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*Editor& Publisher WOARRY DE YOUNG Author&Publisher
The Crucible of fine books
The Naturalist (De Young Press~3 ,~ ~ A ~ Jo and magazines

Environmentalist ______

P.O. BOX 7252 ~1~)

SPENCER, IOWA 51301-7252
C)August 17, 1988

-,

rn

Lawrence M. Noble, General Counsel
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington DC 20463

Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter constitutes a formal complaint in response to my
previous correspondence with your office and in mcordance
with your reply in your letter of August 10, 1988.

I comply with each paragraph of your letter as follows:
N

(1) This complaint is in writing.

(2) This complaint has been sworn to and notarized.

(3) My Full name and address is Garry De Young, 605
West 9th Stree'~ P.O. Box 7252, Spencer, lewa 51301-7252.

V

r (4) My formal complaint names Dave O'Brien, P0 Box 1076,Sioux City, Iowa 51102 and The Teamster's Union, address unknown.

(5) The source of my information is twofold: (A) An
article which appeared in the Soencer Daily Reporter for Saturday,
July 30, 1988 and (B) An article which appeared in the Des
Moines Register on Saturday, July 30, 1988. In addition,
since the date of my original letter, there has appeared a
report on the television erogram 60 Minutes which was aired
this past Sunday, August 14, 1~SS, a copy of which is included
with this letter.

(6) A clear and concise recitation of the facts ci.2~cribing
the violation of astatute or law over which the Commission
has jurisdiction follows:

I was a can dida~ for the United States House of
Representatives from this, the Sixth Congressional
District of Iowa in the Democratic Primary Election
which was held on June 7th. I was defeated in that
election by Daave O'Brien.

After the primary I went on vacation in Oregon.
Upon my return I had heard that the Teamster's Union
had been placed under the jurisdiction of a federal court
because of racketeering charges.

-1-



On July 30th I read in the newspaper about the
charges made by Repupblican incumbent Fred Graridy in
the attached newspaper articles.

It now becomes evident that Teamster's Union funds,
which apparently included funds received throucjh racket-
eering were given to Dave O'Brien and used to h( lp
defeat me in the June 7th Primary.

I am demanding that Dave O'Brien's name b remJoved
from the November general election ballot because of
these apparent illegalities.

I am requesting the Federal Election Commission
to conduct an investigation into all aspects of this
matter, including, but not limited to, the activities
of the Teamster's Union and also the role of the Roman
Catholic Church in the Sixth Congressional Distict Primary
and its role, if any, in the Teamster's Union.

(7) This formal complaint is accompanied by the following
supporting documentation:

(A) Newspaper article described above from the
Spencer Daily Reporter.

(B) Newspaper article described above from the
Des Moines Regiser.

(C) Videotape copy of the 60 Minutes Program described
above.

(8) I do not have a telephone at home. However, my
wife, Mary De Young, a supervisor for the Iowa Department
c~f Human ~aht~. Protective Services Division, in Spencer,
cnn be reached at (712) 262-5251 end can transmit any message
you miqht wish to convey.

S Inc rr

,. CU
Gerry Do Ycunc

NOTARI ZATION

I state that the above stator'~nts are true to the best
of my knowledge, have been made without coercion or intimidation,
were and are made under my own free will and not under any
du:essz, subject to the penalties of perjury.

Subs 21 ibed to and sworn before me on this 1 7th day of
.VJCTU7t, 1'8.

~ii~ci~ L KitO In
NOTARY

~ ~

I~.L



The Daily Reporter Spencer, Iowa Saturday, July 30, 1988

Sides trade
jabs over
6th District

Rhetoric and press releases are
flying in the race for Iowa's 6th
District congressional seat.

The position, held by first-tenn
Republican Rep. Fed Grandy, is
being sought by Democratic candi-
date David O'Brien.

Each camp is now accusing the
other of violating federal election
laws.

Democrats charged Grandy with
illegally accepting $11,550 in
corporate contributions, saying
he's guilty of "sloppy bookkeep-
ing or complete ignorance of
campajgn finance law."

Republicans said O'Brien
"seems to be taking ethics lessons
from Speaker Jim Wright" and
failed to report on time $8,000 in
contributions from big labor
groups.

Wright, D-Texas, is under
investigation by the House Ethics
Committee for a series of financial
deals.

The exchange underscores the
seriousness both parties are attach-
ing to die 6th District race.

Iowa~ Republican Chairman
Michael Mahaffey started the
exchange when he issued a state-
ment Thursday accusing O'Brien
of failing to immediately report
contributions of more than $1,000
from the United Auto Workers,
Teamsters and American Federa-
tion of Stat~, County and Munici-
pal Employees. Federal election
law requires that big contributions
coming just ~fore an election be
reported im~ ~rdiawly.

"The public had a right to know
about those contributions before
the prirnazy election," said Mahaf-
fey. "That's why the law is there."

Iowa Democratic Chairman
Bonnie Campbell fired back,
saying Republicans "may have
thrown one too many stones in
their political glass house."

She said Grandy's financial
disclosure forms showed $11,550
in contributions from 23 corpora-
tions and organizations, contribu-
tions which are banned by federal
election laws.

While it's Icgal to accept contn-
butions from political action
committees affiliated with those
groups, the disclosure forms don't
show that, she said.

"The lowa Democratic Party is
calling on the Grandy campaign to
take the appropriate action with the
Federal Election Commission to
clear up the questions of illegality,
and publicly explain why it
happened," she said.

Grandy aides said the contribu-
tions came from PACs, but were
incorrectly listed on the disclosure
forms. They said the FEC has been
notified the PAC designation was
"regretfully omitted" from the
disclosure forms and has acknow-
ledged the correction.

O'Bricn has said the delay in
reporting was an oversight.

As a treshman congressman
facing his first re-election bid,
Grandy is certain to get heavy
attention from Democrats this
year. Incumbent congressmen are
far more vulnerable in their early
terms, before they can build name
recognition and political alle-
giances which make veterans
virtually unbeatable.

All six Iowa congressmen are
seeking another term, with Grandy
and freshman 3rd District Demo-
cratic Rep. David Nagle facing the
most serious challenges.



Saturday, July 30, 1988 U THE DES MOINES REGISTER I 3A

Candidates'
camps trade
accusations
By TIW £seeiesg Pys~

The race for western Iowa's 6thDistrict seat in Congress began toheat up Friday with each camp ac-cusing the other of violating federal
election laws.

Democrats charged first-term Re-publican Representativ~ FredGrandy with illegally accepting$11,550 in corporate contributions
and said he is gwlty of 'sloppy book-keeping or complete ignorance ofcampaign finance law."

Republicans said Democratic can-didate David O'Brien of Sioux City"seems to be taking ethics lessonsfrom Speaker Jim Wright" and failedto report on time saooo in contribu-
tions from labor groups.

Wright, a Texas Democrat, is underinvestigation by the House EthicsCommittee for his financial deals.
The exchange between the Grandyand O'Brien campaigns underscores

the seriousness both parties attach to
the 6Ua District race.

Iowa Republican Party Chairman
Michael Mahaffey started the ex-change when he issued a statement
accusing O'Brien of failing to imme-
diately report contributions of morethan $1,000 from the United AutoWorkers, Teamsters union and theAmerican Federation of SLate, Coun-
ty and Municipal Employees.

Federal law requires that largecontributions coming Just before anelection be reported immediately.
The public had a right to knowabout those contributions before theprimary election," said Mahaffey.

"That's why the law as there."

Iowa Democratic Party Chair9woman Bonnie Campbell pointed outthat Grandy's financial danclosur.
forms showed $11,650 in contribu.
tions from ~13 corporations and orga,nazations - gifts that are banned byfederal election laws, While it is legalto accept contributions from politicalaction committees affiliated withthose groups, the disclosure forms do
not show that, she said.

"The Iowa Democratic Party iscalling on the Grandy campaign totake the appropriate action with theFederal Election Commission toclear up the questions of illegalityand publicly explain why it hap.
pened,' she said.

Grandy aides said the contributionscame from political committees butwere Incorrectly listed on the disclo-sure forms. They said the FederalElection Commission has been noti-
fied of the omission.

O'Brien said the delay in reportinghis contributions was an oversight.
As a freshman congressman facinghis first re-election bid, Grandy Iscertain to get considerable attention

from Democrats this year. Incum-bent congressmen are more vulnera-ble in their early terms, before theycan build name recognition and polit-ical allegiances that make veterans
difficult to beat

All six Iowa congressmen are seek-ing re-election in the Nov. 8 election,
with Grandy and freshman 3rd Dis-
trict Democrat David Nagle facing
the mobt serious challenges.
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Iowa politics begin heating up
By Harrisem Weber

DES MOINES (INA) - Iowa
politics are starting to sizzle.

Republican State Chairman
Michael Mahaffey is calling upon
five top Iowa Democrats to return or
place in escrow campaign con-
tributions they have received from
DRIVE, a political action committee
of the International Brotherhoods of
Teamsters.

Mahaffey, in a written statement,
said the five Democrats should take
this action "until possible links
between the funds and organized
crime have been resolved."

The five are U.S. Senator Tom
Harkin, Third District Congressman
Dave Nagle, and three Democratic
congressional candidates.

"1 think it is a low blow to assume
that every person who belongs to the
Teamsters is somehow connected to
the mob. That is not correct," said
Bonnie Capbell, the Democratic
State Chair.

"No one I know," Campbell
continued, "Has suggested that
there is any fraud or underworld
connections with respect to the link
between individual Teamster
members and DRIVE, their politwal
action committee.

She said the decision to return the
money "clearly rests" with the
candidates. "1 personally would not
feel compelled to return the money
unless someone just felt the need to
do that."

Mahaffey said Federal Election
Commission records show that
several Iowa Democrats have
recently accepted DRIVE PAC
funds for their campaigns including
Harkin, 82,000; Nagle, $6,000;
Congressional candidates Dave
O'Brien, Sioux City, ~'500; Eugene
Freund, Council Bluffs, $5,000; and
Eric Taboi-, Baldwin, $5,000.

The GOP chairman said he
believes the Democrats should
return the funds to the PAC or place
the money in an escrow account "in
light of a racketeering suit which
has been filed against the giant
union by the U.S. Juatice Depart-
ment.

Mahaffey said these allegations
raise "serious questions" about the
sources of DRIVE PAC funding.
"While we wait for the lqal prows
to function as it should, we are
calling upon Iowa officeholders and
candidates to return, or at least
place in escrow, these contributions
they have accepted from DRIVE."

The republican chairman said the
civil suit filed late last month seeks
to force the Teamsters to tan-
porarily relinquish control of its 7
union "because it is said to be rim by
organized crime."

The U.S. Justice Department
alleges that "organized crime has
deprived union members of their
rights through a pattern of
racketeering that includes 20
murders, a number of shootings,
bombings, beatings, a campaign of
fear, extortion and theft ... "

Mahaffey said until these matters
have been resolved and the mem-
bers of the Teamsters Union have
been assured that they once again
have a voice in a dernocratically.ri.m
union, "there will be questions in
people's minds about DRIVE PAC
money.

"I think the people of Iowa will
respect politicians who don't use
campiagn contributions from such
questionable sources," he said.

Mahaffey also pointed out that
records filed with the FEC in
Washington show none of Iowa's
Republican Congressmen or GOP
Congressional candidates have
accepted PAC funds from the

DRIVE committee.
Money contributed to DRIVE Is

the result of individual contributions
by hundreds of thousands of
munben of the Teamsters Union,
Campbell said.

"I don't think you can assimie that
if a handful of people In the Team.
stems leadership are In fact somehow
connected to organized crime that
everyone who drives a truck and
belongs to the Teamsters Union is
therefore tied to the isidaworid.
That is not a correct assumption,"
she added.
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~NATIONAL NEWS

Teamster VP ousts
Presser's chosen heir
By HENRY WEINSTEIN
(~ 19U L~ M61 Th~wi

WASHINGTON, DC. - William
McCarthy, a regional Teamster lead-
er, was elected Friday t3 be the

union's new leader,
defeating the heir
chosen by JackieV Presser, who died a

eek ago.
McCarthy nar-

defeated
eldon Mathas, theb~ j~7wlY

nion's secretary-
reasurer, whomPresser had named

JACKIE interim president
PRESSER on May 4. McCar-

thy had been considered a long shot
just a few days ago, but he gained
support throughout the week.

*This is a very happy event in my
life, being elected president of the
union I've been in for so long," the
crusty. 68-year-old Bostonian said at
a news conference. 'This is a heavy
responsibility I have no illusions
about how tough the job will be." Mc-
Carthy had been the top Teamster
leader in New England for the last
two decades. serving as one of the
union's regional vice presidents
Union Faces Suit

McCarthy's selection came at a
crucial time for the 1.6 million-mem-
ber union. The Department of Justice.
in a suit filed under the federal Rack-
eteer Influenced and Corrupt Organi-
zations Act. is seeking to put the union
in trusteeship and oust all the mem-
bers of the executive board until
free and fair elections" of new off i-

cers can be held.
The suit alleges that such a drastic

remedy is needed because the union
has been dominated by organized
crime for decades.

McCarthy said Friday that the law-
suit contains "a lot of innuendoes."
He predicted that if U.S. District

a ~

4" ; t1.i~'

I
.~ a

- ~'~v a
William McCarthy
Derides U.S. swt against unioii

Judge David Edelstein. who is presid-
ing over the case in New York, "hears
our side, we'll come out just as clear
as we have been."
Intense Lobbying

Frida vs close vote climaxed an in-
tense week of lobbying by Teamsters
board members, union lawyers and
Teamster officials from around the
country Jobs and other inducements
were offered to hoard members to
gain their support, according to sev-
eral board members.

Mathis, who retains his job as
secretary-treasurer. said he was dis-
appointed but added that he had "no
bitter feelings." He acknowledged
that there's a difference of opinion"
within the board, but he quickly
added, "We're not having a revolu-
tion."

McCarthy, thin and white-haired, is
scheduled to finish Presser's term,
which runs until June 1991.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463 August 22, 1.988

Mcii. TreaSL1r~E~
~ t~LItO Wor.ers Yc1jn~ary

~n..xuty ~ ~-o4~rarn
~,:y ~e~ferscn

- - ~ ~... %E~. ~e Feceral Eit~m ~ r'e~'.~e.

- _ _ ~ -~ ~r~- ~ ~ j'~' .. ~TI

- -. Ar~' ~r- ~ ~ ~-~c 4'~Lt, as tr-eaEurer, v:z~.'~ ~
~-'' Y-.-~r? ~2-'- r~- ~ ~-~r'-~- ____ ,~ .'-

--- -
,,.-.~'--, ,-,~-- - ~ 9 -~'~ ='.~

~c; -~ ~ ~-~:er ~ue t: E~rn1rllst'~t2 ~e :7'E.~h.t.

:at>~ns ~ - -:t r~ee: :~t~:r~ ~::-:ea
~C -..-- ,~

~-

~e ~~.:>~rs ~re -C: ~
e ~-~: the -K~Le :~sec~.

-~ - -- -~,= -~

- ;-~~ -

4-~-~

~a~e ,~: riot ~-.es~t~e t~ ~a2J me

La~-~rence M. No~ie
~enera~.

?~urse2

~ssociate Genera £c~nse

zpi ~i- Compiaant
~o~v c~ Letter to Compla:nant



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463 August 22, 1988

~~:ert Jar~E, Tr~eL~SL~rC'~'
~tcrno~ie G1~1~ O Michi~ar

1 Auto C~b ~

-' -- c~z

* .:~rc::...e -4: ~-

* -- , --- *.~*=--'

-, C

* the ~ E.e~.

t:cn ~ - 1 , as
let ~e'-. :~-e

1~. ~ ~

- . j~. .~ z..ezt::r's. ~eEE2 ~ t.z

~eneral CzuflSA~

3w: ,~s s.,. L..err~ r
*.s,~c2ate 9ene"',~K ~ursel

c4 letter



S

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

August 29, 1988

Mr. Garry De Young
P0 Box 7252
Spencer, I~ 51301-7252

RE: MUR 2676

Dear' Mr. De Young:

This letter acknowledges receipt of your complaint, received
On ~u9ust 22, 1988, alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaiqn .~ct of 1971, as amended (the "oct"), by Dave
QBr:en For Congress, Dave O'Brien, and the International
Erctherhood Of Teamsters. The respondents will be notified of
t'us com~iaint within five days.

Y: dill be n~ti+1ec as soon as the FeceraJ. Election Commis-
s~or ta~.es ':nal action on your complaint. Should you receive
~nv additional ~n~ormation in this matter, please forward it to
the 7 ~ ~ x~e oi the 3eneral Counsel. Such ir-forrnation must be

tz t~ e same E~~Gr' as the -u-a :o~1.e~t. WE~ ~:avC
e~e~ this matte~ MLJ~ 2676. Ple~e '-efe~ to this nurr~oe~ in

a~ *uture :orresponderce. For your ~nfcrmat:onq we have at-
ta~ed a brief ~esc~-i~tion of the Commission's procedures for
ba-~1in~ complaints. If you have any questions, please contact
Retha Dixon, Docket Cnie{, at (202) 376-3110.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

I

By: Lois G. L rner
Associate General Counsel

Er~c losure
F roc edu res

A



FEDERAL EIECTION COMMISSION
WASI-IINCTON. 14C 20463 ~ 29, 1988

Dave O'Brien For Congress
P0 Box 1076
Sioux City, IA 51102

RE: MUR 2676

Dave O'Brien For
Congress

Gentlemen:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
- 3:~e9es that Dave O~Brien For Congress may have violated the

F eral Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A
i of "'e complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter

MLr . Please refer to this number in all future
cor~ ence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
v writing that no action should be taken against Dave O'Brien ~orCon~-ess ~n this . atter. Flease submit any 'actual or leQel

ma~eriais which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
ana1V5~S of this matter. Where appropriate, statements snoulc be
submitted under oath. 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 wit?~in 15
days, t~e Commission may take further action based on the avail-
able information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
tion 4379(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 ~ompletir-ig 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.



If you have any questions, please contact Michael Marinelli,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
COmmission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

By: Lois 6. Lerner
Assoc eneral Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint

d%~J 2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

cc: Mr. I~vid O'Bri~i
2315 Wall Str~t
Sioux City, IA 51105

2i



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTOPI. DC. 20463 August 29, 1988

International Brotherhood
Of Teamsters

25 Louisiana avenue, NW
Washin9ton, DC 20001

F:E: tbILJR 2676
International E'rotherhood
Of Teamsters

Gentlemen:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alle9es that the Inte.~national Brotherhood Of Teamsters may have
violated the Federal Election Campai91~ ~ct of 1971, as amended
(the "~:t"). ~ cony of the complaint is enclcsed. We have fl~tm-
bered '~is ~natter ~'1LiR 2676. Please re~er to th~s number in all
~utLIre correspondence.

Under the oct, you have the opportunity to demonstrate :n
~-: zinc that no action should be ta::en ~ajnst the t~t'~atisr~

~~her~hood Of Teamsters in this matter. Please SU~rni; ~ny i~c-
tual or le3aI *T~aterials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, state-
ments sroAd be suomitted under oath. Your response. which
should bF addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be sub-
mitted w~ Thin 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response
~s received within 15 days, the Commission may take further ac-
t'.on baseci on tne available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
'ion 437~(a)(4)(B) and Section 4~79(a) (12) (A) of Title 2 unless
you notify the Commission in writin9 that you wish the matter to
be made puolic. If you intend to be represented by counsel in
this matter, please advise the Commission by completin9 the
enclosed form statin9 the name, address, and telephone number of
such counsel, and authorizinS such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact Michael Marinelli,
the attorney assl9ned to this matter, at (202) ~7~B200. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commissions procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

c~d~ ~
By: Lois G. Lbrner

Associate General Counsel

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



Editor & Publisher
The Crucible
The Naturalist

* MARRY DE YOUi
(De Young Press)

GQ~c~ KI)
Author & Publisher
of tine books
and magazines

Environmentalist
P.O. BOX 7252

SPENCER, IOWA 51301-7252
September 2, 1988

Lawrence E. Noble, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington DC 20463

REFERENCE: NO. MUR 2676

SUBJECT: Supplemsntal Background Material

Enclosed are three tape recordings: KDCR Interivew
and The Human Environment; John Day Fossil Beds; and The
Lens of Life and Other Poems.

Also enclosed are: A copy of The Silence of the"Good" People and the following copies of self-explantory
sections of lawsuits now in the Clay County District Court
and the United States Supreme Court as well as before
the United States District Court.

As I gather other material which I think may be ofhelp to you in formulating background and otherwise, I
will send it to you.

Sincerely,

~
G3rrv De Young

-3

7-,

I

C4,



NEWS RIkSE - IIKMEDTA ~2E RIIIEA* R
GARRY DE YOUNG ~ I

DEMOCRAT
FOR

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES _

P.O. BOX 7252
SPENCER, IOWA 51301
December 19, 1987

FLDERAI~ COURf LL&'JS IOWA PUBLIC TYLEVISION THIRTY DAYS

IN Di~ YOUNG DISCRIbI1NATTON CASE

SIi'ThCER, IOd~~ - 7ederal Judge Donald O'Brien has
ordered Iowa Public Television to respond to four Kuestions

within thirty days in The lawsuit brought by G rry De Young

in 1~84 when he wcis denied his right to participate in the

so-called "Harkin-Jep~en senatorial debates."

The 2uestions the Court has asked are:
1. Iowa Public Television is regulated by the State

of Iowa.
2. Does Iowa public Television receive public funds

from the state of Iow&<
5. ~hat i~ tnc function of Iowa Public Television?
4. Is there C: ~ymbioLic reThtion~hip between Iowa

Public Television ~nd twe State of Iowa*:'

~e Y~unr asserta th .t since public Lundint supports
Iowa Public Television that tt~i~; constitutes a colorable
action and for tr~at reason he w~s entitled to participate
in me aebtes s.s full, first class legal candidate, which

r~ ~naeec w.~s.

Ic Youn~ fu:':ner c~ntends that devices used to

circumvent this riht constitutes a oubterfu~e and is
inherently discrIminatory.

~.i th~ feder~i court upholds tnis discriminatory
practice Pc Young will appeal to the dth Circuit Court of

Appeals and then to th~ United States Supreme Court.

~-. ~L "SE+

i-w
c.c
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GARRY DE YOUNG,

vs.

LARRY G. PATTEN

0 .0

l2O387DeMcM

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT F I L E 0
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ~ cart C~FF./WE~TERN DIV.

WESTERN DIVISION NORTHER~:?~RICTOP I~#A

~ 1~ 1987
) WIWAM,.

)
NO. C 86-4163

)
Executive ) ORDER

Director; JOHN C. WHITE,
Program Director; IOWA PUBLIC
TELEVISION; DEAN BORG;
IOWA PUBLIC BROADCASTING
NETWORK,

Defendants.

This matter is before the Court on defendants' resisted

motion to dismiss. Garry De Young has brought suit against Dean

Borg, a commentator on a program entitled "Iowa Press." He has

also brought suit against Larry G. Patten, John White &nd Iowa

Public Television. Patten and White are officials of Iowa Public

Television.

In his suit against Dean Borg, Mr. De Young alleges that he

was damaged because Dean Borg discussed debates between candidates

for the United States Senate and did not mention Mr. De Young's

name. Mr. De Young further alleges that this exclusion by Dean

Borg was a contributing factor to his loss of the subsequent

election. This Court finds that an analogy can be drawn between

Mr. De Young's case and Christian Populist Party v. Secretary of

State, 650 F. Supp. 1205 (E.D.Ark. 1987). In Christian Populist

Party, the disgruntled plaintiffs brought suit against--among



others--John R. Starr, editor of the Arkansas Democrat, because

Mr. Starr did not publish statements and news releases supplied by

the plaintiffs. The court stated: "There is no constitutional

right of a citizen to compel a newspaper to publish material which

that citizen deems 'newsworthy,' or which grants a citizen a right

to daiiiages ±f the newspaper chooses not to publish such material

when requested." 650 F. Supp. at 1213.

This Court finds that the same reasoning should apply to a

television news commentator. Newspaper editors and television

commentators need to have the freedom to decide what is "news"

without fear of government interference or suits brought by those

with a different conception of what the "news" should be. The

Court grants defendants' motion to dismiss as applied to Dean

Borg.

The second part of Mr. De Young's complaint is more trouble-

some. Mr. De Young alleges that Iowa Public Television through

its executive director, Larry G. Patten, and program director,

John White, excluded him from debates between two other senatorial

candidates. He alleges that this exclusion amounted to denial of

access to the public and manipulation of the political process.

He alleges that the defendants' actions caused him mental anguish.

The unique aspect of this charge is that this Court cannot find

another case where a plaintiff has sued a public broadcaster.

Suits of a similar nature have appeared in court, but they have

all involved private entities such as NBC, CBS or Turner Communi-

cations Corporation Network. See Belluso v. Turner Communications

Corp., 633 F. 2d 393 (5th Cir. 1980); Daly v. Columbia Broadcasting



System, Inc., 309 F. 2d 83 (7th Cir. 1962); Gordon v. National

Broadcasting Company, 287 F. Supp. 452 (S.D.N.Y. 1968).

The field of radio and television is regulated by United

States Code, Title 47. The United States Government issues

licenses to broadcasters and regulates their conduct. Title 47,

United States Cde, Section 315, specifically addresses equal

access to the media for candidates to public office. This statute

provides that broadcasters must afford equal opportunities to all

candidates for office. However, debates have been held to be an

exception to this statute. See Chisolm v. FCC, 538 F. 2d 349, 176

U. S. App. D. C. 1 (D.C.Cir.), cert. denied, 426 U. S. 880 (1976).

In Chisolm the court stated:

Debates between qualified political candidates initiated
by broadcast entities and candidates' press conferences
would be exempt from equal time requirements of this
chapter, provided they were covered live, based upon
good faith determination of licenses that they are
"bonafide news events" worthy of presentation, and
further provided that there is no evidence of broadcast
favoritism.

538 F. 2d at 349.

Chisoim seems to indicate that Mr. De Young might have

brought a cause of action alleging that the broadcasters did not

act in good faith and that there was evidence of favoritism;

however, this action would have been before the Federal Communica-

tions Commission, an administrative law body. The Congress has

provided in 47 C.F.R. ~ 1.41 and §§ 1.701-735 the method for

presenting claims of this kind.

The Court in Christian also faced the issue of a candidate

being excluded from a televised debate. In Christian the court

stated:



It has often been held that one wishing to assert a
claim that they have been injured by a broadcaster's
violation of the statute must initially seek relief from
the commission. "Indeed, the conmnission is the exclu-
sive primary forum in which alleged violations of the
Communications Act may be vindicated." [Citations
omitted.] In light of Mr. Forbes' failure to make any
showing that he has attempted to avail himself of
available administrative remedies, the court finds that
it lacks subject matter to adjudicate this matter.

650 F. Supp. at 1205.

This Court finds that it does not have subject matter

jurisdiction to entertain a claim by Mr. De Young involving denial

of equal access.

The Court. 5till finds it necessary to examine the question of

whether or not Iowa Public Broadvasting or Iowa Public Television

and its executives could be construed as acting under color of

state law for the purposes of sustaining a cause of action under

42 U.S.C. § 1983. As stated previously, this Court has been

unable to find any cases directly addressing this issue. However,

this Court finds that an analogy can be drawn between Iowa Public

Television and The Daily Nebraskan. In Sinn v. The Daily

Nebraskan, 829 F. 2d 662 (8th Cir. 1987), the court determined

that The Daily Nebraskan, a college student newspaper, was

independent from the state for purposes of a suit brought under

42 U.S.C. § 1983. The issue in Sinn was whether or not the

newspaper had a duty to publish want ads which expressed a sexual

orientation. In the original case before the district court,

Judge Warren Urbom concluded that: "The university, through a

variety of guidelines, policies and procedures, successfully

fostered and protected the newspaper's editorial independence and

that therefore, in the exercise of editorial discretion, The Daily



Nebraskan was distinguished from the state." 829 F. 2d at 633.

This Court also finds instructive the court's discussion in

Sinn of Rendell-Baker v. Kohn, 457 U. S. 830. 102 S. Ct. 2764, 73

L. Ed. 2d 418 (1982), and Blum V. Yaretsky, 457 U. S. 991, 102 S.

Ct. 2777, 73 L.. Ed. 2d 534 (1982), where the court stated:

"Those cases set out four factors as determinative of state

action: (1) extersive regulations, (2) receipt of public funds,

(3) type of function involved, and (4) presence of a symbiotic

relationship." (Citations omitted.) The Rendell-Baker court

pointed out that regulation and subsidization of an entity,

without more, do not create state action, but that the proper test

was, rather, whether the challenged action was "fairly attributable"

to the state. 829 F. 2d at 665.

Thus far this Court has determined that if Mr. De Young had a

cause of action based on the fairness doctrine, he should have

brought it in compliance with the regulations under 47 U.S.C. §

135. The Court does not have subject matter jurisdiction for

actions that should have been brought before an administrative

agency. This Court has also looked to the guidance provided by

the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals in Sinn; however, at this

time, this Court does not feel that defendants have offered enough

evidence to be granted a motion to dismiss in Mr. De Young's

action against Patten, White and Iowa Public Television.

Defendants further argue that the state law claim must be

dismissed on Eleventh Amendment grounds. The Eleventh Amendment

precludes federal court jurisdiction over suits against states or

state instrumentalities seeking to enforce state law. Pennhurst
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State School & Hospital v. Halderman, 465 U. S. 89, 106 (1984).

Thus, the initial question is whether Defendant Iowa Public Tele-

vision is a state instrumentality under the Eleventh Amendment.

In Gilliam v. City of Omaha, 524 F. 2d 1013, 1015 (8th Cir.

1975), the Eighth Circuit held:

(T]he Eleventh Amendment limits the jurisdiction of the
federal courts only as to suits against the state. It
is settled that a suit against a county, a municipality,
or other lesser governmental unit is not regarded as a
suit against a state within the meaning of the Eleventh
Amendment. Unless a political subdivision of the state
is simply the "arm or alter ego of the state", it may
sue and be sued pursuant to the same rules as any other
corporation.

Id. at 1015. Whether Iowa Public Television is a "lesser
V governmental unit(s)" is a factual question. At least one court

has held that this issue must be considered on a case-by-case

V basis. Soni v. Board of Trustees, 513 F. 2d 347, 352 (6th Cir.
1975), cert. denied, 426 U. S. 919 (1976).

Courts have utilized two tests in making this determination.

V The first test is whether the governmental unit has "substantial

functional autonomy." Gay Student Services v. Texas A & M

University, 612 F. 2d 160, 165 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 449 U. S.

1034 (1980). The second test is whether any monetary judgment

necessarily will be paid from the state treasury. Braderman v.

Pennsylvania Housing Finance Agency, 598 F. Supp. 834, 838-39 (D.

Pa. 1984). The Court does not believe it has enough evidence

before it to make this determination, and finds that this issue

would best be addressed by a motion for summary judgment.

The Court would entertain supplemental briefs from defendants

concerning whether:
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1. Iowa Public Television is regulated by the State of Iowa.

2. Does Iowa Public Television receive public funds from the

state of Iowa?

3. What is the function of Iowa Public Television?

4. Is there a symbiotic relationship between Iowa Public

Television and the State of Iowa?

If the defendants wish to file a brief addressing these

questions within thirty days of this order, the Court will

reconsider defendants' motion to dismiss.

IT IS ORDERED that defendants' motion to dismiss Defendant

Dean Borg is granted.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that defendants' motion to dismiss

Larry Patten, John White and Iowa Public Television is denied at

this time, but will be reconsidered if defendants file a brief as

stipulated in this order.

December L7. 1987.

(~. Donald E. O'Brien, Chief Judge
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

opies mailed by regular mail on December 18,1987 to:
~arry DeYoung; P0 Box 7252; Spencer. Iowa 51301-7252

.ynn N Walding; AAG; Administrative Law Division; Hoover State Office Building;
2nd Floor; Des Moines, Iowa 50319

De



June 21, 1968

Mr. Garry Do Young
P0 30K 7252
Spencer IA 51301-7252

Re: Garry Do Young.
v. Republican Party of Iowa et al.
No. 87-7211

Dear Mr. Do Young:

The petition for a writ of certiorari in the
above entitled case was docketed in this Court on
May 24, 1988 as No. 87-7211.

A form is enclosed for notifying opposing
counsel that the case was docketed.

Very truly yours.

Joseph F. Spaniol. Jr., Clerk

by

Ellen Brondfield
Assistant

Enclosures

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK

WASHINGTON. D. C. 20543



UTSTION pwl:ST'NTEI) ~ ~YL~L

1. The question presented for review concerns

redress in favor of the State of Iowa instead 
of to we

despite the tact that I am in fact the injured 
party.

2. 1 assert I should receive redresS for the

wrong done me as asserted by the Iowa Campaign pinance

Disclosure CommiSSion in its findings.
-------------

II~ THIS

SUih'A~. CuUU2 0' TUE UNITED STATES

CCTOBER TEEN, 1988

Garry fle youn
P3~7ITI O~ER,
v.

Republicon Party of..Iowa, Ft al.,
I{SS] 'ONflEI~T.

mm. a mininminminI UK a

PE'&ITIOi~ YOE ~IT OF CEUPIORARI TO THE UNITED

STATES CCTJT(T OF APFI~ADS FOR TIlE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

The petitioner, Garry De Young, respectfully 
requests

that a writ of certiOrnri issue to review thc ~udginent of the

United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit on

March 11, 1988.

A copy of the opinion by the Eighth Circuit is

attached as appendix.

I assert that because I am tne de-facto injured

party in this case, not the State of Iowa, that it is I

who should receive rearesa, not tt~e State of Iowa.
.C:: C RMcR;~RI SHcU:T) ~i. GE~T~T

Certicrar~ should be granted in this case because

it deals with di~orimniflatOrY practice by the Republican Party

against oe. AS ~. United States citizen guar~n teed protection

under the Fourteefltfl Amendment's e~ju~l protection clause I

bave been denied legal repreSent~tiofl and nave been denied

In porma Pau~eris Pro 3e status, all of which are necessary

for equal protect~Cfl.

~yt~fl7
P.O. Box 7252
Spencer, Iowa 51301-7252
(~o Telephone)
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IN ThE UNITED STATES DIYI1 RIC 'L' COURT

FOR TI11~ NORTHERND ))I~;TRICrT OF IOWA
WESTFRN DIVISION

GARRY DE YOUNG
P.O. BOX 7252 PETITION
SPE1~CER, IOWA 51301-7252

Plaintiff,
V.

Sandra Steinb3ch
Director of ~lections
Statehoww
Des Noine~3, iowa 50319

Le.Cendant.
------------------------------------------------------------

1. I, G rry De Youn~, Plaintiff in this case,

request permission to proceed in forina pauperis.
2. I have previou.sLy submitted to this court the

required affidavit of poverty and inability to pay the Lees

and costs. This is ~ matter of public record.

3. I am a citizen of the United States and hold

standing to sue before this Court.
4. This Court holds origina:]. jurisdiction of

Constitutional cuestions.
5. 2his conjaint concerns the signature re~:uirements

in order to gt~t on tne ballot as an Independent (no party

affiliation) candidate.

6. The re~.u.irements to file as an Independent are
3100 signatures.

7. The re~uirements to file as a Democratic candidate
are 640 signatures.

8. This violates my right to equal protection unoer

the Fourteenth .n~endment. See 440 U.S* 173 (1979)

9. This re~uirement violates the compelling interest

test in 440 U.S. 188.

10. I seek from this court an end to this

discriminatory practice favoring political parties.
11. I seek ~:1OOO0 in damages from the State of Iowa

for this discriminatory practice against me.

~A wC~
4$qf #V 8 IE~V4 SI



GARRY DE Author & Publisherof tin, books

(Do Young Press) and magazinOS

EnvirOflfllOfltatISt
P.O. BOX 7252

SPENCER, IOWA 51301.7252

August 25, 1988

~II

Clerk of Court

United States District Court

Room 300 - Federal Building

Sioux City, Iowa 51102

SUBJECT: Status of Petition relating to nominating

signatures

AttentiOn Deputy loch

Dear Deputy loch:

I am trying to keep my files 
in order and note

that no file number has been issued 
for the petition

I submitted on June 12th.

Would you kindly let me know the status on this?

Sinceely,

Garry De Young



IN THE UIJITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR TIW NORTHERND ])IL;TRICT O~' IOWA

WESTERN DIVISION

GARRY T~T~' YOUNG
P.O. BOX 7252 PETITION

* 2P~CFJ, IOWA 51301-7252
plaintiff.

* Sandra Steinbach
Director ol' Elections 6 ~ p
Stateho~~e
Des Moine~i, iowa 50319

Defendant.
--------------------------------------------- = - ~--------

-----------------------------

1. I, G rry Dc Youn~~, Plaintiff in this case,

request permission to proceed in forma pauperis.

2. I have previously submitted to this court the
required affidavit of poverty and inability to pay the fees

and costs. Thia is ~t matter of public record.
3. I am a citizen of the United States and bold

V standing to sue before this Court.

4. This Court holds original 3urisdiction of
Constitutional ciue~tions.

5. This complaint concerns the 2i~nnture re~juirements
V in order to get on the ballot as an Independent (no party

affiliation) candidate.
6. The requirements to file as an Independent are

3100 signatures.

7. The requirements tQ file as a Democratic candidate

are 640 signatures.
8. This violates my right to equal protection under

* tbe Fourteenth ~wendment. See 440 TJ.S* 175 (1979)

9. This requirement violates the compelling interest

test in 440 U.S. 188.

10. I seek from this court an end to this

discriminatory practice favoring political parties.

11. I seek ~1O,000 in damages from the State of Iowa

for tbio discriminatory practice against me.

* A

dJ~4 IV, sG.~4 JI



GARRY: DR N,
U C88 - 4040

vs
DAVE O'BRIEN AND
SANDRA STEINBACH,

Defendants.

ORDER(J Han): Clerk file Pltfs. petition w/out prepayment of a

filing fee. Action is dismissed as frivolous. (cma)

PETITION For Restraining Order.

JUDGMENT: Pltf. take nothinq and that the action be dismissed
as frivolous. (cma)

NOTICE OF APPEAL to Order in this case by Pltf.

ORDER From U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit: An Action

is legally frivolous if it is without arguab~-e merit. The Court

is satisfied that this appeal is without arguable merit and

therefore is dismissed under Eighth Circuit Rule 12(a).

-p

ar 21

.ar

lar

ar 28

run 23



PROCE

GARRY DE YOUNG plaintiff C88-4041

vs
BONNIE CAMPBELL and SANDRA STEINBACH

Defendants

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------988

Lr 21. 01 ORDER: (J) Clerk of Court file pltf s petition w/out prepayment 
of

Filing fee; action dismisSed as frivolous Ccma)

Lr 21 02 PETITION to Declare 1988 DemocratiC Caucus Results Null and Void and

to Declare the Iowa Democratic Caucus Process 
Unconstitutional by

pltf (c/r/r/r to pltf & regular mail to parties of record)

ir 21. 03 JUDGMENT: Pltf take nothing & action dismissed as frivolous (cma)

ir 28 04 NOTICE of Appeal by pltf (certified copies to 8th Circuit)

ne 24 05 ORDER: (8TH CIRCUIT) Court satisfied case w/out arguable 
merit &

therefore dismissed under 8th Circuit Rule 12(a)(atteSted 
copy)



1- ~0@
GARRY DR YOUNG,

Plaintiff. C88 - 4042

VS

BONNIE CAMPBELL ; SANDRA STRINBACHI DAVE O'BRIEN and
MICHAEL EARLL,

Defendants.

(J)ORDER: Clerk of Court file Pltf a petition w/out prepayment
of filing fee. Action Dismissed as frivolous. (cma)

PETITION To Declare Nominating Petition Procedures of Dave O'Brien and
Michael Earli Illegal and Invalid. (cma)

DEMAND For Subpoena of Nominating Petitions. (cma)

JUDGMENT: Pltf. take nothing and that the action be Dismissed
as frivolous. (cma)

/ I I
F,

lar 21

~Iar 21

~iar 21

M~r 21



A,
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(~RR-4fl43

1988

4ar 21

4ar 21

4ar 21

4ar 21

4ar 21
N
4ar 21

__ 4ar 21

.\.~r 21

q~~r 28

r~~~06

C ~e 24

C

C

~i GARRY DI YOUNG Plaintiff

01

02

03

04

05

06

07

08

09

10

VS C88-4043
LUCAS DI ROSTER; MIRE EARLL; and SANDRA
STEINBACH

Defendants
-------------------------------------------------------------

ORDER: (J) Clerk of Court file pltf s petition w/out prepayment of f iii
fee; action dismissed as frivolous (cma)

MOTION to Withdraw and Dismiss and to Expand to a Constitutional
Challenge by pltf

DEMAND for Subpoena of Documents Relating to Hatch Act Violations by

Micahel Earil by pltf

DOCUMENTS of Record by pltf

DOCUMENTS of Record by pltf

DOCUMENTS of Record by pltf

DOCUMENTS of Record by pltf

JUDG3~T: Pltf take nothing and action dismissed as frivolous (cma)

NOTICE of Appeal by pltf (certified copies to 8th circuit)

MAILED Entire to Eighth Circuit in St Louis, Missouri

ORDER (8TH CIRCUIT): Court staisfied case is w/out arguable merit &
therefore dismissed under 8th Circuit Rule 12(a)(attested copy)



blisher GARRY DE YOUNG Author & Publisher
ibis of fine books
relist (Do Young Pre~ ~) and magazines

Environmentalist
P.O. BOX 7252

SPENCER, IOWA 51301-7252
August 30, 1988

Clerk of Court
United States District Court
Room 300 - Federal Building
Sioux City, Iowa 51102

SUBJECT: CORRECTION TO COURT RECORDS

Arttention: Deputy Hoch

Dear Deputy Hoch:

There is an error in the court's records. The petition I
~ filed on June 12th was separate from th. other petitions and
.~. dealt with a separate issue, that concerning the number of

signatures required for a non-party candidate to get' on the
ballot.

I must have a separatre ruling on this in order to appeal
this to the United States Supreme Court.

According to Law of Federal Courts by Wright I have
a solid case here. Refer to page 783 of this text

Because I was severely discriminated against by the

v Democratic Party in the June 7th Primary that election did
not reflect actual total support from this Sixth District,
especially in view of the fact that neither Independents nor
Republicans could vote in this closed primary.

The requirement that I obtain such a large number of
signatures (3100) against 640) is clearly discriminatory and
suported by the cases mentioned on page 783 and elsewhere.

Sincerely,

Garry De Young



S.
Editor & Publisher GARRY DE YOUNG Author & Publisher

The Crucible of fine books
The Naturalist (Do Young Precs) arid magazines

Environmentalist
P.O. BOX 7252

SPENCER, IOWA 51301-7252

August 31, 1988

Clerk of Court
United Staes District Court
Room 300 Federal Building
Sioux City, Iowa 51102

SUBJECT: CORRECTION TO LETTER SUBMITTED AUGUST 30, 1988

Attention: Deputy Hoch

Dear Deputy Hoch:

The paragraph in the letter I sent you yeterday, August
30, 1988, which reads: "According to..Law of Federal Courts
by Wright... " Should read:

According to Constitutional Law by Nowak, Rotunda and
Young, Second Edition, published by West Publishing Company,
1983,, Page 783 of this text."

I am enclosing a copy of this page.

Sincerely,

Garry De You
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m muld form a new party. The law vio-
~ the principle of equality among voters
I WS5 an unreasonable burden on candi-

"~' After Moore v. Ogilvie, the Illinois elec-

code required that new political parties
independent candidates obtain the signa-

p of 25,000 qualified voters to appear on

b ballot for statewide elections; they did
have to receive a specific number of

~ - from specific counties, the require-
which was invalidated in Moore. How-

* * the Illinois election code required that
ndent candidates, or candidates of

parties, for offices of political subdivi-
in Illinois had to receive signatures

at least five percent of the number of
who had voted in the previous elec-

of that particular subdivision. The dis-
in the statute, as applied to City of
or Cook County elections, required

these candidates receive substantially
signatures to gain access to the Chica-

* Cook County ballota than would simi-
uuiepenaent candidates for statewide of-

Thus, an independent candidate would
35,000 signatures for inclusion on the

in a Chicago election, while a candi-I for statewide office would need only
* 310 signatures. In Illinois State Board

* flect:ona v. Socialist Workers Part y,~
* Supreme Court unanimously held that
B . polit.~cal subdivision requirement violat-
P equal protection and that the new politi-

* Id. at 819.
£ 440 U.S. 173 (1979).'~~

w

S
U 440 U.S. at 188. Mr. Justice Blackmun con-

In the result but not in the use of the "compel.\
* elerest test." He believed that the law should be
~i to "strict scrutiny" but that the phrases "corn-

stat. interest" and "least drastic means" were
and an open ended invitation to lower court

~ to engage in a form of subetantive due process
~v, similar to that used earlier this centw7 in the
~~ac area. 440 U.S. at 188-189 (Blackmun. J., con-
~l. Justice Stevens also concurred separately in
~ wlgment he would have preferred to rest the de-

on a due process rationale. Justice Stevens
bt that there might sometime be sufficient rea-

~ for distinguishing city and state election require-
~ but that the 5* requirement was excessive. giv-

~ fact that the state did not defend it as other
~ me histoncal remnant of an earlier election code.

'1~
(

Thus, Justice Stevens believed that this particular i's-
quirement. deprived the candidates of liberty without
due process. 440 U.S. at 189 (Stevens J., concurring).
Justice Rehoquist concurred because he found no as-
tional basis for the higher requirement for the city
elections, but he noted that the unreasonableness of
this requirement stemmed from the Supreme Court mc-
tion in Moore and lower court invalidation of other por-
tions of the election code. Had it not been for these
judicial actions, which the Justice apparently did not
agree with, the election code would have been reasona-
ble in requiring statewide candidates to have a lesser
number of signatures but requiring that set numberu
of signatures be obtained in a specific number of coun-
ties around the state. 440 U.S. at 189-90 (Rebnquist,

i~ J., concurring).

) 52. 403 U.S. 431 ~19'71).

53. Id. at 437 (quoting WtLhoma).

16. I VIII
783

cal parties or independent candidates could
not be required to obtain more signatures
than the statewide requirement (26,000) for
city or county elections. The maiorltX opin.
ion, by Justice Marshall, found the classifica~
tion subject to the compelling interest test
because it affected the fundame!ltal rights
of association and voting. Justice Mar-
shall's opinion seemed to indicate that exclu-
sion of frivolous candidates was an accept~
able purpose for the legislation, although he
described that goal only as a "legitimate"
one. The majority held that the subdivision
signature requirement was invalid because it
was not the most narrow, or least restric-
tive, means of excluding frivolous candi-
dates from the ballot."

Not all demonstrated support states are
unconstitutional. The Supreme Court sus-
tained Georgia's demonstrated support re-
quirement in Jennesa v. Fortaon.U Georgia
law required candidates for elective office
who ran without winning a primary election
to file petitions with signatures from quali-
fied voters equaling five per cent of the vote
cast in the last general election for that of-
fice. If the candidate belonged to a political
party that received more than twenty per
cent of the votes in the last gubernatorial
election, the state relieved the candidate of
the petition requirement. The Coi~rt distin-
guished Williams by suggesting that the
Ohio statute challenged in that case present-
ed an "'entangling web of election laws.' "5~



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK

WASHINGTON. D. C. 20543

August 15, 1988

Mr. Garry De Young
P.O. Box 7252
Spencer, IA 51301-7252

Re: Garry Do Young1
v. Lucas Do Kostel, et al.
No. 88-5282

Dear Mr. Do Young:

The petition for a writ of certiorari in the

above entitled case was docketed in this Court on
June 20, 1988 as No. 88-5282.

A form is enclosed for notifying opposing
counsel that the case was docketed.

Very t

Joseph

yours,

Spaniol, Jr., Clerk

Sandra ~
Assistant

Enclosures
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QUESTION PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

1. Whether 5 USCS 1501, knwon as the "Hatch Act"

and which deprives state and federal employees is

Constitutional.

;q.

l~.



IN T1fl~

SUPREME COURT OF TK~ UNITED STATES
OC'i~CB1~R TERM, 1988

NO.________________

mmummmummuminSinbminEmmummmm-inmm~m..~~

Garry Do Young,
PETITIONER,

V.

Lucas Do Koster, et al.,

RESi-ONDENTS.

mm inm~ inmmm mmmmainaaminmauinmmma.ainain..~~m

PETITION FOR ~JRIT CF CERTIORARI TO 2HE UNITED
STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR T}~ EIGHTH CIRCUIT

The Petitioner, Garry De Young, respectfully requests
tfl~t writ 0:' cL'tiarari is~~ue to review the ~ud~ment of the
Unied ~at.a Court of Appeala for the Eighth Circuit entered
on May 31, 1988.

CPINIOU BELOW
copy of tne opinion by the 1~i;nth Circuit is

attached as apDerdix.
JURISDI~ '~TON

The ~3upreae Court of the United States holds final
~urisdic:ion on all Constitutional questions.

'ONST UT2IAL RO'vTSION I\e~CLVBD
United States Constitution, Amendment V:

~.or shall any person,., be deprived of life, liberty,
or property, without due process of law...
United States Constitution, ADendment I:

Congress shall make no law.... abridging the freedom
of speech, or of tbe press, or the right of the people Peaceably
to assemble, and to petitic:. the Government for a redress of

grievances.

~2A~LW ~T ~ THE ~

1. The questic~4 presented for review concerns the
Constitutionality of 5 U 3 1501, known as the "Hatch Act."
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2. I assert tnat 5 uscs 1501, known as The

Hatch Act injures me because it deprives basic rights of

citizeosbip to state and federal employees. that in addition

this Act serves to intimidate such employees and in the

process of denying them opportunity to participate in the

electoral process militates against me as a candidate who

has been discriminated against by th~ officials of the

Democratic Party.

3. I further assert that this is a class action

suit and that the ))istrict and Appeals Courts have over-

sin3pli~ied and trivialized this case and have refused to

recognize the adverse impact it has upon the political

process.

4. This Act is in violation of the First, 2'ifth

and Fourteenth Amendments, vi.olates the right to freedom of

assocLition and violates the compelling interest test.

R..ASOU cYCICRARI 2HCIJTJD B~2 GRAI iYTD

Certiorari should be granted in order that I may

have the opportunity to present the documentation and

arguments supporting my assertions.
18, 1988

You g
P.O. ~3ox 7252
Zpencer, Iowa 51301-7 52
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON. D. C. 20543

August 15, 1q88

Mr. Carry Do Young
P.O. fox 7252
Spencer. IA 51301-7252

Re: Carry Do Young.
v. Dave O'Brien. et al.
No. 88-5283

Dear Mr. Do Young:

The petition for a writ of certiorari in the
above entitled case was docketed in this Court on
June 20, 1~88 as No. 88-5283.

A form is enclosed for notifying opposing
counsel that the case was docketed.

Very truly yours,

~osep~Cj Spaniol, Jr., Clerk

by - A

Sandr aA!T
Assistant

Enclosures

pY.-Ebq!mP4~



OUESTION PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

1. Whether lawyers9 as officers of the Court are

members of the judicial branch of government.

2. If lavyers ate members of the judicial branch

of government does it not violate the principl.O oI

the separation of powers when lawyers serve in the Legislatve

Branch or the Executive Branch of Government without

resigning from their law pracitce and from the Bar

of the state in which they are licensed tO practice

law.

I



IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

OCTOBER TERM, 1988

NO.__________________

*.m.um.rn.mminmmmmmm

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO TE~ UNITED

STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

The Petitioner, Garry De yOLLng, respectfully requests

that a writ of certiorari issue to review tbe judgment of the

United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit entered

on May 31, 1988.
OPINION BELOW

A copy of the opinion by the Eighth Circuit is

attached as appendix.
JURISDICTION

The Supreme Court of the United States holds final

jurisdiction on all Constitutional questions.

CONSTITUTIONAL ~y~SION ~D

Separation of Powers:

Implicit in the outlines for the three separate

branches of government, the Executive, judicial and Legislative,

is tbe principle of the strict separation of those powers.

STA'~LMBNT CF THE CASE

I. The cuestion presented for review concerns 
the

Constitutional legality of lawyers running for the United

States House of Representatives, the United States Senate

and the Presidency of the United States.

2. The United States Constitution mandates 
the

separation of powers. Lawyer.3 are officers of the Court and

thus members of the judicial branch o Government. Unless

they resign from their law practice they are in conflict of

interest when in CongreSs.

3. In order to have a truly fair Judiciary 
it is

essential that lawyers and judges be totally free of any

politic~±l affiliation and bias.

4. Inherent in political affiliation is bias 
and

unfairness. 
-1-



5. Lawyers such as Dave O'Brien, nephew of Federal

Judge Donald Q'Brien, have an intimidating and cbilling effect

upon their opponents, in this case me, when competing for the

office of Representative in the United States House of

Representatives and if elected are in the position to subvert

the U.S. House of Representatives in favor of tbe Judiciary

through creating or supporting self-serving legislation which

is supportive of their advancement into the ranks of the

3udic iary.

REASON CERTIORARI SHOULD BE GRANTFD

certiorari should be granted in order that I may

have the opportunity to present the complete arguments

supporting mj assertions.

July 19, 1988

±~Yon~Q
P.O. Box 7252
Spencer, Iowa 51301-7252
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON. 0. C. 20543

August 15, 19S8

Mr. Garry Dc Young
P. ~. Box 7252
Spencer, IA 5~301-725Z

Re Gerry De Young,
v Bonnie Campbell it al.
No. 80-5Z75

Deer Mr. Os Tong

The pet Itlon for a writ of certiorari in the
above entitled case was docketed in this Court on
June 20, 1988 as No. 88-5275.

A form is enclosed for notifying opposing
counsel that the case was docketed.

Very t~aly yours

JosePr~J~ij Spaniol, Jr. , Clerk

by

Ott pagnolo
Assist ant

Enc 1 osures



QUESTION PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

1. Whether failing to comply with Article i~,

Section ~ of the Iowa Conat±~ution violated Appellant'.

rights to equal protection under the Fourteenth Amendment

to the United States Constitution.



1 IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF T1~ UNITED STA~ES

7' OCTOBER TV~RM, 1988

NO.__________________

.inmminUinmUUinuinmmm

Garry Do Young,PETITIONER,
V.

Bonnie C~unpbell. et al.,
RESPONDLNT8.

.minUmmmmmWWmm~mmmin~

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO Y1~ UNITED
STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

The Petitioner, Garry DO Young, respectfully requests

that a writ of certiorari issue to review the ~udgment of the

United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit entered

.0 
on May 31, 1968.

OPINIO1~ BET~C~i
-

A copy of the opinion by the Eighth Circuit is

attached as anpendix.
JURISDIC'210N

The Supreme Court of the United States holds 
final

3i.&ri.~d~Gt~Ofl On ~ll Const~tUt~Ofl~l y~estiCns.

C(NSTT~U7ICNAL ~I~GN ~

United States Constitution. Amendment 
XIV:

No 2t~.te... shall deny to any person within its

jurisdiction the e~u.l protection of the laws.
~ r' m~~'

A 
7

__ 

1. 2t~e ~ue5tiCfl presented for review cOncerns 
the

Constitutionality o:~ the Iowa Caucuses.

~. Artic~e II, Section 6 of the :owa Constitution

states that al electiO~5 shall be by b~lc;. The Iowa

Democratic C&acuses were no: held by balict :~ius permittinS

coercion and intio~id.~tiOn of participanta.

3. assert trat because I am tne injured party in

this case that am entitled to redress. : further assert

that the District anO Appeals Courts trivialized this issue

tE2 OOt providing me with tte protection gu~aranteed under
~b. Oi~i&a.~. protection c2.auBe of trie Yourteentb Amendment.

198~

Box 7252
noer, Iowa 5~3O1-7252

I



Uj

A

*
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON. D. C. 20543

June 3~. 1,66

Nt. Gerry De Young
PC Box 7~S8
Spencer, IA 51301-Tese

Re: 6arry Dc Young,
v. Lawrence K. Soens, et ci.
No. ST-726~

Dear Nt. Dc Young:

The petition for a writ of certiorari in the
above entitled case was docketed in this Court on
June 13, 1968 as No. 67-7e&e.

A form is enclosed for notifying opposing
counsel that the case was docketed.

Very truly yours,

Joseph F. Spaniol. Jr., Clerk

by ~< (

Ellen Brondfield
Assistant

Enc 1 acute,



rUESTICN PRESI:UTV.T) FOR RF~VIEW

1. The question presented for review concerns/ 7 be involvement of non-profit religious corporations in
olitical activity. Specifically in this case the use of
be newspaper of the Roman Cuthol ic Church, The Globe, with
ito reduced postage rates and tax-exempt stat~, to use
that organ against me in a political campaign when I wasrunning for the United States Senate in 1984.

2. The further question since the Roman Catholic
Church is part of a sovereign foreign state, The Vatican,
and since the head of that state, The Pope, appoints its
agents throu~hout the United States, those agents having
declared primary ~kll~iance to the Papacy are are titled
by that foreign soverei~n state as Cardinals, Archbishops,
Priests and other titles, that this also constitutes a
direct threat to the security of the United States especially
in view of the history of critical statements made about
Democratic states by the Papacy.
mmmmuinmmamammmmm~in=amm3ainEuinumm~

IN THE
SUPREI{~ COURT OF '~II~ UNITED STATES

OCTOBER 2ERrVI, 1988

~

Garry fle Youn~,
PLThi'IONER

k V.
Lawrence P. Loens, et al.,

RESPON1)ENT.
SUuinuUinZ*=3Z----------------------------~ ~a ~ -

PETITION VCR .'RIT CF C2RTIORARI TO THP UNITED
STATES COURT OP APPEALS FOA THE LIGUTH CIRCUIT

The petitioner, Garry De Young, respectfully requests
that a writ of certiorari i~sue to review the 3udgment of the
United States Court of Appeals for the ~ighth Circuit on
May 31, 1988.

A copy of t~e opinion by the Eighth Circuit ~s

attached as appendix.

.Y aM7KENC

I assert tn~t because I am tne de-f~o to insured
party in this case tn~t I ~m entitled to redress. I further
assert that the involver~ent in political activity by the
Roman Catholic Church and the aTent of that sovereign state,
Lawrence E. Soens, constitutes ~ tnreat to tne security of
the United States of Ajterica.

CON C R'2:cRXRI 2?{CULB GRANCED

Certiorari should be granted in order that I may
have the opportunity to present the documentation to ttu.s
Court supporcing my assertions.

June 9, 1988

Garry De You'~g~.JQ

P.O. Box 7a~2
Spencer, Iowa 513O~-7252
(No Telephone)
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UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
Rat and CtaaeitIcatiofl Center

Main Poet Office Buikling
433 Weet Van Buren Street
Chicago, IL 60696-9699

MM 17 1988 RCC3O:JFStefaniak:D623/32172

Mr. Gary DeVoung
P0 Box 7252
Spencer, IA 5i301-?2 5

2

Dear Mr. DeVoung:

Your letter of February 23, 1988 which was addressed to the

Postal Inspection Service was forwarded to our office for
response.

We investigated the special (nonprofit) rate authorization used

by t:h@ organization you named and found it was legitimately
granted under the conditions of Sections 623 and 6'.2, Domestic
Mail Manual.

As information, current postal regulations do not prohibit
nonprofit authorized organizations from engaging in incidental
political activities. Such activities could include lobbying for

pending legislation or supporting political candidates, etc.

However, prior to the 1976 Tax Reform Act nonprofit organizations
authorized under the educational, religious, or philanthropic
categories were prohibited from engaging in any political
'action. This restriction was removed by amendments to the

postal regulation'~ in 1977.

Currently, organizations which prove they are nonprofit and are
operated within the definition of a qua1if~-inq category are

eligible for the special rates regardless of any incidental
political activities they may conduct.

We thank you for your interest in this matter.

Sincerely,

Wayne A. Wilkerson
~ General Manager

Rates & Classification Center
Chicago~ IL ~O~%9 5 c?9

w -

I
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IN THE IOWA DISTRICT COURT FOR CLAY COUNTY

Clay County Courthouse
Spencer IA 51301 FILED

~88JUNZ9 PN ~:23

Garry De Young CLERK DISTRICT COURTP0 Box 7252 CLAY COUNTY. IOWASpencer, Iowa 51301-7252 PETITION FOR REDRESS OF LIBEL
Plaintiff,
'ye

Jane Norman
715 Locust Street
Des Moines, Iowa 50317

Charles C. Eowards
715 Locust Street
Des Moines, Iowa 50317

The Gannett Corporation
715 Locust Street
Des Moines, Iowa 50317

-= = = = = =

1. I, Garry De Young, Petitioner and Plaintiff in
this action seek monetary redress by this Court from the

Defendants above named and others which may subsequently be

named in this action, with subsequent additions of the full

addresses as they become available.

2. I am a citizen of the United States of America

and of Clay County, Iowa and have standing to sue.

3. This Court holds original Jurisdiction on libel

cases.

3A. This action was originally filed in federal

court but I have been advised by that Court that the District

Court is the Court holding jurisdiction.

4. I am seeking Ten Billion Dollars ~1O,00OOOOOOO.OO
in damages from the above Defendants for libelous statements

made against me in the ~ay 29, 1988 Des Xoines Sunday Register

by Staff Writer J.~ne !orman, against the President & Publisher

for printing such libelous statements to be made and against
the Gannett Corporation for its larger role in ownership of

this newspaper.

5. I am seeking all expenses in which I will be
involved including lawyers fees at the rate of ~150 per hour,

beginning with the origninal petition filed in federal court,

such time to be determined at the rate of ~15O for each

typewritten page, or portion thereof, submitted to this COU~~t

and for each copy thereof submitted to other interested parties.

6. I am seeking interest at the rate of 25% from
flujr ~, 198~ untl± ~n1~ / ~

t



.9
29, 1988 until this case results in total redress, that

tereat to be compounded at the highest legal rate permitted

by loan sharks.

7. This libel constitutes continuing harrasament

and unprofessional and unethical news reporting by the flea

Moines Register and is part of a continuing practice of news.

dissernbly and disinformation directly harmful to me.

8. I am very much aware that newspapers have been

hiding behind the First Amendment right to freedom of the

press in their libelous actions but ~ is enough.

9. I presently have a case in the 8th Circuit

Court of Appeals originating-in this Court where I was

charged with libel for telling the truth about Doctor Ed

Kelly denying me medical care when I had a heart attack. For

this Court to be consistent in its rulings and not be ch~.arged

with having double standards, it is imperative that the Court

take this case under serious consideration immediately and

demonstrate for all the world to see that large corporations

cannot run rough shod over individuals who lack the power

and the resources which these corporations possess and that

they cannot any longer, simply because of their wealth, power

and other resources, continue to try manipulating the political

prccess with malicious and libelous, scandalous lies.

10. I am leaving for a three week vacation on June

20th and upon direction from this Court will submit a

timely legal brief.

11. The purpose of this petition is to get this

case filed in timely fashion into the proper court.

12. I demand legal representation under the equal

protection clause of the Fourteenth Alnendjnel2t.

j~16,1988

'1b.

P.O. Box 7252
Spencer, IA 51301-7252

Copies will be sent my certified mail tO Defendants on

June 17, 1988.

L .- ~ '- -



GARRY DE YOUNG,
Plaintiff NO. 22197
V. ) Responase to MotionJANE NORMAN, CHARLES C. EDWA)WS, to Dismiss and

AND GANNETT COMPANY., tar sanctions
Defendants

1. I, Garry De Young, Plaintiff in this case respond

to Defendants Motion datedAugust 25th 1988 as follows:

2. The shallow argument that Defendants were not

properly served is moot because the purpose of service

is to insure that Defendants are notified. The fact

that the attorney for the Defendants has responded

is sufficient evidence that service served its purpose,

that Defendants were made aware of my complaints against

them.

3. I have no objection to being subjected to an

inquisition to determine my financial status although

I consider it a waste of time. It will be one way for

the lawyers for the Defense to run up costs and thus

to justify their accumulating fees to Defendants. This

obviously is a judicial decision anyway, not mine, and

it will cause delay.

4. The argument that I have not stated a cl~~

~s absurd. I was libeled by Jane Norman and that constitutes

a self-evident claim in that it contreibuted to my loss

of the June 7th Democratic Primary Election by creating

unfavorable impressions about me.:

"A ju~ticiable controversy is ... distinguished
from a diference or dispute of a hypothetical character;
and concrete, touching the legal relations of parties
having adverse legal interests." - Aetna Life Ins.
Co. v. Haworth, 1937, 57 S.Ct. 461, 464, 300 U.S.
229, 240-241, 81 L.Ed. 617 (citations omitted.)

5. In respect to my claim: "...in general thecoia~ looks to the sum d.~manded by plaintiff. it does
not matter that on the f e of the complaint there may
appear a defense to part ~f the claim, since po~.ibly
defendant will not assert that defense." - Schunk v.
Moline, Milburn & Stoddard Co., 1892, 13 S.Ct. 416,
147 U.S. 500, 37 L.Ed. 255; Zacharia V. Harbor Island
Spa, C.A.2d, 1982, 684 F.2d 199.

-1-
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S
6. Claim discussion continued: "The court may

believe it highly unlikely that plaintiff will recover
the amount demanded1 but this is not enough to defeat
jurisdiction." - Barry v. Edmund.. 1886, 6S Ct. 501,
116, U.S. 550, 29 L.Ed. 729; etc. (Page 184 Law of Federal
Courrts, Charles Alan Wright, 4th Edition.

7. Claim discussion continued: "Plaintifff is
master of his claim, and if he chooses to ask for less
othan the jurisdictional amount, only the sum he demands
is in controversy and jurisdiction is absent, even though
his underlying claim was of a value exceeding the statutory
minimum." - Brady v. Indemnity Ins. Co. of North America,
C.C.A. 6th, 1933, 68 F. 2d 302, noted 1934, 12 N. Car.
L. Rev. 390; Sponholz v. Stanislaus, D.C.N.Y. 1976,
410 Supp. 286; Standard Acc. Ins. Co. v. Aguirre. D.C.
Tex. 1961, 199 F. Supp. 918 -See Paragraph 31 in Law
of Federal Courts, Ibid.

8. On the initial filing in federal court: "Plaintiff
is master of his claim, and if he chooses not to assert
a fedral claim, though one is .available to him, defendant
cannot remove on the basis of a federal question."
Page 215, Law of Federal Courts, Ibid.

9. I have demanded a lawyer to represent me, recognizng
that I am a a significant disadvantage trying to argue
my own case. I do not have legal training and do not
pretend to possess legal competence. I assert that
by not being provided with a lawyer my rights to equal
protection undr the Fourteenth Amendment are denied.
I continue this demand for legal representation in this
ccase.

10. On the question of "statement of claim": The
Federal Rules reject the approach that plading is a
game of skill in which one misstep by counsel may be
decisive to the outcome and accept the principle that
the purpose of pleading is to facilitate a proper decision
on the merits. - Page 441, Law of Federal Courts.

11. On the question of statement of claim": "A
Simple statement in sequence of the events which have
transpired, coupled with a direct claim by way of demand
for judgment of what the plaintiff expects and hopes
to recover, is a measure of clarity and safety;" - Page
441, Law of Federal Courts.

12. The above rulins satisfy my statement of claim
but I will state it again: I am suing Jane Norman,
the Des Moines Register and the Gannett Company for
a libelous statei~ent made in the Des Moines Register
about me. I have previously submitted to Jane Norman
a copy of a letter to the editor which appeared in the
Worthington Daily Globe and which I submit as exhibit
A. This libel conveys the impression that I am a person
who punches people and this is not true. My battleground
is through my writings and my court cases. I hold the
Register and the Gannett Corporation responsible for
what appears in their publication, the Des Moines Register
and am seeking ten billion dollars in redress for loss
of the primary election in which this libel was a
contributing factor. This was a deliberate misrepresentatin
and malicious and did harm to my public image.

13.tnclusion of t? news~a~er article by James

Flansburg is irrelevar. ~cause that too is libelous

and defamatory and inc act. I consider Flansberg

a dishonest and devious person and a political manipulator.

-2-



7..
14. Diiscus5iofls on pleadings; "Pleadings are

to be so construed as to do substantial justice. The

old rule that a pleading iu~~t be construed most strongly

against the pleader is no longer followed. Instead

the court will. not requir. technical exactness or make

refined inferences against the pleader but will construe

the pleading in his favor if justice so requires. -

Page 442, Law of Federal Courts, Ibid.

15. "A complaint is not subject to dismissal unless

it appears to a certainty no relief can be granted under

any set of facts that can be proved in support of its

allegations. - Page 442, Law of Federal Courts, Ibid.

16. The pleader may allege matters alternatively

or hypOetheticallyi and except for the good faith requiremets

of Rule 11, the allegations may eeven be inconsistent.

- Page 442, Law of Federal Courts, Ibid.

17."The object of procedure should be to secure

a determination on the merits rather than to penalize

litigants because of procedural blundra." - Page 445,

Law of Federal Courrts, Ibid.

18. "The Supreme Court has insisted that pro-se

complaints must be tested by less stringent standards

than formal pleadings drafted by lawyers." - Page 447,

Law of Federal Courts, Ibid.

19. "No longer are civil trials to be carried

on in the dark. Use of the discovery rules is intended

to 'make a trial less a game of blind nan's buff and

more a fair contest with the basic issues and facts

disclosed to the fullest practicable extent.' The

'sporting theory of justice' was rejected. Victory

is intended to go to the party entitled to 
it, on all

the facts, rather than to t~ ide that best uses its

vita.' Page ?.40 Law of Fe~.. Courts. Ibid.

20. Gannett Corporation innot absolve itself

of responsibility in this ca oecause it is a fact

that it is the parent compa.~1 ~f the Des Moines Register

and this establishes that respoonsibility. giving this

court that jurisdiction.



21. 21. Jane Norman is a political reporter.

As such she is charged with the responsibility to accurately

report on political candidates. Jane Norman never has

interviewed me although I have been a candidate for

the United States Senate in 1960: a candidate for the

Iowa Senate in 1962; a candidate for the U.S. House

of Representatives in the Republican Primary in 1964;

a candidate for the United States Senate in 1984 as

an Independent and a candidate for the U.S. House of

Representatifves in the Democratic Primary in 1984.

22. I have never had my differences with John

Culver explained by the Des Moines Register, nor by

Jane Norman although I have sought to have this done.

Dy refusing to do this a great dissservice is done to

the people of the State of Iowa and to the United States

because the Des Moines Register is read by people outside

of the State of Iowa. The damage to me is even greater

and more direct.

23. It is time these monopoly newspapers are stopped

in their tracks with their character assassination,

and I apply this also to defamatory cartoons such as

the one which defamed the Reverend Jerry Faliwell in

Hustler Magazine. Enough is enough, and that is why

I have taken it upon myself to askk the court to call

a halt to these unsavory practices which are not the

mark of good journalism, but sleazy and cheap sensationalism

which serves only to hurt innocent people.

24. My training is not in journalism and my training

is not in law. My training is in education and in the

sciences, both areas where truth is considered a premium.

August 26, 1988

P.O. Box 7252
Spencer IA 51301-7252

EXHIBIT A ATTACHED.
copy to Kasey Kincaid '00 Hub Tower, 699 Walnut St.,
Des Moines IA 50309 - y for Defendants.

-4-
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Thuus~ay June 26. 1966
WORT~1iNCT~~ flAil v 0 OFI~-

swamps and beaches througho~,g the~rpse~ Which "-on~ ssnd~ and an thePacific and at warn the United States ArmyWhich slogged at. way up through 5l~~~ ~ fought an Prance f rots hedg.a0~ ~hedgerow.To the Editor: 
Culver and myseif. Force which was ~ Was the ~Once I sew how cowardly John Culver United States Army Alt Corps,

Today is my Unia to reap. was, and how ternbly vuleerahi~ he wan, 1 strategic kambtnga demta~ ~
It warns delight toi'eed RIck Orotha vet, made the determiasu~ that although I tIOSa factoriern, the hail anna pl~

shoe of my mounter wath John Culver at might not wan the election, I certainly the LI-boat pens of the Naa~~ -

LINE. Sea as Ia so cites the mae, the public could throw at to Grarnaley, and (baa ii But where was John Culver during thus
never burg the entire story precisely what I dad. days' Why he still was an knee pant., ja

The very rassos I ran for the U.S. Senate But on to the main event at UNI I had diaper..
an *36 wee becaital the them lessior" told the media an advance that I would ~ John Culver has no war record what.
Jibe Culver was poslag as a p~ liberal frost Culver when he Rpeke at UNI. that £ soever He hasn't evesi beeo statiose~ out.
~st wee tm inwardly to epeek up aisles would be on the PlaUorm.p~ I kapa my side of the United Slates in pmcea~me
the mIme Is ha own party, the Miememota promise. 

havuig Spent his glonoug days at Ca~
~FL~ecaauy. 

Whee Culver appeared on the stage Pendleton, Calafonun.
My cm esaime the MInemia HIghway other., not keowang the tikern of this John Culver, as can always he pr.di0ed

Dupartimo had been whllewaahedhp that wward~ hops to applma~ z of ~ when you are a good little rack boy, was
&. P-el Jedge, Onvid Meredem, and the booed. 

given a omnnusa~o~ au~ w a remm~
rac~a Uluissota Supreme Court. alter A no4 here 

of Teddy Kennedy This ha where Culver
both the Musseme Onperun~at of Mamas When I started boceng, even "neutral" gOt hilt. Politics. He was a dermInor~ boy
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IN THE IOWA DISTRICT COURT FOR CLAY COUNTY

GARRY DE YOUNG,
NO. 22197

Plaintiff,
JANE NORMAN, et ai., ) Motion for

Defendants. ) Addition of Defendants.

1. I, Garry De Young, Plaintiff and injured party

in this case herewith name as additional. defendants in this

case Kasey W. Kinaid and the firm of NYEMASTER, GOODE,

MCLAUGHLIN, EMERY ~ ODRIEN, P.C., 1900 Hub Tower, 699 walnut

Street. Des Moines, Iowa 50309.

2. These additionally named defendants have, on

the basis of hearsay, without any injury from me upon

them, have taken it upon themselves to cause me harm

and injury by becoming accomplices in the libelous actions

taken against me by Jane Norman and the Des Moines Register

and its parent company, The Gannett Corporation.

3. Precedent for naming lawyers as defendants

exists in Iowa, most recently in the highly publicized

Cooper case.

August 28, 1988

Ai~zzzz~Garry De Young
P.O. Box 7252
Spencer, lowa 51301-7252

p 839 ~ ~ ~"%Bm1&. Kincaid, 1900 Hub Tower, 699 Walnut
Des Moines, Iowa 50309

RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

~OP 4Tt~"~ MA

See Rev.~se l~ne I e,,a 2 wIlen edaltlonaj wwlcee WO dmip~ end eamplew l~ 3
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IN THE IOWA DISTRICT COURT FOR CLAY COUNTY

GARRRY DE YOUNG, NO. 22197)Plaintiff, MOTION OF DEMAND TO

PROCEED WITH DISCOVERYv. THROUGH INTERROGATORIES
JANE NORMAN, et al., AND DEPOSITIONS.

)
)

Defendants.

1. I, Garry De Young, Plaintiff and injured party

in this case, demand the right to proceed with discovery.

2. Discovery will consist of interrogatories submitted

to Defendant Jane Norman and Defendant Kasey W. Kincaid.

3. Discovery will also consist of depositions

taken from Defendants Jane Normdn and Kasey W. Kincaid.

4. I, Garry De Young, Plaintiff, victim and injured

party in this case also demand assistance from this

court in providing a court reporter and a place within

the Clay County Courthouse in which to take these depositios.

5. In accordance with the equal protection clause

of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution,

in recognition of the fact that I am not a trained lawyer

and am a significant disadvantage in seeking to represent

myself against a powerful law firm, I demand legal represen-

tation to assist me in the preparation of these interrogatories

and in conducting the taking of these depositions.

August 28, 1988

P.O. Box 7252
Spencer, Iowa 51301-7252
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IN THE IOWA DISTRICT COURT FOR CLAY COUNTY

GARRY DE YOUNG , NO. 22197
Plaintiff,
V.

Jane Norman, et al., ) DOCUMENT OF RECORD
Defendants.

1. I, Garry De Young, submit as Exhibit "B" a document of

record, which is an article which appeared in the Des Moines

Register on Tuesday, February 9, 1988 captioned Judge OKs Cooper

lawyer as co-defendant in lawsuit."

2. The purpose in submitting this document is to substantiate

ny statement made in paragraph 3 in my motion for addition

of Defendants.

August 31, 1988

Garry De Young
P.O. Box 7252
Spencer, Iowa 51301-7252

Copy sent by regular first class mail to Kasey W. Kincaid,
1900 Hub Tower, 699 Walnut Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50309
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Tuesday, Fehnaaa7 9, 3958 U THE DES MOINES REGISTER/iA

Judge OKs Cooper lawyer
as oo.defendant is lawsuit
~ms a.w~w~s We. ~sws surwu.

NEWTON. IA. - A Jasper County
District judge ruled Monday that
Jane Harlan, the former attorney for
the five Cooper children, may name
Karen Cooper's lawyer as a co'dsfen-
dant in a awl Cooper has filed against
Harlan.

Harlan is being sued for $10 million
by Cooper for what she claims as the
public disclosure of confidential in-
formation about her and her children.
The children were the subject of a
custody battle between their foster
parents. Larry and Paula Mick of
Kellogg. and Karen C~.'pt r The dial-
dren were taken from the Macks in
January 1~87.

Harlan's lawyers h~sd filed a peta-1
lion asking that Cooper's lawyer,
Gerald Feuerhelm, be named as a
third-party defendant in Cooper's
suit. char~ng that Feuerhclin re-
leased tal~e and harmful infuaziation
about Cooper

Group to help pay for Cooper appeal
By DEANNA COX
mI~ - w~

A group has formed to help pay
costs of appealing the Cooper chal.
dress case to lbs 11.5. Supreme
Cou~

Citizens for Children's Justice Is
raising money to help lawyer Jane
Harlan of Newton finance a petition
to the SupremeCourt for the hve cb4-
iron. Harlan wants to ask Ut court to
review a November ruling by the
Iowa Supreat Court that upheld the
decision of state officials to remove
the children froM the custody of their
foster parents, Larry and Paula Mck
of Kellogg.

Ian has until Feb.13 to ask the
~premeCourt to consider the

Even then, it i5 net certain if

the justices will agree to hear the

']t is important to Jane to get this
particular case to the Supreme Court
because she's already put s lot of
time into at but has little money left to
do it," said Barbara Sooulaoh of Mel-
bourne, a member of Ut group rais-.
lag money for the appeal.

Iowa laws give childrqi virtually.
ne civil rights, Soorholta said TMliope-
fully, they will have a better chance
returning to the Wicks In the U.S~ Su-
preme Court!'

Said Soorholt:, "Appealing to Ut
US. Supreme Court is the only hope
in Iowa right new at protecting chil-
dren's civil rights."

Soorboltz said she hopes the group
will continue Indefinitely to help cliii-
dren who believethear rights are vio
late4.
- Soorbolta became involved in the
Cooper case when she heard about it
from her husband, Stale Senator John
Soorholts.

"My husband went down to Kellogg
the day the children were taken from
the Wicks' house," Soorbolti~ said.
"Having five children of our own. 1
could imagine what they were all go.
wgthrOq~"

Soorholts said Harlan as working
with a Milwaukee, Wis., lawyer on the
appeal.
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September 8, 1988

Mr. LaurenceM. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 EStreet, N.W. -

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2676 Dave O'Brien for Congress -~

Dear Mr. Noble:

I am writing to you on behalf of the Dave 0' Brien for
Congress Committee in response to the complaint filed by Mr.
Garry De Young (MUR 2676), which we received notice of on
September 1, 1988.

In paragraph 6 of his complaint, Mr. De Young alleges that
the 0' Brien campaign received funds from the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters. This is not true. The funds in
question actually came from the D.R.I.V.E. Political Action
Committee, an entity which is separate and distinct from the
International Brotherhood of Teamsters. It is my understanding
that the D.R.IE.V.E. Political Action Committee is not included in
the current investigation of the Teamsters Union, and no one has
questioned the legality of D.R.I.V.E. 's funding sources (which
come from individual union member contributions). Therefore,
the legality of the funds received by the O'Brien campaign from
the D.R.I.V.E. Political Action Committee is not in question, and
Mr. De Young's charge lacks any validity.

Mr. De Young further asks your agency to conduct an
investigation of the role of the Roman Catholic Church in Iowa' s
Sixth District congressional primary. Such a request is
frivolous. While Dave O'Brien is a member of the Roman Catholic
Church, the Roman Catholic Church has never played any role in
the Dave O'Brien for Congress campaign. The Dave O'Brien for
Congress Committee is in no way affiliated with the Roman
Catholic Church.

Based on the above, the Dave O'Brien for Congress Committee
believes that Mr. De Young's complaint is without merit, and
requests that no action be taken by the FEC on matter MUR 2676.

Very truly yours.,
I -\

Daniel E. Smith
Campaign Coordinator
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E Street, N.W. PIE

Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

MUR * 2676
STAFF MEMBER Michael Marinelli

SOURCE: Garry De Young

RESPONDENTS: Dave O'Brien for Congress and Dave O'Brien, as
treasurer
International Brotherhood of Teamsters
Democratic, Republican, Independent Voter Education
and Wallace D. Clements, as treasurer

RELEVANT STATUTES: 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(2)
2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6)(A)
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a)

11 C.F.R. S 114.S(g)(2).

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: None

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

On August 22, 1988, the Commission received a complaint filed

by Mr. Garry De Young. Mr. De Young was a candidate for

Democratic nomination in the Iowa 6th Congressional District of

Iowa. The complaint alleges that International Brotherhood of

Teamsters (the "Teamsters") and Dave O'Brien for Congress ("the

Committee"), the principal campaign committee of the

complainant's primary opponent, Dave O'Brien, were in violation

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

The winner of that primary was Mr. O'Brien, who is now

challenging Representative Fred Grandy.
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II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. THE ALLEGATIONS AND RESPONSE

The allegations center around contributions by the Teamsters'

separate segregated fund, Democratic, Republican, Independent

Voter Education ('DRIVE"), to the Committee during the June 7th

1988, primary. The complainant alleges the following:

1. that the Committee accepted money from DRIVE which in

fact came from the treasury of the Teamsters' Union;

2. that the funds used to make the DRIVE contributions were

raised through racketeering.

Mr. De Young further requests that the Commission investigate

all aspects of this mater, "including but not limited to, the

activities of the Teamsters' Union and also the role of the Roman

Catholic Church in the Sixth Congressional District Primary and

its role, if any, in the Teamsters' UniOn".

As a remedy, the complainant requests that Hr. O'Brien's name

be removed from the November ballot.

On September 12, 1988, this Office received a letter from the

Committee in response to the complaint. The Committee denies

that the funds used to make DRIVE contribution came from

Teamsters' moneys. The Committee notes that it is its

understanding that DRIVE is not included in the recent

investigation of the Teamsters and that "no one has questioned

the legality of D.R.I.V.E.'s funding sources (which come from

individual union member contributions)". The Committee also

states that while Dave O'Brien is Catholic, the Roman Catholic
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church has played no role in the O'Brien campaign. The Committee

affirms that it "is in no way affiliated with the Roman Catholic

Church". No response has been received from the Teamsters.

B. STATEMENT OF THE LAW

The Act requires that reports filed by a political committee

disclose all contributions received from individuals and other

political committees. 2 U.s.c. s 434(b)(2). The candidate's

principal campaign committee must file special notices on

contributions received after the 20th day but more than 48 hours,

before an election in which the candidate is running. These

contributions must also be itemized on the committee's next

scheduled report. 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6)(A).

The Act states that a political committee may not accept

contributions made from the treasuries of national banks,

corporations or labor organizations. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

However, corporations and labor organizations may use their

treasury funds to establish a separate segregated fund which

itself may collect contributions from a limited class of

individuals and use this money to make contributions and

expenditures in federal elections. This limited class consists

of union members and executive or administrative personnel, and

their families. 11 C.F.R. S l14.5(g)(2).
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C. APPLICATION OF THE LAW TO THE FACTS

1. Failure to timely report contributions from Union PACa

The complainant includes in his submission various news

clippings relating to charges made by the Republican incumbent,

Representative Fred Grandy, that the Committee has failed to

timely report $8,000 in contributions from Union PACs before the

June 7, 1988, primary. In one article, Mr. O'Brien admits that

his committee failed to timely report some contributions.

In a letter received by the Commission on June 17, 1988, the

Committee informed the Commission of $8,000 in contributions from

Union PACs that were made from June 2, 1988, to June 3, 1988,

($3,000 from UAW V Cap PAC, $2,500 from DRIVE and $2,500 from

American Federation of State, County and Municipal

Employees-AFL-CIO). These Contributions were made after the 20th

day before the June 7, 1988, primary but more than 48 hours

before the primary and so should have been reported within 48

hours in which they were made. Instead, the Committee was more

than a week late in reporting them when it made its

June 17, 1988, notification. This notification occurred 10 days

after the primary had taken place. The Committee subsequently

reported these contributions in its 1988 July Quarterly Report.

This Office recommends that (while the committee should have

reported the contributions earlier) because the contributions

were, in any case, brought to the Commission's attention by

Committee in a letter and were subsequently included in the next

report, the Commission should find reason to believe Section

434(a)(6)(A) was violated and take no further action. This is
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consistent with past Commission action regarding Section

434(a)(6). See HUEs 2200 and 2299.

Therefore, the Office of the General Counsel recommends that

the Commission find reason to believe that the Committee violated

2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6) and take no further action.

2. Use of prohibited contributions

The Committee's June 17, 1988 letter and its 1988 July

Quarterly Report list a June 2, 1988, contribution from DRIVE.

While the complainant alleges that the contribution from DRIVE

contained funds from the Teamster's union treasury and that this

money is the fruit of racketeering activity, the complainant

presents no evidence that union treasury funds were used. An

examination of DRIVE's 1988 May Monthly Report which reports the

$2,500 contribution to the Committee indicates that all of

DRIVE's receipts came from individuals.

Therefore, the Office of the General Counsel recommends that

the Commission find no reason to believe that Dave O'Brien for

Congress and Dave O'Brien, as treasurer; the International

Brotherhood of Teamsters; and DRIVE and Wallace D. Clements, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.s.c. s 441b.
3. Examination of the other allegations

Complainant has requested that the Commission examine the

role of the Roman Catholic Church in the June 7, 1988 primary and

in the Teamsters generally. The Complainant has failed, however,

to allege any violation of the Act that could be the basis for a

reason to believe finding. Therefore, the Roman Catholic Church
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has not been served and no recommendations are made with respect

to it.

I I I. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find reason to believe that Dave O'Brien for Congress and
Dave O'Brien, as treasurer, violated 2 U.s.c.
S 434(a)(6) and take no further action.

2. Find no reason to believe that Dave O'Brien for Congress and
Dave O'Brien, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

3. Find no reason to believe that the International Brotherhood
of Teamsters and Democratic, Republican, Independent Voter
Education and Wallace D. Clements, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 44lb.

4. Close the file.

Lawrence H. Noble

General Counsel

______________________ BY: _____

Date Lo G. Lerner
Associ te General Counsel

Attachments:
1. Response to Complaint
2. Proposed Letters (3) and Factual and Legal

Analysis (1)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20461

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JOSHUA MCFADD~4-i41
COMMISSION SECRETARY

OCTOBER 26, 1988

OBJECTiON TO MUR 2676 - FIRST G.C. REPORT
SIGNED OCTOBER 21, 1988

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on Monday, October 24, 1988 at 4:00 p.m.

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

as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Josef jak

McDonald

McGarry

Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for November 1, 1988

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON 0 C 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JOSHUA MCFADDEi~I4A
COMMISSION SECRETARY

OCTOBER 27, 1988

OBJECTIONS TO MUR 2676 - FIRST G.C. REPORT
SIGNED OCTOBER 21, 1988

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on Monday, October 24, 1988 at 4:00 p.m.

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

as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Josef iak

McDonald

McGarry

Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for November 1, 1988

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.

x

x



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Dave O'Brten for Congress and )
Dave O'Brien, as treasurer )
International Brotherhood of )
Teamsters )

Democratic, Republican, Independent)
Voter Education and Wallace D. )
Clements, as treasurer )

MUR 2676

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of November 1,

1988, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a vote

of 6-0 to take the following actions in MUR 2676:

1. Fir.d reason to believe that Dave O'Brien for
Congress and Dave O'Brien, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(a) (6)

2. Find no reason to believe that Dave O'Brien
for Congress and Dave O'Brien, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

3. Find no reason to believe that the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters and Democratic, Republi-
can, Independent voter Education and Wallace D.
Clements, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

4. Direct the Office of General Counsel to send
appropriate letters and Factual and Legal
Analysis pursuant to the above actions.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald, McGarry,

and Thomas voted affirmattvely for the decision.

Attest:

~2 ><~9~~L
Marjorie W. Emmons

secretary of the Commission
Date
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINtION I)C 2(1463 I~kweirber 9, 1988

'u-u's

Dave O'Brien, Treasurer
Dave O'Brien for Congress
P.O. Box 1076
Sioux City, Iowa 51102

RE: MUR 2676
Dave O'Brien for
Congress and Dave
O'Brien, as treasurer

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

On August 29, 1988, the Federal Election Commission notified
David O'Brien for Congress and you, 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 you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
November 1, 1988, found that there is reason to believe the
Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6),
a provision of the Act. The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against the 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 within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath.
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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.
S 111.18(d). Upon r~ceipt of the request, the Offl7~e 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.

N 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. In 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
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you have any questions, please contact Michael Marinelli,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
/1 ~

I-, /

7
C- /

Thomas J. Joseffak
Chai rman

Enclosure
Designation of Counsel Form
Factual & Legal Analysis
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Dave O'Brien for Congress MUR: 2676
and Dave O'Brien, as
treasurer

I. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSI S

A. THE ALLEGATIONS AND RESPONSE

On August 22, 1988, the Commission received a complaint filed

by Mr. Garry De Young. Mr. De Young was a candidate for

Democratic nomination in the Iowa 6th congressional District of

Iowa. The complaint alleges That International Brotherhood of

Teamsters (the "Teamsters") and Dave O'Brien for Congress ("the

Committee"), the principal campaign committee of the

complainant's primary opponent, Dave O'Brien, were in violation

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

The allegations center around contributions by the Teamsters'

separate segregated fund, Democratic, Republican, Independent

Voter Education ("DRIVE"), to the Committee during thecy.
June 7, 1988, primary. The complainant alleges the following:

1. that the Committee accepted money from DRIVE which in

fact came from the treasury of the Teamsters' Union;

2. that the funds used to make the DRIVE contributions were

raised through racketeering.

Mr. De Young further requests that the Commission investigate

all aspects ot this mater, "including but not limited to, the

activities of the Teamsters' Union and also the role of the Roman

Catholic Church in the Sixth Congressional District Primary and
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its role, if any, in the Teamsters' Union".

As a remedy, the complainant requests that Mr. O'Brien's name

be removed from the November ballot.

On September 12, 1988, this Office received a letter from the

Committee in response to the complaint. The Committee denies

that the funds used to make DRIVE contribution came from

Teamsters' moneys. The Committee notes that it is its

understanding that DRIVE is not included in the recent

investigation of the Teamsters and that "no one has questioned

the legality of D.R.I.V.E.'s funding sources (which come from

individual union member contributions)". The Committee also

states that while Dave O'Brien is Catholic, the Roman Catholic

church has played no role in the O'Brien campaign. The Committee

affirms that it "is in no way affiliated with the Roman Catholic

Church'.

B. STATEMENT OF THE LAW

The Act requires that reports filed by a political committee

disclose all contributions received from individuals and other

political committees. 2 U.s.c. s 434(b)(2). The candidate's

principal campaign committee must file special notices on

contributions received after the 20th day but more than 48 hours,

before an election in which the candidate is running. These

contributions must also be itemized on the committee's next

scheduled report. 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)16)(A).

The Act states that a political committee may not accept

contributions made from the treasuries of national banks,

corporations or labor organizations. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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However, corporaticns and labor organizations may use their

treasury funds to establish a separate segregated fund which

itself may col!~ct contributions from a limited class of

individuals and use this money to make contributions and

expenditures P~ federal elections. This limited class consists

of union members and executive or administrative personnel, and

their families. 11 C.F.R. 114.5(g)(2).

C. APPLICATION OF THE LAW TO THE FACTS

1. Failure to timely report contributions from Union PACs

The complainant includes in his submission various news

clippings relating to charges made by the Republican incumbent,

Representative Fred Grandy, that the Committee has failed to

timely report $8,000 in contributions from Union PACs before the

June 7, 1988, primary. In one article, Mr. O'Brien admits that

his committee failed to timely report some contributions.

In a letter received by the Commission on June 17, 1988, the

Committee informed the Commission of $8,000 in contributions from

Union PACs that were made from June 2, 1988, to June 3, 1988,

($3,000 from UAW V Cap PAC, $2,300 from DRIVE and $2,500 from

American Federation of State, County and Municipal

Employees-AFL-CIO). These Contributions were made after the 2Otn

day before the June 7, 1988, primary but more than 48 hours

before the primary and so should have been reported within 48

hours in which they were made. Instead, the Committee was more

than a week late in reporting them when it made its

June 17, 1988, notification. This notification occurred 10 days

after the primary had taken place. The Committee subsequently
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reported these contributions in its 1988 July Quarterly Report.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that the Committee

violated 2 U.s.c. S 434(a)(6).

2. Use of prohibited contributions

The Committee's June 17, 1988 letter and its 1988 July

Quarterly Report list a June 2, 1988, contribution from DRIVE.

While the complainant alleges that the contribution from DRIVE

contained funds from the Teamster's union treasury and that this

money is the fruit of racketeering activity, the complainant

presents no evidence that union treasury funds were used. An

examination of DRIVE's 1988 May Monthly Report which reports the

$2,500 contribution to the Committee indicates that all of

DRIVE'S receipts came from individuals.

Therefore, there is no reason to believe that Dave O'Brien

for Congress and Dave O'Brien, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b.

3. Examination of the other allegations

Complainant has requested that the Commission examine the

role of the Roman Catholic Church in the June 7, 1988 primary and

in the Teamsters generally. The Complainant has failed, however,

to allege any violation of the Act that could be the basis for a

reason to believe finding.
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FEDERAL ELECTiON COMMISSION
WASHINC,1ON I)( 2O4~1

November 14, 1988

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

A
N BY: Lois G. LernerAssociate General ~ounse1

SUBJECT: MUR 2676

During Executive Session on November 1, 1988, the Commission
-~ considered the recommendations of the Office of the General

Counsel to find no reason to believe that Dave O'Brien for
Congress and Dave O'Brien, as treasurer; the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters ("Teamsters"); and Democratic,
Republican, Independent Voter Education ("DRIVE") and Wallace D.
Clements, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C S 44lb. This Office
also recommended that the Commission find reason to believe that
Dave O'Brien for Congress and Dave O'Brien, as treasurer violated
2 U.S.C. 5 434(a)(6)(A) but take no further action and close the
file.

The Commission did not accept the recommendation to take no
further action against Dave O'Brien for Congress and Dave
O'Brien, as treasurer regarding the violation of Section
434(a)(6)(A). The Commission did accept the recommendations to
find no reason to believe that the Teamsters and DRIVE and
Wallace D. Clements, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C S 441b.
However, the Commission did not specifically vote to "close the
file" as to the Teamsters and DRIVE although it did vote to
direct this Office to send "the appropriate letters" pursuant to
the Commission's actions. Thus, consistent with the Commission's
action, this Office is recommending that the Commission close the
file in this matter as to the Teamsters and DRIVE and approve the
attached letter to the Teamsters and DRIVE.
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RECORRENDATIONS.

1. Close the file ira MUR 2676 as to the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters and Democratic, Republican,
Independent Voter Education and Wallace D. Clements, as
treasurer

2. Approve the attached letter.

Attachments:
1. Certification, November 1, 1988.
2. Proposed letter.

Staff Person: Michael Marinelli
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Dave O~Brien for Congress and
Dave O'Brien, as treasurer
International Brotherhood of
Teamsters

Democratic, Republican, Independent
Voter Education and Wallace D.
Clements, as treasurer

MUR 2676

CERTIF ICAT ION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on November 16,

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

the following actions in MUR 2676:

1. Close the file in MUR 2676 as to the
International Brotherhood of Teamsters
and Democratic, Republican, Independent
Voter Education and Wallace D. Clements,
as treasurer, as recommended in the
Ceneral Counsel's memorandum to the
Commission dated November 14, 1988.

2. Approve the letter, as recommended in The
General Counsel's memorandum to the
Commission dated November 14, 1988.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

/

/ til ~(
Date Marjorie W. Emmo

Secretary of the Co

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

ns
mm is 5 ion

11-14-88, 12:19
11-14-88, 4:00
11-16-88, 4:00
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November 17, 1988

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Mr. Michael Marinelli

Re: MUR 2676
Dave O'Brien for Congress
Dave O'Brien as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Marinelli:

Please consider this letter a request for conciliation in this
matter. The Dave O'Brien for Congress campaign has no basic
disagreement with the factual and legal anaylsis of the
commission. However, the commission should consider the
following mitigating facts in making its decision concerning what
sanctions are appropriate:

1. Mr. DeYoung's complaint does not specifically
concern the late filing of campaign contri-
butions by PACS. In pursuit of Mr. DeYoung's
complaint the Commission did find a violation,
one which the O'Brien campaign had previously
admitted to and attempted to correct, regarding
the late filing of PAC contributions. This
allegation was made by Congressman Grandv in
a newspaper article. Since the allegation of
late filing was not specifically mentioned in
Mr. DeYoung's complaint and Representative
Grandv has not filed an official complaint
concerning said allegation, the O'Brien
campaign requests the Commission to dismiss
the complaint without sanction because the
allegation is not formally before the
Commission.



2. The O'Brien campaign was simpiy not aware of
the additional reporting requirements for
contributions of $1,000 or more which are
received after the pre-primary report and
prior to 48 hours before the primary. As
soon as the O'Brien campaign discovered
said additional reporting requirement it
acknowledged in a letter dated June 17, 1988
to the Commission that an oversight had
occurred in the failure to timely report
three separate PAC contributions of more
than $1,000.00 received during said time
period. This acknowledgement was sent well
before Mr. DeYoung's August 22. 1988 complaint.
Thus, the matter was simply an oversight and
not an intentional hiding of campaign contributions.

3. The O'Brien campaign is now left approximately
$8,000.00 to $10,000.00 in debt. All of the
indebtedness will be owed to Dave O'Brien

I)ersonally and as guarantor of a note with Norwest
Bank of Sioux City, Iowa. Dave O'Brien and the bank
are currently setting up a payment schedule
for the $8,000.00 to $10,000.00 debt. No
other individuals, corporations or organizations
of any kind will be owed any money whatsoever by the
Dave O'Brien campaign. Therefore, the Commission
should consider that any fine ordered to be paid
by the Dave O'Brien for Congress campaign is
simply going to come directly from Dave O'Brien

personal lv.

The Dave O'Brien for Congress committee asks the commission to
please waive the paYment of an'~' fine considering the debt
that is already owed, the relatively minor nature of the
vIoiaLL2[1 ir1 vAvcd, the fact that the O'Brien campaign notified
the Commission of said violation immediately upon its discovery
and for the reason that the violation found is not the specific
subject of any formal complaint filed with the Commission.

Sincerely,

6~7~
4~

AVE 0'BRIE

DAO:cc
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
wASHN(;JON I)C 2O46~ ~v~t~er 21, 1988

Mr. William J. Mccarthy, General President
International Brotherhood Independent
Of Teamsters
Mr. Wallace D. Clements, Treasurer
Democratic, Republican, Independent Voter Education
25 Louisiana Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

RE: MUR 2676
International Brotherhood
Of Teamsters
Democratic, Republican,
Independent Voter
Education and
Wallace D. Clements,

- as treasurer

Dear Mr. McCarthy and Mr. Clements:

On August 29, 1988, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On November 1, 1988, the Commission found, on the basis of
the information in the complaint, that there is no reason to
believe the International Brotherhood Of Teamsters and the
Democratic, Republican, Independent Voter Education and Wallace
D. Clements, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter
as it pertains to the International Brotherhood Of Teamsters and
the Democratic, Republican, Independent Voter Education and
Wallace D. Clements, as treasurer.



William 3. McCarthy, General President and Wallace D. Clements,
Treasurer
Page 2

This matter will become a part of the public record within 30
days after the file has been closed with respect to all
respondents. If you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days. Please send
such materials to the Office of the General Counsel.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 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

BY:
Asso General Counsel
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EXEC~JTIVE SE~Z?~
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION JAN 10 1888

In the Matter of ) MUR 2676 S~SIJIVE
Dave O'Brien for congress and )

David O'Brien, as treasurer )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On November 1, 1988, the Commission found reason to believe

that the Dave O'Brien for Congress (the "Committee") and David

O'Brien, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6) when it

failed to file timely special notices of $8,000 in contributions
1~m

from Union PACS received after the 20th day but more than 48

hours, before the election in which the candidate, David O'Brien

participated.' In a letter dated November 17, 1988, the

Committee asked that no further action be taken in the matter or,

in the alternative, that the Commission grant a request for
C,

preprobable cause conciliation.

_ II. ANALYSIS

In its November 17, 1988 letter, the Committee argues that

complaint filed by Mr. De Young out of which this matter arose

did not specifically allege a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6).

Therefore, the Committee concludes the Commission should not have

made reason to believe findings on that violation and, having

done so, should now take no further action.

This Office notes that while the complaint does not

1. Mr. O'Brien, the Democratic CongresssiOnal candidate in
Iowa 6th Congressional District, was defeated by the Republican
incumbent, Representative Fred Grandy. Mr. O'Brien received 36%
of the vote.
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specifically cite to 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6), the Committee's

reporting omission forming the basis for this violation was

raised by the factual issues discussed in the complaint. The

complaint filed by Mr. De Young had alleged that the Committee

had received funds from union treasuries that had been raised

through racketeering. Although, there was no evidence to support

this allegation, newspaper articles incorporated into the

complaint discussed charges made by Mr. O'Brien's Republican

opponent, Representative Fred Grandy, that the O'Brien campaign

had failed to report last minute union PAC contributions. A

subsequent review of reports filed by the Committee confirmed the

reporting omission. This Office further notes that the

Commission may make findings based on information ascertained in

the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities." See 2 U.S.C S 437g(a)(2). The Respondent was

notified of the Commission's finding and provided a legal and

factual basis forming the basis for the Commission's finding.

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission enter

into preprobable cause conciliation with Dave O'Brien for

Congress and David O'Brien, as treasurer.

III. DISCUSSION OP CONCILIATION PROVISIONS AND CIVIL PENALTY
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0
IV. RECORRENDATIONS

C,
1. Enter into conciliation with Dave O'Brien for Congress

and David O'Brien, as treasurer, prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

2. Approve the attached proposed conciliation agreement and
letter.

Lawrence H. Noble
General Counsel

Date

Attachments
1. November 17, 1988 reply and request for conciliation
2. Proposed Conciliation Agreement and letter

Staff assigned: Michael Marinelli
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

Dave O'Brien for Congress and ) MUR 2676
David O'Brien, as treasurer

CERTIF ICATION

I, Marjorie W. Eminons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of January 11,

1989, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

vote of 6-0 to take the following actions in MUR 2676:

1. Enter into conciliation with Dave O'Brien
for Congress and David O'Brien, as treasurer,
prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

2. Approve the proposed conciliation agreement
and letter attached to the General Counsel's
report dated December 16, 1988, subject to
amendment of the agreement at line fifteen
on page two to show the correct figure.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

MoGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

.1'

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission
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David O'Brien, Treasurer
Dave O'Brien for Congress
P.O. Box 1076
Sioux City, Iowa 51102

RE: MUR 2676
Dave O'Brien for
Congress and David
O'Brien, as treasurer

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

On November 1, 1988, the Federal Election Commission found

reason to believe that Dave O'Brien for Congress and you, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6). On November 21, you

submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe

finding in this matter. At your request, on January ii , l98'~

the Commission determined to enter into negotiations directed

towards reaching a conciliation agreement in settlement of this

matter prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission has

approved in settlement of this matter. If your clients agree

with the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and

return it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. ifl

light of the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a

finding of probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of

30 days, you should respond to this notification as soon as
possible.



David O'Brien
Page 2

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection with
a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact
Michael Marinelli, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counse

BY: G~~Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 2676 $ENSiflVE

Dave O'Brien for Congress and )
David O'Brien, as treasurer

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed by

David O'Brien, the treasurer of the Dave O'Brien for Congress

Committee (the "Committee").

On November 1, 1988, the Commission found reason to believe

that the Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6) by failing

to report within 48 hours $8,000 in Union PAC contributions which

came after the 20th day before the primary but more than 48 hours

before the primary. On January 11, 1989, the Commission approved

the Committee's request to enter into pre-probable cause

conciliation.



II. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with
Dave O'Brien for Congress and David OBriefl, as
treasurer.

2. Close the file.

3. Approve the attached letters.

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

~9 BY:
Date Lois G. L

Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Committee response
2. Conciliation Agreement
3. Letters to Complainant and Respondents

Staff Assigned: Michael Marinelli
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MUR 2676

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie w. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on March 1,

1989, the Commissjon decided by a vote of 6-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 2676:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement with
Dave O'Brien for Congress and David
O'Brien, as treasurer, as recommended
in the General Counsel's report signed
February 24, 1989.

2. Close the ffie.

3. Approve the letters, as recorcimended in the
General Counsel's report signed February 24,
1989.

Commissioners A~kens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

MoGarry, and :homas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

K~~A 4 .4) f~ If t~?

Date ~Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commiss on

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

2-27-89,
2-27-89,
3-01-89,

In the Matter of

Dave O'Brien for Congress and
David O'Brien, as treasurer

10:21
4:00
4:0]
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March 8, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Garry De Young
P.O. Box 7252
Spencer, Iowa 51301-7252

RE: MUR 2676

Dear Mr. De Young:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with theFederal Election Commission on August 17, 1988, concerningcertain union contributions received by Dave O'Brien for Congressduring the 1988 Democratic primary in Iowa.

The Commission found there was no reason to believe DaveO'Brien for Congress (the "Committee") and David O'Brien, astreasurer; the Democratic, Republican, Independent VoterEducation and Wallace D. Clements, as treasurer; and theInternational Brotherhood of Teamsters violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441b, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended. However, the Commission found that there was reasonto believe that the Committee and David O'Brien, as treasurer,violated 2 u.s.c. S 434(a)(6)(A) and conducted an investigationin this matter. On March 1, 1989, a conciliation agreementsigned by the respondents was accepted by the Commission.Accordingly, the Commission closed the file in this matter on1989. A copy of this agreement is enclosed for your information.
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Gerry De Young
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Micheal Marinelli,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counse

BY: Lois G. Ler er
Associate G neral Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING ION I) C 211443

March 8, 1989
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David O'Brien, Treasurer
Dave O'Brien for Congress
P.O. Box 1076
Sioux City, Iowa 51102

RE: MUR 2676
Dave O'Brien for
Congress and David
O'Brien, as treasurer

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

On March 1, 1989. the Federal Election Commission accepted
the signed conciliation agreement on your behalf in settlement of
a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6), a provision of th~ Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file
has been closed in this matter. This matter will become a part
of the public record within 30 days. If you wish to submit any
factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please
do so within ten days. Such materials should be sent to the
Office of the General Counsel.

Please be advised that information derived in connection w1tr~

any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.



David O'Brien, treasurer
Page 2.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executedconciliation agreement for your files. If you have anyquestions, please contact Michael Marinelli, the attorneyassigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

I, 7~/

BY: Lots G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

0 Enclosure

Conciliation Agreement
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the matter of )
) MUR 2676Dave O'Brien for Congress and )

David O'Brien, as treasurer )

CONCI LIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by a signed, sworn, and notarized

complaint by Mr. Garry De Young. The Federal Election Commission

("Commission") found reason to believe that Dave O'Brien for

Congress and DaviL' O'Brien, as treasurer ("Respondents"),

violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the respondents, having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents and

the subject matter of this proceeding, and this agreement has the

effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

S 437g(a) (4) (A) ( i

II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. Dave O'Brien for Congress is the principal campaign

committee of candidate David O'Brien and is a political committee

within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. S 431(4).

2. David O'Brien is the treasurer of Dave O'Brien for

Congress Committee.
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3. Pursuant to 2 U.s.c. S 434(a)(1), each treasurer of

a political committee shall file reports of receipts and

disbursements in accordance with the provisions of 2 U.S.C.

S 434. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6)(A), the candidate's

principal campaign co~""dttee must file special notices on

contributions received after the 20th day but more than 48 hours,

before an election in which the candidate is running. The

notification must be made within 48 hours from the time these

contributions are received and the contributions must also be

itemized on the committee's next scheduled report.

4. The Democratic Primary Election for the 6th Iowa

Congressional District was held on June 7, 1988.

5. From June 2, 1988 to June 3, 1988, Respondents

received $8,000 in contributions from union PACs ($3,000 from

UAW V PAC, $2,500 from DRIVE on June 2, 1988, and $2,500 from
0

American Federation of State, County and Municipal

Employees-AFL-CIO on June 3, 1988). These contributions were

reported to the Commission in a letter received on June 17, 1988.

The Committee subsequently reported these contributions in its

1988 July Quarterly Report.

V. Respondents failed to report within 48 hours of their

receipt the $8,000 in contributions which were made after the

20th day before the June 7, 1988 primary but more than 48 hours

before the primary, in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(6)(A).

VI. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of Seven Hundred, Fifty Dollars and no/lOC

(~75O.OO) pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).
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VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(l) concerning the matters at issue

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

agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement or any

requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil

action for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondents shall have no more than 30 days from the

cate this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirement contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and

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

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

not contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.
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FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence II. Noble
General Counsel

BY: &
Lois G. Lern r
Associate Ge eral Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

(Name)
(Position)

LIa te / 
I

Date
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P FEDERAL ELFCTION COMMISSION.5 WASHIN(, i( IN I) ( 2I)4b~ March 8, 1989

Mr. William j. McCarthy, General President
International Brotherhood
Of Teamsters

Mr. Wallace D. Clements, Treasurer
Democratic, Republican. Independent Voter Education
25 Louisiana Avenue, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20001

RE: MUR 2676
International Brotherhood
Of Teamsters

Democratic, Republican,
Independent Voter
Education and
Wallace D. Clements,
as treasurer

Dear Mr. McCarthy and Mr. Clements:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter has
now been closed and will become part of the public record within
30 days. Should you wish to submit any legal or factual
materials to be placed on the public record in connection with
this matter, please do so within ten days. Such materials should
be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Marinelli, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G'. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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