE RE

UP UNTIL NOW CHRIS COX HAS TOLD YOU THAT HE
WAS A “CLOSE” ADVISOR TO THE PRESIDENT.

Official transcripts from court records (shown here) prove that
Chris Cox’s duties were limited to housekeeping chores and
clerk service, not at the White House, but at the office building
néxt to the White House.

N
In.an Orange County Meeting this year, President Reagan said,
“I%ion’t believe I know a Chris Cox...he claims to work for me?”

COX EVEN SAID HE HAS “WORKED” TO BUILD THE
REPUBLICAN PARTY. HE HAS ALSO TOLD YOUHE IS A
“QQNSERVATIVE” LEADER.

Official records dating back to 1984, which were provided by
the Orange County Registrar of Voters and the State of
Virginia—both places where Cox has lived in the past 4
years—prove without a shadow of a doubt that Chris Cox did
not vote for President Reagan in 1984. Further, Cox did not vote
to oppose Rose Bird in 1986, he did not vote to stop the $.01
sales tax increase in Orange County, and he has not voted on
one local issue in this county since 1984.
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“DX...HE CLAIWS TO WORK #OR ME?"

—President Ronald Reagan, Orange County, 1988

"EAST COAST MONEY TO TRICK GRANGE COUNTY
AL CHRIS COX, A CANDIDATE FOR CONGRESS?II

MAYBE CHRIS COX CAN'T TELL THE DIFFERENCE
BETWEEN THE TRUTH AND A LIE ANYMORE. BECAUSE...

On top of all of this Chris Cox has, for profit, distributed Soviet
Communist propaganda to thousands of American school kids.
American kids who have had their minds impacted by the
cleverly crafted lies and distortions of the Soviet propaganda
machine.

THIS IS THE REAL CHRISTOPHER COX. HE IS NOT THE
PERSON HE HAS SPENT OVER $500,000 TO CONVINCE
YOU HE IS. HIS WHOLE LIFE IS A LIE.

THERE ARE 11 GOOD, DECENT CANDIDATES ON YOUR
BALLOT. EACH COULD DO A GOOD JOB AS YOUR
CONGRESSMAN.

THE DEMOCRAT PARTY IS HOPING YOU WILL VOTE FOR
CHRIS COX. |

ism for Failing to Vote
y California Primary

ON JUNE 7 CAREFULLY CONSIDER YOUR
REPUBLICAN VOTE!




7 5040 5008279 '
After an exhaustive investigation, careful revléw, and personal interviews wlih

each candidate, one Republican stood out among the field:
When the largest daily newspaper in California endorses a candidate for

Congress, you know they have checked out all the facts. The Los Angeles
Times is one of the most respected newspapers in the world.

They have endorsed Nathan Rosenberg to be our next U.S. Representative in
Congress.

.:
Nathan Rosenberg is endorsed for U.S. Representative by
over 5,000 Republicans. Not party bosses. Not special

interests. Just people like you and me.
We ask for y<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>