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MEMORANDUM

TO:

THROUGH:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

JOHN C. SURIk A
STAFF DIRECTO

ROBERT 3. COSTA '

ASSISTANT STAFF DI
AUDIT DIVISION

FRIENDS OF MATTINGLY - MATTERS
REFERABLE TO THE OFFICE OF
GENERAL COUNSEL

On October 10, 1989, the Commission voted to refer
Exhibits A through G which constitute the findings contained
in the interim audit report which were not adequately
responded to by the Committee. Should you have any questions
or require access to audit workpapers, please contact Martin
Favin or Joseph Stoltz at 376-5320.

Attachments as stated
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A. Excessive Contributions

Section 441a(a) (1) (A) and (2) (A) of Title 2 of the
United States Code states that no person shall make contributions
to any candidate and his authorized political committees with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000 and that no multicandidate political

committee shall make contributions to any candidate and his

authorized political committees with respect to any election for

Federal office which, in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.

The term "election" is defined at 2 U.S.C. 5 431(1) (A)

as a general, special, primary, or runoff election.

Section 110.1 a) (2) (i) and (ii) of Title 11 of the Code

of Federal RegulationsI / states that "With respect to any

P election" means:

- In the case of a contribution designated in
writing for a particular election, the election so
designated, except that a contribution made after

a primary election, caucus or convention and
designated for the primary election, caucus or
convention shall be made only to the extent that

LO the contribution does not exceed net debts

outstanding from the primary eleciton, caucus or
convention.

- In the case of a contribution not designated in
writing for a particular election, for a primary
election, caucus or convention, if made on or
before the date of the election, caucus or
convention, or for a general election if made
after the date of the primary election.

11 C.F.R. S 104.8(d)!/ states that a contribution which
represents contributions by more than one person shall indicate
on the written instrument, or on an accompanying written
statement signed by all contributors, the amount to be attributed
to each contributor.

2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) states that no candidate or
political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution in
violation of any limitation on contributions.

1/ Citations from Parts 104 and 110 of Title 11 of the Code of

Federal Regulations refer to Regulations in effect prior to
the April 8, 1987 amendments to those sections.
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Background

The Audit staff reviewed the Committee's cash-on-had
records to calculate the Committee's financial position as of the
August 12, 1986 primary election. The Committee maintaised
separate operating accounts for primary and general ele -tion
activity.

The auditors calculated the Committee's combined primary-
related bank balance as of 8/12/86 which includes the ?.112.af
adjusted balances from the primary account and from an iiona1
bank account with minimal activity after the date of t'e primary
election. The 8/12/86 balances from several primary-relate-
Certificate of Deposit accounts were also included e -e
calculation.

A review of invoices in support of post-8/12/86
disbursements made from the primary and general bank acc-ounts was
undertaken to determine if the disbursements were primary-
related. In addition, a bank loan which was outstanding at
8/12/86, along with accompanying interest, was considered
primary-related.

Based on this review, the auditors determined that the
Committee's financial position at the time of the August 12, 1986
primary election was a $193,202.10 surplus. Therefore# the
Committee could not accept contributions designated for the
primary election made after August 12, 1986, pursuant to 11
C.F.R. S 110.1 (a) (2) (i) .

In a letter dated December 9, 1988 the Committee tabes
exception to the Audit staff calculation of the August 12, 1986

c net debt. Mr. Stewart makes several points each of which is
discussed below.

First, the Committee notes that the figure in the audit
report differs from that contained in the workpapers provided at
the exit conference and that the report does not include the
calculation. The report surplus figure is approximately $10,000
higher than that discussed at the exit conference. The
difference is due to a correction made after the exit coference
regarding a loan balance and associated interest. This charge
does not in any way change the conclusion. As noted later in Mr.
Stewart's letter, a meeting was held between he and the auditors
on August 2, 1988. At that meeting, Mr. Stewart was tol.d that
any information which would be of assistance in his response
would be provided. During the approximately four months provided
for the Committee to prepare their response, no requests for
information or explanations were received.

Second, is the inclusion of post primary payments as prizary
obligations. The Committee states that they have identified
$405,368.22 in payroll, payroll taxes, general operating
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expenses, and media contracts paid within 30 days after the
primary. The Committee included this amount in their deficit
calculation. (See Committee response, page 2.) Though no
indication is provided as to how this amount is derived, a review
of Committee disclosure reports indicates that the amount
represents almost all disbursents for 30 days after the
primary.?./ Thus, the*Conmittee appears to argue that 100% of all
disbursements for thirty days after the primary are primary
expenses. Given a relatively late primary (August 12, 1986), a
very close general election race, and a primary where the
Candidate received 95% of the vote, this does not appear to be a
reasonable assumption. N.o support for the Committee's position
was provided.

The Committee next notes that 11 C.F.R. 5110.1 (b) (3) (ii)
includes among expenses which may be considered in determining
net debt, the cost of raising funds to liquidate debt and the
estimated costs associated with termination of political
activity, including costs of complying with post-election
requirements of the Act. Mr. Stewart goes on to state that *It
doesn't appear that any of these estimated expenses were
considered in coming to a conclusion that a primary surplus
existed.*

In a situation where a surplus exists, there seems little
- need for a fundraising allowance. With respect to the costs of

terminating political activity, the Regulation specifies these
L) costs are to be included if the authorized committee terminates

or if the candidate will not be a candidate for the next
election. Given that the candidate was successful in the primary
election and vas participating in the next (general) election and
that the Committee was not terminating after the primary

Celection, no cost of termination allowance is required.

Third,, the Committee argues that all payments to certain
consultants and vendors should be included as primary debts since
contracts were signed with these consultants and vendors before
the primary election. The Committee further notes that as part
of the campaign strategy, payments to these consultants and
vendors were delayed in order to show a large cash balance in
hopes of discouraging opponents.

The Committee submitted no supporting documentation to
demonstrate that all or part of these obligations were incurred
before the primary. However, if it is assumed that certain
obligations were incurred before August 12, 1986, that fact alone

2/ The Committee reported $426,135.84 in disbursements between
August 13 and September 12, 1988. This includes two
payments to vendors which appear to be included by the
Committee under *contract obligations.' The net amount of
August 13 to September 12, 1986 reported disbursements is
$381,270. 61.
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does not determine to which election the expenditure is
attributable. Further, if the Committee intentionally delayed
payments to certain vendors and consultants while reporting no
outstanding debts, a reporting violation is indicated. (11 CPR
S104.3 (d))

The Committee's calculation of the primary deficit also
includes a $100,000 estimate for the cost of post election
compliance. There is no support provided for this figure.

The Committee calculation shows a cash on hand amount of
$3 52,241.11. The audit calculation includes cash on hand of
$468,440.95 consisting of $18,440.95 in bank balances and
$450,000.00 in certificates of deposit purchased from the primary
bank account. Since the Committee did not provide any support
for their calculation, the cause of the difference is unknown.

NO The Audit net debt calculation also includes a $45,123.75
'0 liability for a loan the proceeds of which were deposited into

the primary account; a $51,057.00 liability for a certificate of
deposit which was purchased from the General Election account but
the proceeds of which were deposited into the Primary Account;
primary related disbursements totaling $23,713.86 paid from the
Primary Account after August 12, 1986; and primary related
disbursements totaling $155,344.24 paid from the General Election
account after August 12, 1986. The post August 12, 1986 expenses

U) were determined from a review of cancelled checks and invoices.

Finally, it is noted that in a response to a Request for
Additional Information concerning whether the Committee had debt
from the primary election and the incomplete disclosure of debts

C- on the post general election report, Mr. Stewart stated:

*In response to the question regarding the outstanding
indebtedness shown on Schedule D, it is impossible to furnish
this information in as much as the campaign did not maintain an
accounts payable ledger nor is anyone that was connected with the
campaign available to answer any questions about the records.
The amount of indebtedness was ascertained as best as possible on
the day after the election. Each subsequent day brought in new
bills which were added to the total ... The records, consisting of
over 29 boxes, have been moved three times since the election.
Thus it is an impossible task to reconstruct any accurate
accounts payable list as of a certain date after the fact."

This letter was received by the Commission while the Audit
fieldwork was underway.

The Audit staff has made no adjustment to the interim audit
report primary surplus amount as a result of the Committee's
response.
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1. From individuals

The Committee's 1985-86 contribution records were
tested to determine if any contributions from individuals were
accepted that were in excess of the 2 U.s.c. S 441a (a) (1) (A)
limitation. The test results indicated that the Committee had
accepted a material number of excessive contributions from
individuals. Therefore, the Audit staff performed an extensive
review of individual contributions to determine the extent of
excessive contributions accepted by the Committee. In the
conduct of this review, the Audit staff utilized the Committee's
automated contributor data base along with supporting records.

To determine the election to which a contribution
should be applied, any designation appearing on the contribution
check or correspondence from the contributor was followed.3!
Absent such a designation, contributions dated on or before the
August 12, 1986 primary election were considered to have been
made for the primary election and those dated after August 12,
1986 for the general election. Where possible, the date of the
contribution check was used, however, where that date was not
available the Audit staff used the date recorded in the
Committee's automated contribution data base. Further,
contributions were attributed only to persons whose signatures
appeared on the written instrum'ent or on an associated piece of
correspondence.

All contributions which initially appeared to be
excessive were further reviewed to determine if refunds had been
timely made or a reattribution had been obtained. An attribution
to another contributor was considered only where the additional
contributor's signature was obtained.

It is noted that the magnetic tape containing
Committee contributions that was provided to the Audit staff
contained no contributor records which reflected total
contributions in excess of $2#000 for the election cycle. From
our anaylsis of selected records, it appears that the Committee
routinely attributed amounts, which would otherwise be in excess
of the contribution limitation, to a contributor's spouse. It
further appears that amounts received before the primary election
which were in excess of the primary election contribution limit
were routinely recorded as general election contributions and
vice versa.

3/ As noted, the Committee was in a surplus position on the
date of the primary election. Therefore, any amount
designated by a contributor for the primary election after
the date of the primary is considered to be an excessive
contribution.
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The review of individual contributions described
above identified 706 apparent excessive contributions from 504
individuals totaling $345,590.

Attachment 1 contains a schedule of the apparent
excessive contributions discussed above.

In the interim audit report, the Audit staff
recommended that the Committee either demonstrate that these
contributions were not in excess of the limitations, or refund
the contributions and submit evidence of the refunds.

in his response, Mr. Stewart states that one of

the contributors on Attachment 1 is a fictitious name filed
pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5104.3(e). Mr. Stewart further states that
contrary to the indication in the audit report, no fictitious
name was entered into the Committee's contribution data base and
that no fictitious name had an excessive contribution attributed
to t4

The Audit staff obtained copies of the pseudonym
lists filed by the Committee. These lists contained 14 names,
all of which are contained in the computer data base generated

- from the contribution tape provided by the Committee. Two of
these names show apparent excessive contributions. In both

- cases, two contributions are shown dated before the primary and
totaling in excess of $1,000. Also, in both cases the amount in
excess of $1,000 was shown on the data base as a general election
contribution. Since no documentation showing an election
designation for these contributions was found, the contributions
were considered primary election contributions and hence
excessive.

Both fictitious names have been deleted from
Attachment I and the amount of excessive contributions reduced to
$344p840.00 (704 contributions from 502 contributors).

Mr. Stewart also states that reattribution letters
were sent to excessive contributors and that "All of these
reattribution letters were on file in the campaign records."

The Audit staff searched the boxes of records
which were available and located those reattribution letters
which were in the records. As noted by Mr. Stewart, the auditors
only considered reattribution letters which met the requirements
of 11 C.F.R. S104.8(d) as it was written at the time the
contributions were made. ("A contribution which represents
contributions by more than one person shall indicate on the

4/ Section 104.3(e) (4) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states that no authorized committee of a
candidate shall attribute more than $1,000 in contributions
to the same pseudonym for each election.
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written instrwnent, or on an accompanying written statement
signed by all contributors (emphasis added), the amount to be
attributed to each contributor.")

Next, Mr. Stewart mentions that the records were
stored in a warehouse and were moved by the auditors to a hotel
to conduct the audit. He also states that the records were
secured in the hotel conference room during a hiatus in the
fieldwork. Re goes on the say that he does not believe the
records were adequately safeguarded; and that it is inexplainable
that the records were intact in the warehouse and subsequently
some were not available for the auditors' inspection.

First, at the entrance conference Mr. Stewart
stated that some of the boxes were in his office and some were in
the warehouse. Later, an additional box was located in
Republican Party headquarters in Atlanta. Based on discussions
with Mr. Stewart it was apparent that he was not familiar with

0-1 the records or their exact location. Given this, the Audit staff
does not accept the premise that the records were intact at the

rw warehouse.

Second, as for the security of the records, the
Audit staff shares Mr. Stewart's concern. Before the records
were left in the hotel conference room, the procedure was cleared
with Mr. Stewart. If he had objected, the records would have
been moved back to the warehouse. The hotel manager was asked if
the door of the room could be deadbolted and the need for
security was explained. The Audit staff was told that the door
could be "double locked" requiring the managers key and the room
key totopen the door. Therefore, the room was inaccessible to
the hotel staff. The double locking procedure was performed

C under Audit staff supervision. Upon returning, the staff was
required to wait until the manager came from his home with his
key to gain access to the room. When the room was entered,
nothing appeared to have been disturbed. The Audit staff
believes that the records under FEC control were adequately
safeguarded.

Finally, Mr. Stewart observes that some of the
excessive contributions on Attachment 1 have been refunded. Re
is correct. Those indicated by footnotes 6, 7, and 8 were
refunded in whole or in part; however, the refunds were not
timely. The footnotes on Attachment 1 to the Interim Audit
Report made that clear. The five refunded contributions
identified on Attachment 1 total $2,250.00, leaving $342r590.00
in excessive contributions unresolved.

2. From Political and Other Committees

The Committee received apparent excessive
contributions from 17 political and other committees totalling
$35,192.56. These contributions were identified using copies of
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contribution checks from committee files, contributions reported

by other committees and contributions reported by the Committee.

Where the amount of the excessive contribution was determined by

the election for which one or more contributions were designated,

any designation on the contribution check or accompanying

correspondence was followed. Where no such designation was

available the election designation on the contributing
committee's disclosure reports was used. Where no election

designation was found, the date of the contribution check was

used to determine the election for which the contribution was
intended. Finally, any contribution designated for the primary

election but dated after the primary was considered excessive
given that, as discussed above, the Committee had no primary debt

(See Attachment 2 for a listing of excessive contributions).

in the interim audit report, the Audit staff

recommended that the Committee either demonstrate that these

contributions were not in excess of the limitations or refund the

0 contributions and submit evidence of the refunds.

In their response, the Committee states that the

election designation recorded by the Committee followed the

contributing committee's designation. As noted above, where

Committee records contained evidence of such a designation, the

Audit staff also followed the contributor's designation.
However, contributor committee disclosure report election

designations were followed when Committee records contained no

election designation, with the date of the contribution used in

the absence of any other information. These designations do not
always match those reported by the Committee.

In some cases,, the Committee contends that the

C contributions are not excessive by virtue of the existence of a

primary debt in October of 1986. As noted above, the Audit staff
does not accept the Committee's net debt calculation. As for the

Committee's question concerning the reason some of these

committees would report more than the permissible amount
contributed for the same election, no answer is available.
However, in a number of cases, the contributions which make up

the excessive amounts begin as early as 1982. In some cases, if

only contributions made in 1985 and 1986 are considered, (a
period often considered an election cycle), the excessive amount
is eliminated or reduced.

Finally, the Committee states that Floridians for

President Reagan's Majority (Floridians) is now a registered
committee. This does not address the potential excessive
contribution problem. In MUR 2577, it was learned that
Floridians was a joint fundraising committee authorized by the

Committee and the Committee to Re-Elect Senator Paula Hawkins

(the Hawkins Committee). The joint fundraising agreement states

that expenses and proceeds are to be split equally. The report
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filed by Floridians indicates that the gross prcceeds were
$14,075 and expenses were $776.78. Further, d 4c-Ments contained
in the MUR file indicate that $3,250.00 was earrarked to the
Hawkins Committee and $3,325.00 was ear2arke- tc the Committee.
The earmarking was accomplished by making t.e checks payable to
the intended recipient. These checks were n- d'eposited by
Floridians but rather were forwarded to tlhe :-ec:ients uncashed.
The remaining $7,500.00 in contributions wa-s demsi ted by
Floridians. From this amount the expen-ses o'e:e ra'i- with 100% of
the balance $6,723.22 being forwarded t: t.t'crnirtee. As a
result, the Committee received $3,363.': m:,:e t-axn it was
entitled to receive and the Hawkins Zo--t-e -- eved $3,363.71
less. Therefore, the Committee has rece:.re- . ($3,363.71
less a $1,000 contribution limitation) -te . t-e Hawkins
Committee (Via Floridians) than the c.. - .iitations
permit.

Given the above, the ist -= excess:Ve
contributions from political committees at -:--=-_en. 2 has been
revised to eliminate the $5,723.22 excessire anc '.n from
Floridians and include a $2,363.71 excessie acunt from the
Hawkins Committee, leaving the total excess--e =ont at
$31,833.05. No other adjustments to the i.-o=i= audit report
finding have been made.

Recommendation #1

The Audit staff recommends that these r'atte-rs be referred to
the Office of General Counsel.
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LAB86/031489

Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type1/ SourceZf/ Des. 3/

Mr. Bernard W.
Abrams

Mr. David L.
Abrams

Mr. Charles
Adams

Mrs. Myrna
- Adams

.'Mr. J.E.
Ader hold

zz-Mrs. Rebecca
Alise

Mr. Nicholas
Alise

TMrs. Joe Allen

-Mr. Joe Allen

Mrs. Ricky L.
Allman

Mr. Ricky L.
Allman

Mr. John B.
Amos

Mr. M.C.
Anderson

Mr. Stanton D.
Anderson

Mrs. Dannie

8/04/83 1,000.00

10/31/84

10/02/86

10/02/86

1,000.00

1,400.00

1,250.00

5/31/85 1,000.00

9/17/86
9/25/86

1,250.00
150.00

9/17/86 1,250.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

1/29/86
3/01/84

5/31/85
6/14/85

10/06/83

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00
1,000.00

3,000.00
250.00

500.00

C. Anderton 10/14/86

1,000.00

1,000.00

400.00

250.00

1,000.00

250.00
150.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00
250.00

2,750.00
250.00

500.00

O DB

O DB

LP CK

LP CK

0 CK

CK
CK

LP CK

O DB

O DB

O DB

O DB

DB
CK

CK
DB

0 DB

250.00 250.00 0 DB G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount TypeI/ Sour ce_/ Des .3/

Mr. Kenneth W.
Ander ton

Mr. William W.
Anderton

Mrs. Carmen
Angelo

Mr. Carmen
1) Angelo

-Mr. Frank
Argenbright

-Nr. Paul
Arnes an

, Mr. Gus
Arrendale

Mrs. Hollis
Arrendale

CMr. John
Arrendale

rNMr. Tom
Arrendale

Mr. W.L.
Arrendale

Mrs. Anita
Askew

Mr. Neal A.
Askew

Mr. Jim C.
Autry

Mr. Fred P.
Ayers

Mr. Thomas N.
Bagwell

9/19/86 2,500.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/24/86

250.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

7/31/85 1,000.00

5/31/85 1,500.00

5/31/85 1,500.00

5/31/85 1,500.00

2/07/85 1,000.00

2/07/85 1,000.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

250.00

250.00

9/09/85 2,000.00

10/16/86 200.00

500.00
11,000.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

600.00

250.00

500.00

500.00

500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

200.00

11/26/85 100.00 100.00

LP
0

CK
CK

0 DB

0 DB

O DB

O CK

0 CK

0 CK

0 CK

O CK

0 CK

O CK

O DB

0 DB

0 CK

0 DB

0 DB
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount TypeL/ Source2/ Des. 3 /

Mr. Alvin Barge 6/13/86 1,000.00

Mr. R. P. Barnes 10/05/'86

Mr. Robert L.
Barr, Jr. 6/30/86

Mr. Frank Barron 1/23/86

Mr. J. E.
,q Barrow, Jr. 10/21/86

C-Nr. J. E. Barrow 12/15/86

"Mr. Chandler
Barton

--Mr. Needham B.
Bateman

6/20/86

9/26/86
12/30/86

1, 000. 00

125.00
125.00

250.00

2,000.00

1,500.00

100.00

1,000.00
100.00

Mr. Oliver C.
Bateman

C

"kr. K.F.
.Bates, Jr.

Mr. Louis L.
Battey, MD

Ms. Anne Marie
Baxter

Mr. John V.
Beamer

Mr. Thomas L.
Beavers

Mr. Leo V.
Berger

5/21/85 1,000.00
5/22/86 50.00

12/10/86

12/20/85

10/04/86

6/24/86

6/30/86

100.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

275.00

125.00

10/28/86 2,000.00 1,000.00

0 CK

LP CK

0 DB

LP CK

0 CK

0 DB

1,000.00

1,000.00

125.00
125.00

250.00

1,000.00

1,500.00

100.00

350.00
100.00

LP
0

CK
DB

100.00
50.00

100.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

275.00

125.00

CK
DB

o DB

0 CK

LP CK

0 DB

0 DB

LP CK G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typei/ Sourcel_ Des.l/

Mr. John Treacy
Beyer

Mr. Warren
Bicknell, III

Mr. Stanley F.
Birch, Jr.

T1)

4r. James A.
Bishop

Mr. James H.
B lanchard

Mr. Ron
- Bloomingkemper

1-t.

,4r. Clayton P.
Boardman, Jr.

riHr. John A.
Boland, Jr.

Mr. Carl Bolch,
Jr.

10/01/86
10/01/86

2/07/85
12/19/85
7/15/86

1/17/86
6/24/86

3/18/85
2/04/86

6/19/86

2,000.00
500.00

1,000.00
250.00
250.00

100.00
125.00

250.00
100.00

250.00

9/30/86 2,000.00
9/30/86 1,750.00

11/17/83
5/27/85

250.00
1,000.00

6/06/85 1,000.00

6/05/85 1,000.00
7/24/86 1,000.00

1,000.00
500.00

500.00
250.00
250.00

100.00
125.00

250.00
100.00

250.00

1,000. 00
1,750.00

250.00
1,000. 00

500.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

Mr. R.P.
Bolton

Mr. Robert I.
Bond i

Mr. Walter M.
Boomershi ne

6/01/86

11/25/85
6/24/86

5/27/85 1,000.00 500.00

CK
CK

CK
DB
DB

DB
DB

0 DB

0
LP

CK
CK

DB
CK

0 CK

CK
CK

500.00

100.00
125.00

0 DB500.00

100.00
125.00

0 CK P
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount TypeL/ Source2/ Des.3/

Mr. James M.
Boring, Jr.

Mr. Kenneth E.
Boring

Mr. Edward E.
Boshears

"*Irs. Wanda
Boshears

*1Mr. Carl M.
Bouckaert

__1r. Kenneth
Bowes

Mr. Insuan
. Brandon

12/02/85 250.00

5/20/85 1,000.00

11/09/83
2/08/85
1/30/86

12/19/86

8/08/86

12/09/85

6/03/85
10/09/85
12/04/85
5/29/86
7/11/86

100.00
500.00
100.00

150.00

250.00

1,000.00

I V000. 00
25.00

100.00
100.00
200.00

Mr. Joe Brannen

Mr. Peter
Brassler

Mr. D.W. Brooks

Mr. William
Brotherton, Jr.

Mr. Fred Brown

Mrs. Gary K.
B rown

Mr. Gary K.
Brown

6/30/86 1,000.00

7/21/86

11/15/85

1/17/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

200.00

1,000.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

200.00

1,000.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

10/14/86 250.00 250.00

250.00

1,000.00

100.00
500.00
100.00

150.00

250.00

1,000.00

250.00
25.00

100.00
100.00
200.00

0 DB

O DB

0 DB

O DB

0 DB

O CK

CK
DB
DB
DB
DB

0 DB

0 DB

O CK

0 DB

O DB

0 DB

0 DB G



Attachment 1
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount TypeY/ Source.!/ Des.3/

Mr. James
Brown, Jr.

Mr. Robert P.
Brubaker

Mr. George
Brumley

Mr. Larry J.
, Bryan

.Mr. Marion R.
Buisson

QMr. Ralph J.
- Buono

,-Col. Russell
I Burnett

Mrs. Dorothy M.
Burns

Mr. R. Byrum

Mr. John R.
Callahan

Mr. Owen V.
Campbell

Mr. O.D.
Carlton, II

10/14/86 250.00

5/30/85 1,000.00

9/29/86 1,000.00

11/04/86

10/09/86
10/09/86

1,000.00

2,000.00
500.00

9/18/86 1,250.00
9/18/86 300.00

5/20/85
11/12/85
12/04/85

3/25/86
5/19/86
6/26/86
6/16/86

11/15/85

6/30/86

10/01/86

1,000.00
100.00
100.00
50.00

500.00
50.00

125.00

1,000.00
25.00

250.00

6/11/85 1,000.00

1/31/86 1,000.00

8/22/85 2,000.00

Mr. R.P.M.
Carlson 6/27/86 750.00 250.00

250.00

250.00

200.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
500.00

250.00
300.00

25.00
100.00
100.00
50.00

500.00
50.00

125.00

125.00
25.00

250.00

250.00

300.00

1,000.00

O DB

0 CK

0 CK

O DB

CK
CK

CK
CK

CK
DB
DB
DB
DB
DB
DB

CK
DB

LP CK

O CK

O CK

0 CK

1 7-V

0 DB P
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typei SourceA. Des. 3 /

Mr. Al Carter,
Jr.

Ms. Virginia
Carter

Mr. Rick Cash

Mr. Rocky Cash

Mr. James M.
Caswell

-'Mr. Alvin B.
Cates, Jr.

f)Mrs. Simone
Center

,Mr. A. Russell
Chandler

Mr. Tom Chandler

Mr. James R.
N Chaney

Mr. R.M.
Channell

Mr. Keith
Chappel le

Mr. J.B.
Chastain, M.D.

Mr. J. Howard
Chatham

Mr. Harvey M.
Cheatham

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/10/84

10/31/83
1/08/86
1/14/86

10/27/86

5/25/85

8/12/86

6/06/85

10/03/86
10/13/86

10/03/86

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

500.00

250.00
100.00
100.00

100.00

250.00

1,000.00

125.00

2P500.00
300.00

1,000.00

4/08/85 1,000.00

5/20/85 1,000.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

500.00

250.00
100.00
100.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

125.00

1,500.00
300.00

1,000.00

50.00

1,000.00

10/29/86 1,000.00 1,000.00

O DB

0 DB

0 DB

O DB

O DB

DBDB
DB

O DB

O DB

O CK

O DB

DB
DB

LP CK

O CK

O CK

0 CK G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.

Name Date Amount Amount Type1/ Source!/ Des .3/

Mr. Ben
Cheek, III

Mr. John A.
Cheney

Mr. J. Donald
Childress

Ms. Martha J.
Clapper

Mr. Eugene M.
. Clary

r"r. H.J. Cofer,
Z7 Jr.

--Mrs. Jack
Cofer

Mr. Gerald
- Cohen

-Mr. Richard S.
Colvin, M.D.

Mr. John A.
Conant

Mrs. Miriam H.
Conant

Mr. Walter L.
Conner

Cook and
Company5/

Mr. Frederick
Cooper

6/30/86

5/14/85

125.00

375.00

5/15/85 2,250.00

7/21/86

5/28/85

1/18/84

2/07/86

11/04/86
12/19/86

5/13/85

9/21/84
4/08/85
5/09/85

1/13/86

100.00

500.00

250.00

100.00

250.00
100.00

200.00

250.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

50.00

9/09/86 2,500.00

6/04/85
6/04/85
6/04/85

2,000.00
2,000.00
2,000.00

125.00

375.00

1,250.00

O DB

LP CK

O CK

100.00 4/ 0 DB

500.00 0 DB

250.00

100.00

250.00
100.00

200.00

250.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

50.00

500.00
1,000.00

1,000.00
2,000.00
2,000.00

o DB

0 DB

DBDB

0 DB

DBCK
CK

0 DB

CKCK

CK
CK
CK

2/13/85 1,000.00 1,000.00 0 C K
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typej/ Source2_ Des. 3 /

Mr. Lovick P.
Corn

Mr. John D.
Corse

Mr. Thomas G.
Cousins

air. Paul
I--Coverdell

Mr. Hubert C.
Cranford

Mr. James M.
Crawford

!"Mr. Keith M.
Crawford

--Mr. Edward S.
Croft, III

Ms. Theresa C.
(% Crossland

Mr. Ray E.
Crowley

Mr. P.A. Dangar,
Jr.

Mr. Lloyd H.
Darby, III

Mr. John W.
Dashler

4/08/85
10/27/86

5/24/85
6/30/86

1,000.00
2,000.00

100.00
125.00

5/31/86 3,000.00

5/28/85
6/06/85

100.00
125.00

6/03/85 1,000.00

6/30/86 250.00

10/14/86 250.00

5/29/85 1,000.00

9/10/86 2,500.00

6/12/84
1/23/86
5/12/86

9/17/86

1,000.00
250.00
750.00

300.00

3/13/86 1,649.14
3/13/86 1,649.14

9/09/86 1,000.00

300.00
2,000.00

100.00
125.00

2,000.00

100.00
125.00

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

1,500.00

500.00
250.00
750.00

300.00

1,100.86
1,649.14

100.00

5/30/85 1,000.00 250.00

CK
CK

DB
DB

0 CK

O CK

O DB

O DB

O CK

O CK

CK
CK
CK

0 DB

CK
CK

0 CK

0 CK PMr. B.A. Davis
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Nine Date Amount Amount Typej/ Source.!/ Des. 3 /

Mr. Roe J.
Davis

Mr. Eugene B.
Dawson

Mr. Paul J.
Day

Mrs. Violette
Day

lr. J. Terry
-q- Dewberry

'Ir. Simone J.
DiBella

4r. Frank F.
r, Dineen

CMr. M.B. Dixon

Mr. Richard M.
Dolin

Mr. George F.
Donovan

Mr. Anthony
Dorsey

Dr. Clem M.
Doxey

Mr. Harry I.
Driggers

Mr. J. Roy
Duggan

5/30/85 1,000.00

6/09/82 250.00
5/28/85 1,000.00

6/18/85 1,000.00

6/18/85 1,000.00

5/28/85

10/14/86
10/14/86

9/19/86
9/19/86

500.00

1,000.00
250.00

300.00
2,500.00

5/23/83 1,000.00

9/17/869/17/86

6/20/86

10/14/86
10/14/86

150.00
1,250.00

125.00

1,000.00
250.00

6/01/85 1 ,000.00

6/03/85 1,000.00

11/07/83
5/29/85

1,000.00
1, 000.00

200.00

250.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

1 V 000. 00

500.00

150.00
250.00

300.00
1,000.00

500.00

1,000.00

150.00
250.00

125.00

600.00
250.00

200.00

500.00

100.00
1,000.00

0 CK

DB
CK

O CK

0 CK

0 DB

CK
DB

DB
CK
CK

0 DB

0
LP

CK
CK

0 DB

0 CK

0 CK

DB
CK
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Attachment 1
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typeif Source 2 / Des. 3 /

Mr. Ken E.
Edwards, Jr.

Mr. Odell

Edwards

Mr. J.D. Ensor

Ms. Lucille
Muller Ensor

Mr. T.W.
Erickson

"Mr. William W.
!7 Espy

-Ms. Carol
Falcone

Mro J. Wilbur
Feighner

C

Mr. Robert H.
Ferst

r' 'Mr. William A.
Fickling, Sr.

Mr. William A.
Fickling, Jr.

Mr. Greg
Fitzpatrick

Mrs. Sharon
Fitzpatrick

Mr. J. Sidney
Flower s

5/20/85
5/21/85

7/31/86

250.00
100.00

100.00

9/16/86 1,250.00

9/16/86 1,250.00

7/17/86

11/03/86

200.00

1,000.00

9/23/86 2,500.00

4/08/85
9/27/85

12/06/85

7/24/86

9/23/85

1,000.00
100.00
100.00

500.00

100.00

6/05/85 1,000.00
6/05/85 1,000.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

250.00

250.00

250.00
100.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

200.00

625.00

1,800.00

300.00
100.00
100.00

500.00

100.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

250.00

250.00

7/15/86 200.00 200.00

DB
DB

0 DB

LP CK

LP CK

O DB

0 CK

0 CK

CK
DB
DB

0 DB

O DB

CK
CK

0 DB

0 DB

0 DB P
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type1/ Source 2_/ Des. 3 /

Mr. Langdon S.
Flowers

Mr. Randy J.
F ol som

'4r. !orton G.
Forbes

,mr. Hugh
Fowler

Mr. James B.
- Franklin

.Mr. Hirsch
Friedman

Ms. Judy
Gallagher

14r. Donald
r%. Gammon

Mr. L.H.
Garrett

Mr. Randy
Garrett

Mrs. Randy
Garrett

Mr. W.A. Fred
Gassaway, Jr.

Mr. W.W. Gaston

Mr. Earl F.
Geiger

2/07/85
2/06/86
3/06/86

5/20/85
10/30/85
5/10/86
7/19/86

1/21/86

1,000.00
100.00
500.00

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

250.00

5/28/85 1,000.00

5/28/85
11/26/85

1,000.00
250.00

12/31/85 100.00

12/04/85 100.00

6/05/85 1,000.00

7/22/85 1,000.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/23/85

6/30/86

11/04/86

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

125.00

100.00
100.00
500.00

100.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

250.00

500.00

550.00
250.00

100.00

100.00

750.00

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

300.00

125.00

1,500.00 500.00

CK
DB
DB

DB
DB
CK
CK

O DB

0 CK

CK
DB

O DB

O DB

0 CK

O CK

LP DB

LP DB

0 CK

O DB

0 CK G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ Sourcej_/ Des. 3 /

Mr. P.H.
G iddens

Mr. Randy
Gillespie

Mr. Kenny
Gilmore

Mrs. Marcy
Godfrey

Mr. Randall S.
%- Godfrey

,Z7

Mr. Henry M.
Goodyear

"'1r. J.L. Gray

t jr. Hiram E.
Greer

Mr. Calvin T.
Griffith

Mr. Jerry C.
Grimsley

Mrs. William H.
Guild

Mr. Richard A.
Guthman, Jr.

Mr. Jack 0.
Guy

10/27/86

9/17/86

10/14/86
10/14/86

10/14/86

10/14/86
10/14/86

11/01/83
7/06/84
6/04/85
9/20/85
1/01/86
2/10/86
3/27/86

500.00

250.00

1,000.00
250.00

250.00

1,000.00
250.00

100.00
200.00
125.00
200.00
100.00
100.00
175.00

9/26/86 1,000.00

5/27/85 1,000.00

5/28/85
1/29/86

10/10/86
10/16/86

1,000.00
100.00

75.00
75.00

9/02/86 1,000.00

11/19/85
5/29/86

25.00
500.00

500.00

250.00

150.00
250.00

250.00

300.00
250.00

100.00
200.00
125.00
200.00
100.00
100.00
175.00

250.00

250.00

250.00
100.00

75.00
75.00

1,000.00

25.00
500.00

11/04/86 200.00 200.00

0 DB

LP CK

0 DB

DB
DB
DB
DB
DB
DB
DB

O CK

O CK

CK
DB

0 DB

DB
DB

0 DB G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ Source/ Des. 3 /

Mr. John W.
Hall ,Jr.

Mr. William B.
Hall

Mr. Thomas J.
Halpin

Dr. Daniel
Hanks, Jr.

rMr. George R.
Hanlon

L- Mr. Frank J.
Hanna, Jr.

Mr. C. Edward

Hansell

r.jr. D. Scott
Hanson

Mr. John M.
Harbert, III

Mr. David P.
Harbin

Mr. B.H.
Hardaway, III

Mr. Allen S.
Hardin

Mrs. Margaret
Hardin

10/06,'86

8/08/86

1,000.00

100.00

9/15/96 2,500.00

5/27/85
11/26/85
1/23/86
1/31/86
7/15/86

12/10/85

11/04/85

10/31/83
11/13/85

11/04/86

1,000.00
100.00
250.00
100.00
100.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00
500.00

750.00

8/19/86 2,000.00

11/04/86

12/0 4/8 5

1/24/86

6/30/86

2,000.00

100.00

400.00

250.00

400.00

100.00

500.00
1,000.00

250.00
100.00
250.00
100.00
100.00

1,000.00

1,000. 00

500.00
500.00

750.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

100.00

400.00

250.00

Mr. N.A. Hardin 10/13/86

0 CK

0 DB

LP
0

0
0
0
0
0

CK
CK

CK
DB
DB
DB
DB

O CK

O CK

DB
DB

0 DB

0 CK

0 CK

0 DB

0 DB

0 DB

150.00 150.00 0 DB G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type/ Source2/ Des. 3 /

Mr. Robert R.
Harlin

Mrs. Margaret
Harper

Mr. Tim Harper

Mr. Robert V.
Harrison

\0
Ms. Doris N.

C Harrison

'Mrs. Berti
.- Hartman

---Mr. Doug
Hartman

,.r. K. W.
Hartzog

Mr. Thomas S.
C Hartzog

Mr. J. S.
Hatfield

Mrs. J.S.
Hatfield

Mrs. Wayne A.
Hawk

Mr. Wayne A.
Haw k

Mrs. Melita E.
Hayes

6/03/85 1,000.00

10/14/86

10/14/86
10/14/86

250.00

1,000.00
250.00

9/18/86 1,250.00

9/18/86 1,250.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

250.00

250.00

6/04/85 2,000.00

5/30/85
6/04/85

12/23/85
5/12/86
7/11/86

3,000.00
1,000.00

100.00
100 .00

50.00

2/07/85 1,000.00

5/31/85 1,000.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

11/15/85
6/24/86

10/02/86

325.00

325.00

2,000.00
125.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

250.00

120.00
250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

2,000.•0
1,000.00

100.00
100.00

50.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

325.00

325.00

1,000.00
125.00

1,500.00

0 CK

0 DB

LP CK

LP CK

0 DB

O DB

0 CK

CK
CK
DB
DB
DB

o CK

0 CK

0 DB

0 DB

CK
DB
CK



Attachment 1Page 16 of 38

Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type.!/ Source7/ Des. 3./

Mrs. Dan
Haygoodr Jr.

Mr. Gary Hazen

9/15/86 1,065.00

9/19/86 1,250.00

Mrs. Linda Hazen 9/19/86

Mrs. L.E. Heil

Mr. L.E. Heil

r%-.r. Kent
Henderson

.-.

-,Mr. Walter B.
Hendr y

Mr. James R.
- Hewell, Jr.

tr kr. Guy F.
- Hill, Sr.

v.r. Robert M.
Holder

Lisa D. Holm

r.4r. Monte Holm

Mr. William E.
Honey, Sr.

Mr. D. S.
Hudgens

Mr. Roy
Huffington

Mrs. Janice
Huffman

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

1,250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

6/03/85 1,000.00

5/20/85 1,000.00

5/20/85 1,000.00

6/03/85 1,000.00

9/19/86 1,250.00

9/19/86 1,250.00

5/29/85
6/19/85

10/08/84
4/29/85
5/30/85

10/16/86

1,000.00
350.00

1,000.00
500.00
400.00

500.00

10/14/86 250.00 250.00

65.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

200.00

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

650.00
350.00

100.00
500.00
400.00

500.00

O CK

LP CK

LP CK

0 DB

0 DB

O DB

O DB

O CK

O CK

O CK

LP CK

LP CK

CK
DB

CK
DB
DB

0 DB

0 DB G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ Source/ Des.3/

Mr. Josh
Huffman

Mr. S. Hubert
Humphrey, Jr.

Ms. Norma P.
Humphrey

Mr. Mark D.
SHurst

Ms. Susan D.
.- Hurst

IMr. J. E.
Imhof f

,rMr. Russell
Ingleri ght

Mrs. Georgette
'z Ingleright

CMr. R.L. Ireland,
II

rKr. Johnny
Isakson

Mr. A. Jalil

Mr. Kort D.
Jensen

Mr. Jacob S.
Jernigan

Mrs. April
Johansson

Mr. Ove
Johans son

10/06/86
10/14/86

11,000.00
250.00

9/18/86 1,250.00

9/18/86 1,250.00

10/30/86 3,000.00

4/18/86 4,000.00

12/30/85

10/14/86

10/14/86

4/21/86

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

100.00

5/22/85 1,000.00

5/31/85 2,000.00

9/17/86
9/17/86

150.00
1,250.00

9/26/86 2,500.00

10/14/86 250.00

10/14/86 250.00 250.00

300.00
250.00

250.00

250.00

2,000.00

3,000.00

500.00

250.00

250.00

100.00

250.00

1,100.00

150.00
250.00

500.00
1,000.00

250.00

CK
DB

LP CK

LP CK

0 CK

O CK

O CK

0 DB

O DB

O DB

O CK

O CK

CK
CK

CK
CK

LP
0

0 DB

0 DB G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typei Source_/ Des.3/

Mr. Al Johnson

Mr. Huey L.
Johnson

Ms. Shirley L.
Johnson

Mr. Billy N.
Jones

Mr. Billy R.
Jones

Mr. Charles M.
Jones

'Mr. Frank C.
,J> Jones

" 'Mr. Richard M.
Jones

Mr. Jordan P.
"'K Jung

Mr. Ara F.

Kalpak

Mrs. Dee Kalpak

Mr . John B.
Keeble

Mr. S.D. Keen

Mr. Eugene Kelly

6/06/85 1 r 000.00

9/25/86 1 , 000.00

5/13/865/14/86

1/30/86

6/03/85

10/25/85

5/24/85
3/25/86
4/28/86

6/05/85
6/30/86

4/27/85
5/30/85
5/30/85

10/14/86

10/14/86

100.00
100.00

100.00

100.00

1,000.00

507.81
75.00

417.19

1,000.00
125.00

250.00
500.00
250.00

250.00

250.00

7/10/86 2,000.00

5/31/85
9/24/85

11/26/85
2/07/86

5/21/85
6/24/86
6/24/86

1,000.00
25.00

100.00
100.00

1,500.00
2,000.00

500.00

1,000.00

100.00

100.00
100.00

100.00

100.00

500.00

507.81
75.00

417.19

50.00
125.00

250.00
500.00
250.00

250.00

250.00

2,000.00

25.00
25.00

100.00
100.00

500.00
2,000.00

500.00

O DB

O CK

DB
DB

O DB

O DB

O CK

DB
DB
DB

CK
DB

DB
DB
DB

O DB

O DB

O CK

CK
DB
DB
DB

CK
CK
CK
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type_/ SourceZ_ Des.3/

Mr. Charles
Kemp, Jr.

Mr. A.T.
Kennedy

OMs. Claire
King

-Mr. Michael J.
King

1Mr. Carl W.
-, Knobloch

"I-Mr. P. S.
Knox, Jr.

.r. C. Robert
Koon

(-1\

Ms. Marianne
Kooymans

Mr. Jordan J.
Kreiner

Mr. Max L.
Kuniansky

Mr. Andrew
Gay Labrot

6/03/85
1/28/86
4/10/86
8/04/86

10/31/83
5/17/85

10/31/85

9/30/86
9/30/86

11/01/86

9/18/86
9/18/86

100.00
100.00
50.00

100.00

500.00
1,000.00

500.00

2,000.00
500.00
750.00

1,250.00
150.00

5/17/85 1,000.00

5/28/85 3,000.00

6/04/85 1,000.00

11/01/86

10/04/86

11/02/83

5/15/85
4/22/86
9/12/86

10/28/86

2,000.00

1 ,000.00

1 ,000.00

2,000.00
200.00

1,200.00
100.00

100.00
100.00
50.00

100.00

500.00
1,000.00

500.00

1,000.00
500.00
750.00

250.00
150.00

1,000.00

2,000.00

750.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,500.00
200.00
200.00
100.00

0
LP
0

DB
CK
DB

CK
CK
DB

CK
CK

0 CK

0 CK

0 CK

LP CK

LP CK

O DB

CK
DB
CK
DB
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typej/ Source2/ Des. 3 /

Mr. Jerry D.
Lancaster

Mr. A.J. Land,
Jr.

Mr. Willard
Lasseter

__ Mr. Julian
LeCraw

Mrs. Julian
LeCraw

Mr. William F.
t Ledford

Mr. G.C. Lee

N-flMr. John J.
Lee

Mr. Donald M.
Leebern, Jr.

Mr. C.M. Leger

Mr. John N.
Lemasters

Mr. James R.
Leonard, MD

Dr. Bernard
Lerman, M.D.

8/19/86 1,000.00

5/23/85 1,000.00

5/24/85
1/14/86
4/23/86
6/17/86

1 , 000. 00
1,000.00

150.00
150.00

6/25/85 1,000.00

6/24/86

6/15/85
7/21/86

8/20/86
10/01/86
10/27/86

6/04/85
6/05/85
4/04/86

50.00

350.00
200.00

25.00
475.00
500.00

1,375.00
125.00
75.00

4/08/85 1,000.00

5/23/83 1,000.00
5/28/85 1,000.00

9/29/86 1,000.00

5/10/85 1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

700.00
1,000.00

150.00
150.00

1,000. 00

50.00

350.00
200.00

25.00
475.00
500.00

375.00
125.00
75.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

250.00

300.00

5/12/85 1,000.00 550.00

O CK

O CK

CK
CK
DB
DB

O CK

O DB

DB
DB

DB
DB
DB

CK
CK
DB

0 CK

DB
CK

O CK

0 CK

0 CK P
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typej/ Source2/ Des. 3 !

Mr. Ronald S.
Leventhal

Mrs. Deanne D.
Levison

Mr. S. Jarvin
Levison

(N
Mrs. JaDon M.

- Levy

'ZMr. J.C. Lewis,
Jr.

Lr4 s. Linda R.
Lindner

Mr. Steven J.

C Little

'mr. Tom Lloyd

Mr. Clay C. Long

Mrs. Eleanor S.
Longcamp

Mr. Charles A.
Lotz, Jr.

Mr. Robert C.
Loudermil k

Mr. Frank Love,
Jr.

5/15/85
5/27/85
5/21/86
7/01/86

1 ,000.00
1,250.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

6/04/85 1,000.00

5/12/83 1,000.00

5/20/85

2/11/85
5/18/85
6/04/85

9/15/86
9/16/86

100.00

250.00
100.00
500.00

1,250.00
150.00

9/22/86 1,250.00

1/16/85 1,000.00

5/20/85

1/24/86
5/07/86

1,000.00

200.00
200.00

6/03/85 2,500.00

11/06/85

11/02/83
5/28/85

1 , 000.00

250.00
11,000.00

500.00 0
1,250.00 0
1,000.00 0
1,000.00 0

1,000.00 0

1,000.00 _/ 0

100.00

250.00
100.00
500.00

250.00
150.00

250.00

100.00

1,000.00

0 DB

DB
DB
DB

CK
CK

LP CK

0 CK

0 CK

200.00
200.00

1,500.00 7/ 0

1,000.00

250.00
1,000.00

0 CK

DB
CK

CK
CK
CK
CK

CK

CK
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ Source./ Des.3/

Mr. John David
Lovenberg

Mr. Albert L.
Luce, Jr.

Mr. George E.
Luce

5/23/85
6/09/86

11/01/83
5/22/85

11/01/83

1,250.00
500.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

200.00
5/23/85 1,000.00
5/29/85 100.00

250.00
500.00

300.00
1,000.00

200.00
1,000.00

100.00

-41r. Joseph P.
Luce

-Mrs. Edward
J. Maguire

)r. Edward
J 3. Maquire

Mr. Cecil C.
Malone, Jr.

ffkr. E.W. Mann,
Jr.

Mr. William W.
Marett, Jr.

Ms. Glesca
Marshall

5/29/85
12/02/85
6/03/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

11/14/85

6/05/85

100.00
750.00
150.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

125.00

5/28/85 1,000.00

10/27/86 950.00

Mr. Murray
Stewart
Marshall

Mr. George J.
Martoni k

Mr. James D.
Mason

1/07/86
7/01/86

250.00
250.00

9/15/86 2,500.00

250.00
250.00

500.00
1,000.00

DB
DB

CK
CK

11/19/85 250.00 250.00

0 CK
0 DB

0
o

DB
CK

0 DB
0 CK
0 DB

100.00
750.00
150.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

125.00

25.00

950.00

0 DB

0 DB

0 CK

0 DB

0 CK

0 DB

0 DB
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typei/ Source_/ Des. 3 !

Mr. Wayne H.
Mason

Mr. Kent E.
Mast

Mr. T. Harvey
Mathis

Mr. Patrick J.
SMcGahan

,-Mr. Donald A.

McMahon

Mr. Tim Mc4ahon

tnMr. Todd
McMahon

Ms. Arna J.

Meeuwsen

CMr. William C.

n Meredith, Jr.

"NMr. James T.
Meyer

Mrs. James T.
Meyer

Mr. Kirk D.
Miles

Mr. Jeff Miles

Mr. James B.
Miller, Jr.

Ms. Jane A.
Miller

11/21/85

2/12/86
8/11/86

250.00

200.00
50.00

8/06/85 1,000.00

5/30/85
10/01/86

250.00
1,000.00

5/28/85 1,000.00

10/14/86 250.00

9/15/86 2,500.00

11/04/86

2/12/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

2,000.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

9/19/86 1,250.00

9/19/86 1,250.00

5/31/85 1,000.00

10/01/86
10/01/86

500.00
2,000.00

250.00

200.00
50.00

1,000.00

250.00
750.00

1,000.00

250.00

1,500.00

1,000.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

500.00
1,000.00

0 DB

0 DB

DB
CK

O CK

O DB

O CK

O CK

O DB

0 DB

0 DB

LP CK

0 CK

O CK

CK
CK
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typej/ Source2/ Des. 3 /

Mrs. James D.
Millican

Mr. Guy W.
Millner

Ms. Judith A.
Millner

Mr. Jack Mills

_Mr. A. Minis,
Jr.

'-ZMr. James
E. Minor

11/2 6/8 5 200.00

5/23/85 1,000.00

5/22,196

2/04/86
7/17/86

500.00

100.00
200.00

2/27/84 100.00
5/15/85 1,000.00

9/17/86 150.00
9/17/86 1,250.00

200.00

1,000.00

500.00

100.00
200.00

100.00
1,000.00

150.00
250.00

IMr. John 0.
,,- Mitchell

z)4r. Billy P.

Mixon, CLU

r.-5s. Sara Giles
Moore

Mr. George S.
Morgan

Mr. James L.
Morgan, III

Dr. Steven L.
Morganstern,
M.D.

Mr. Armond C.
Morris

Mr. Dillard
Munford

11/18/85

12/10/85

1,000.00

1,000.00

5/15/85 1,000.00

6/17/86

11/01/86

125.00

900.00

5/13/85 1,000.00

11/15/85
8/04/86

1,000.00
100.00

4/11,'85 1,000.00
6/16/86 125.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

125.00

900.00

300.00

100.00
100.00

500.00
125.00

O CK

O DB

0 CK

O DB

O DB

0 CK

CK
DB

o CK P
0 DB P

0
LP

O DB

0 DB

O DB

DB
DB

DB
CK

CK
CK
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typej/ SourceZF Des.2/

Mr. R. Danny
Murray

Mr. Albert G.
Norman, Jr.

Dr. Charles W.
Norwood

__Mr. Wade L.
O'Neal

Mr. William R.
r Olive, Jr.

Mr. W.A.
Orender

Ms. Paula L.
Osborne

Dr. 'William W.
r^ Osborne

ODr. C. Lamont
Osteen

Mr. John L.
Padgett

Mr. Albert N.
Parker

9/16/86 2,500.00

9/22/86
10/01/86

2/12/85

11/26/85

12/10/86

600.00
375.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

9/19/86 1,250.00

9/15/86 2,500.00

5/30/85 1,000.00

4/24/86

4/24/86

5/14/86
8/11/86

5/20/85

100.00

100.00

250.00
100.00

100.00
125.00

Ms. Diane W.
Parker

Mr. William A.
Parker, Jr.

Mr. Dave
Parrish

10/01/83

5/10/85
7/22/85

1,000.00

1,000.00
450.00

5/16/85 1,000.00 1,000.00

0
LP
0
0

CK
CK
DB
DB

0 DB

O DB

O DB

LP CK

1,000.00
500.00
600.00
375.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

250.00

1,000.00
500.00

1,000.00

100.00

100.00

250.00
100.00

100.00
125.00

0
LP

CK
CK

0 CK

O DB

O DB

DB
DB

CK
DB

1,000.00

550.00
450.00

0 DB

CK
DB

0 CK P
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Nie Date Amount Amount Typej/ Source2/ Des. 3 /

Mr. C.L.
Patrick

Mr. J.V.
Patton

Ms. Marie B.
Patton

*,.Mr. Thomas V.
Patton

7Mr. Gary Payne

Mr. William B.
- Pendleton

!fMr. G.O. Persons,
II

.:z-r. Oscar N.
Persons

C

Mr. Bryce
Peterson

Mr. David I.
Peter son

Mr. Parker H.
Petit

Mr. John D.
Pezold

Mr. Roscoe
Pickett

6/09/83
5/23/85
6/03/85

10/31/86

10/31/86

5/15/85
10/31/86

1,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

2,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
2,000.00

9/15/86 2,000.00

5/30/85 1,000.00

5/26/85

2/18/85
5/21/85
6/20/86

10/01/86
10/01/86

10/24/85

6/24/86

12/02/85

10/31/86

500.00

150.00
250.00
250.00

2,000.00
500.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

2,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

250.00

500.00

150.00
250.00
250.00

1,000.00
500.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

Mr. W. Hayes
Pickett, Jr. 10/24/86 25.00 25.00

DB
CK
CK

LP CK

0 CK

DB
CK

LP CK

O CK

O DB

DB
DB
DB

CK
CK

0 DB

O DB

0 DB

0 CK

0 DB G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type1/ Sourcej/ Des. 3 /

Mr. John F.
Pidcock

Mr. Paul Zane
Pilzer

Mr. Richard E.
Pittman

,3wPr. Alec L.
Poi tevint,

Mr. Loyd
s;;- Poitevint

Mrs. Carol
- Polzin

L)Mr. Dale
Pol zi n

,.14r. James P.
Poole

Mr. Mark C.
rM) Pope, III

*'Mr. William G.
Pritchard, Jr.

Mr. William R.
Probst

Mr. James G.
Raines

Mr. Claude
Rainwater

Mr. Forrest L.
Ramser

7/21/86

10/16/86

1/17/85
6/23/86

100.00

1 , 000.00

250.00
600.00

II 5/28/85 1,000.00

6/01/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

6/26/86

6/30/86

6/24/86

1/30/86

10/16/85

100.00

250.00

250.00

150.00

500.00

625.00

50.00

1,000.00

6/04/85 1,250.00

5/18/85
12/04/85
1/29/86

1,000.00
50.00

100.00

Mr. Edmond H.
Randle 9/16/86 1,250.00

100.00 0 DB

0 DB

6, DB
DB

1,000.00

250.00
600.00

100.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

150.00

500.00

625.00

50.00

200.00

250.00

275.00
50.00

100.00

0 CK

0 DB

0 DB

0 DB

0 DB

0 DB

0 DB

0 DB

0 CK

0 CK

CK
DB
DB

250.00 LP CK
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type1/ Source2/ Des. 3 !

Ms. Barbara
Randle

Mr. Troy D.
Ratcliff

Mr. Richard L.
Reagan

"yMr. Dale W.
Reese

Mr. Fred Kent
T Rhoden
Mrs. Beverly

- Ribaudo

t r ir. Santo

Ribaudo

.,Mr. Dean Edwin
Rice

1M4r. Pinckley K.
Ridley

Ms. Carol S.
Ridley

Mr. Don R.
Roberts, Jr. MD

9/16/86 1,250.00

9/17/86 1,250.00

10/09/86

10/14/86

12/31/85

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

10/14/86 250.00

10/14/86 250.00

7/15/86 100.00
7/31/86 100.00

9/19/86 1,250.00

9/19/86 1,250.00

2/08/85
2/04/86
6/30/86

500.00
40.00

200.00

250.00

150.00
250.00

250.00

250.00

LP CK

0
LP

CK
CK

0 CK

0 DB

1,00.00 0 DB

250.00

250.00

100.00
100.00

250.00

250.00

500.00
40.00

200.00

O DB

O DB

DB
DB

LP CK

LP CK

DB
DB
DB

Mr. E. Xavier
Roberts

Mr. Edgar
Roberts

Mr. Joe W.
Rogers, Jr.

1/15/86 1,000.00

6/05/85 1,000.00

5/28/85 1,000.00
6/12/86 1,000.00

1,000.00

250.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

O CK

O CK

DB
CK
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typej/ Source2/ Des. 3 /

Mr. John M.
Roi g

Mr. Gary W.
Rollins

Mr. R. Randall
Rollins

cDr. Donald W.
Rooker

Mr. W.A.
Roquemore

-Mr. Robert
L Saf ford

'-34rs. Robert
Safford

Mr. Don W.
Sands

Mr. Dennis
Schechter

Schwall &
Heuett

Mr. Roger D.
Semerad

Mrs. Michael
Sharpe

Mr. Michael
Sharpe

Mrs. Steven
Sharpe

Mr. Steven
Sharpe

9/15/86 2,500.00

9/23/86

5/17/85
11/07/85

7/08/86

2/27/86

150.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

125.00

50.00

5/24/85 1,000.00

10/14/86 250.00

10/14/86 250.00

6/30/86 125.00

9/16/86 2,500.00

6/12/86 1,250.00

2/14/85 1,000.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

250.00

250.00

250.00

10/14/86 250.00 250.00

CK
CK
CK

CK
CK

O DB

O DB

O CK

O DB

O DB

O DB

500.00
1,000.00

150.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

125.00

50.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

125.00

500.00
1,000.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

LP
0

CK
CK

O CK

O CK

O DB

O DB

O DB

0 DBG
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type1/ Source2/ Des. 3 /

Mr. Gary G.
Shelby 1/06/86 100.00 100.00 0 DB

Mr. William
Clyde
Shephard, Jr.

Mr. Clifton A.
Sherwood

Mr. William

- Sherwood

C'Mr. W.L.
.- Shirley

-Mr. D.R.
Simmons, Jr.

,.Mr. Harold
Simmons

Mr. John M.
q: S immons

I-

,Ms. Cyndae A.
Sims

Dr. Marvin
Skelton

Mr. Alex W.
Smith

Mr. Earl E.
Smith

Mr. Fred
Smith, Jr.

Mr. James E.
Smith

Mr. Mike
Smith

5/31/85 1,000.00

9/11/86 2,000.00

9/11/86 2,000.00

6/04/85 2,000.00

6/01/86 300.00

8/18/86 1,000.00

6/03/85
6/01/86

1,000.00
300.00

5/31/85 1,500.00

6/09/85 100.00

5/20/85 1,000.00

5/30/85

10/16/86

500.00

1,000.00

2/01/85 1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,050.00

300.00

1,000.00

25.00
300.00

500.00

100.00

500.00

500.00

1,000.00

250.00

11/27/84 1,000.00 1,000.00

O CK

0 CK

0 CK

0 CK

0 DB

0 CK

CK
DB

0 CK

O DB

0 CK

0 DB

O DB

0 CK

0 DB P
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Cwtributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Nme Date Amount Amount Typel/ Source_/ Des. 3 /

Mr. Peter A.

Mr. 7ankin M.
Smi t

m".-.e Enorable
W. ArmstrongSwi th

Mr. zobn
- S*!son

-Mr. Thaas
Spiegel

Mr. irIsha V.
ro Srinivasa

Mr. john
c- Stabler

.Mr. W.C.
-. Starling

Mr. Winburn E.
Stewart, Jr.

2/15/85
2/04/86

6/20/85
7/18/85

5/24/85
10/01/85
8/12/86

9/17/86
9/17/86

250.00
20.00

200.00
1,000.00

1,000.
300.
200.

1,250.00
150.00

5/27/86 2,000.00

5/21/85

10/01/85
2/12/86

6/05/85
12/04/85
4/04/86
7/31/86

5/29/86
7/07/86
7/10/86

200.00

200.00
250.00

1,000.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

25.
100.

1,000.

250.00
20.00

DB
DB

200.00
1,000.00

500.
300.
200.

250.00
150.00

CK
DB
DB

CK
CK

1,000.00 0 CK

200.00

200.00
250.00

300.
100.
100.
100.

25.00
100.00

1,000.00

0 DB

DB
DB

CK
DB
DB
DB

DB
DB
CK

Mr Williaz M.
Street

Mr. Frank B.
Stri ckland

Mr. Gene
Stuckey

5/22/86 1,500.00

6/30/86

5/30/85
6/24/85

125.00

1,000.00
500.00

500.00

125.00

500.00
500.00

O CK

O DB

CK
DB
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ Source2/ Des. 3/

Mr. John M.
Stuckey, Jr.

Mr. Dan L.
Tatum

Mr. R.L.
Taylor, Jr.

,-Mrs. Cynthia
Thawley

K-Mr. Paul F.
Thiele

Mr. Barron
ir Thomas

'.Mr. Gillis

Thomas

-Mr. Roy
Thompson

Mr. Randolph W
"' Thrower

Mr. William
T immons

Mr. J. Lloyd
Tomer

Mr. Maurice J.
Towery

Mr. M.L.
Tracy

11/26/84
5/20/85

6/30/86

8/04/86

500.00
1,000.00

125.00

40.00

9/17/86 3,750.00
9/17/86 150.00

9/05/85
7/17/86

10/20/86

7/15/86

11/15/86

150.00
100.00

2,000.00

100.00

500.00

5/20/85 1,000.00

2/11/85 1,000.00
2/21/85 1,000.00

9/16/86 2,500.00

11/01/83
5/29/85

4/08/85
1/29/86

1,000.00
1,000.00

1,000.00
250.00

500.00
1,000.00

125.00

40.00

2,750.00
150.00

150.00
100.00

1,000.00

100.00

500.00

100.00

750.00
1,000.00

500.00
1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

750.00
250.00

DB
CK

0 DB

0 DB

CK
CK

DB
DB

O CK

0 DB

O CK

O CK

0
0

LP
0

CK
CK

CK
CK

DB
CK

CK
DB
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ Source2_ Des. 3/

Mr. Herbert S.
Traub, Jr.

Ms. Shirley M.
Treadwell

Mr. John B.
Trotter

7/08/86

12/09/85
6/23/86

7/15/86

,3Mr. Robert
Turley

Lee

QMr. W.B.
Turner

Mr. Mike
tf Tuttle

" Mrs. Mike
1, Tuttle

C:Mr. Michael R.
Utz

""Mr. Burkett
VanKirk

Mr. W.C.
Vereen, Jr.

Mr. Philip
Volpe

Mr. LaFayette
Walker

Mr. Randall
Walker

9/16/86 2,500.00

3/22/85 1,000.00
9/30/86 1,000.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

250.00

250.00

9/17/86 2,500.00

7/25/86 2,000.00

1/29/86
4/15/86

10/14/86
10/14/86

11/01/86

100.00
500.00

250.00
1,000.00

2,000.00
500.00

9/19/86 2,500.00

10/01/86 150.00

500.00
1 , 000. 00

750.00
250.00

250.00

250.00

500.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

100.00
500.00

250.00
150.00

1,000.00
500.00

1,000.00
500.00
150.00

500.00

100.00
50.00

200.00

200.00

100.00
50.00

200.00

0 DB

DB
DB

0 DB

CKCK

CK
CK

0 DB

0 DB

CKCK

0 CK

DBDB

O DB
0 DB

0LP

0
LP
0

CKCK

CK
CK
DB
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typej/ Souce 2 / Des.3/

Mr. Richard A.
Wal ke r

Mr. Rett
Waller

Mrs. Rett
Waller

Mr. George
Watkins

Ll

CN..Mr. Larry
Weidel

Mrs. Larry
Weidel

--Mr. Thomas B.
Wells

P-Mr. Charles B.
West

Mr. Charles B.
C West

v Mr. Frank B.
Wetherbee

Mr. Phillip
Whi te

Mr. Richard K.
Whitehead, Jr.

Mr. James C.
Whi tesell

Mr. Bill

9/18/86 2,500.00

9/16/86 1,250.00

9/16/86 1,250.00

4/09/85 1,000.00

10/14/86

10/14/86

250.00

250.00

5/15/85 1,000.00

8/19/86 1,000.00

5/18/85 1,000.00
9/01/86 2,000.00

1/28/86
4/03/86

10/14/86

200.00
100.00

1,250.00

5/29/85 2,500.00

9/20/85
12/06/85

25.00
25.00

1,500.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

200.00
100.00

400.00

1,500.00

25.00
25.00

Whittle 10/14/86

0 CK

LP .0-

LP CT

0 DB

0

0 DoB

0 CK

0 D

Ci

Do

0 DE

0 cl

250.00 250.00 0 DE G
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type1/ Source 2/ Des. 3 /

Mrs. Bill
Whi ttle 10/14/86 250.00 250.00 0 DB

Mr. Arthur L.
Williams

Mr. B. Wilmont
Williams

'C
Mr. Bennie G.

- Williams

TMr. Claude
Williams, Jr.

Dr. David A.
Williams, M.D.

14r. Don H.
.- Williams

C-Rev. Jesper
Williams

Mrs. Thomas L.rNWilliams, Jr.

Mr. Tom
Williams, III

Mrs. Harry B.
Winkler

Mr. Emory
Winship

6/11/86 1,250.00
9/25/86 2,500.00

5/24/85
5/30/85

10/01/83

10/28/83
5/20/85

I,000.00
500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

5/17/85 1,000.00

10/01/86 20.00

6/25/86 1,250.00

10/01/83

10/01/83

10/24/86

5/10/83
2/13/85

11/19/85

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

1,000.00
500.00

1,000.00

250.00
1,500.00

500.00
500.00

1,000.00

100.00
1,000.00

550.00

20.00

250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

500.00
500.00

1,000.00

Mr. H.D.
Winship 4/29/85 1,000.00 1,000.00

CK
CK

O CK
O DB

0 DB

DB
CK

0 CK

0 DB

0 CK

O DB

O DB

0 DB

DB
DB
CK

0 CK
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Type!/' Source2/ Des. 3 /

Mrs. Lynne M.
Winship

Mr. Wadleigh C.
Winship

Mrs. Elmer
Wi rman

Mr. Elmer
, Wirman

CNMr. A.L.
Womack

,.,.Mr. Paul H.
Womack

Ms. Connie R.
! Wood

WMs. Emily*;-Woodruff

Mr. J. Barnett
Woodruff

Mr. Frank L.
Woodward

Mr. Ray
Wooldr i dge

Ms. Bright K.
Wright

Mr. Mike L.
Wroten

10/31/86

10/30/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/07/86

5/30/85

12/31/86

1/29/86
10/24/86

4/02/85
5/29/85

10/24/86

7/15/86

2,000.00

2,000.00

250.00

250.00

210.00

500.00

200.00

50.00
1,000.00

1,000.00
2,000.00
2,000.00

25.00

6/11/86 1,250.00
9/22/86 1,500.00

10/30/86 2,000.00

9/12/86 1,250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

210.00

500.00

200.00

50.00
1,000.00

250.00
2,000.00
2,000.00

25.00

750.00
500.00

1,000.00

250.00

O CK

o CK

o DB

0 DB

O DB

O DB

O DB

DB
CK

CK
CK
CK

0 DB

CK
CK

0 CK

LP CK
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ Sourcey. Des. 3 /

Mr. Harlen
Zeitler

Mr. Sigmund
Z ilber

10/01/86
10/01/86

12/19/86

2,000.00
500.00

100.00

1000.00
500.00

100.00

$344,840.00

0 CK
LP CK

O DB

Total
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1/ LP -Late Primary. Those contributions that the contributor
designated for the primary election after the date of th pimary.
Since the Committee had no net debt on the date of the primary, these
are considered excessive contributions.

0 - All other excessive contributions.

2/ source
DB -Data Base. This contribution is recorded on the Committee's
automated contributor data base.

CK - Check Copy. A copy of the contribution check for this
contribution was located in the Committee records.

,^3/ Election Designation.
P - Primary Election.
G - General Election.

The election designation was determined by following the
contributor's designation on the contribution check or
accompanying documentation. In the absence of such a
designation, those contributions dated on or before the date of
the primary election were considered to be primary election
contributions. Those contributions dated after the primary
election were considered general election contributions. one
exception to this procedure is that contributions shown as Late
Primary (see Footnote 1/above) are considered general election
contributions.

41 Committee reported a $100 refund on 11/5/86. However, the refund
check was located in the Committee's files uncashed.

5! All three checks were drawn on Cook and Company account, however,
notations on checks attributed contributions to three individuals.

6/ This contribution was refunded. However, the refund was not made
timely.

7/ The Committee refunded $500 to this contributor, however, the refund
was not made timely.

8/ The Committee refunded $400 to this contributor, however, the refund
was not made timely.
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Committee Name

1. A.L. Williams &
Associates PAC# Inc.

' American Financial
Services Association
Political Action
Committee

Apparent Excessive Contribution
From Political and Other Committees

Contr i but ion
Dates Amounts

10/31/86 $5,000.00

9/13/83
2/13/85
3/11/86
6/25/86
8/12/86
9/29/86

Total

3. Associated General
Contractors PAC 3/24/82

9/29/03
2/25/85
4/05/85

Total

$ 500.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
19000.00
1 ,000.00
1 000.00

$5,500.00

$ 500.00
19000.00
19000.00
3$ 000.00

$ 5,500• 00

Elect i on
Designation

Primary

General
General
General
General
General
General

Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary

source of 1/
Designation

Check

Total
Contributions

$ l0,000.OOY

Excessive
Amount

$ 5,000.00

Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee

$ 5,500.00 $ 500.00

Date
Committee
Check
Check

$ 10,500.00 $ 500.00!

4. Bankers Trust New
York Corporation
Fund for Good
Gornment 10/28/83

7/24/84
1/29/85
4/02/86
9/23/86

$1,000.00
19000.00
19000.00
2,000.00
2-F000.00

$7,000.00

General
General
General
General
General

Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee

$ 7,000.00 $ 2,000.00Total
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Committee Name

5. Cltisens G Southern
Georgia Corporation
Better Government
Fund

0

Contribution
Dates Amounts

9/23/83
9/23/83

10/26/83
2/06/85
2/21/85
4/17/85
6/20/85
7/25/85

11/05/85

Total

6. Committee to Re-Elect
Senator Paula Hawkins

7. Flowers Political
Action Comittee

Total

Election
Designation

$ 250.00
500.00
500.00

1,000.00
500.00

2,750.00
500. O 3/

1,ooo.ooi!/z ,ooo.oo2/

$8,000.00

3,363.71

$6,723.221/

2/13/85 $2,500.00
6/03/85 5, 000.00

Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary

General

General
General

Source oftl/
Designation

Total Excessive
Contributions Amount

Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Date
Date
Date

$ 9,958.34

$ 3,363.71

$ 3,000.00

$ 2,363.71

Commi ttee
Check

$7,500.00 $ 10,000.00 $ 2,500.00

Gold Kist Political
Action for Farmers,
Inc. 8/13/85 $1,000.00

10/03/86 5,000.00
General
General

Committee
Commi ttee

$ 10,550.00

8.

Total

Total $ 6,000.00 $ 1,000.00

I '." I S i L S: 6
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Committee Name

9. Lockheed Political
Action Committee

10 1 The Morgan Companies
Political Action
Committee

Contr i but ion
Dates Amounts

10/06/83
11/18/83
6/07/85
2/25/86

Total

10/05/83
1/30/85
3/14/86
9/17/86

$ 500.00
1,000.00

500.00
4,500.00

$6,500.00

$ 500.00
1,000.00
1,500.00
2, '100.00

Election
Designation

General
General
General
General

source ofl/
Des ignat ion

Total Excessive
Contributions Amount

Committee
Committee
Check
Check

$ 10,000.00

General
General
General
General

$ 1,500.00

CommI ttee
Committee
Check
Committee

1,11 .3i

11. The National
Association of Life
Underwriters PAC

12. Northrop Employees PAC

10/23/86 $3,850.00

3/22/82
9/23/83
3/01/85
6/28/85
3/10/86

Total

$ 500.00
1,000.00
3,000.00

500.00
2,O00.00

$7,000.00

Primary

Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary

$ 10,000.00Check

I" 1,00). 00

$ 3,850.001_/

Date
Committee
Check
Committee
Check

$ 10,000.00 $ 2,000.00

~? 9 2 ~ &.~ £ 6
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Commi ttee Name

13. Political Action
Committee of the Dunn
& Bradstreet
Corporation

0

Contribution
Dates Amounts

9/20/83
2/20/85
5/10/85
3/24/86
4/09/86
8/12/86
9/22/86

Total

14. Prudential Political
Action Committee 10/27/83

3/20/85
5/01/86

Total

15. Public Service
Political Action
Comittee 3/03/82

2/06/85
3/04/86
6/18/86

Total

16. Textron Political
Action Committee 9/29/83

3/14/85
6/19/85
7/24/85
4/29/86
6/03/86

Total

Election
Designation

$ 500.00
1,000.00

333.34
2,000.00
286.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

$6,119.34

$ 500.00
5,000.00
1,000.00

$6,500.00

$ 500.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
3,000.00

$5,500.00

$1,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
2,000.00
2,500.00

$8,500.00/

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

Source o/
Des ignat ion

Total Excessive
Contributions Amount

Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee

$ 6,619.34

Primary
Primary
Primary

$ 1,119.34

Committee
Committee
Committee

$ 7,500•00

Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary

$ 1,500.00

Date
Check
Check
Check

$ 6,500.00

General
General
General
General
General
General

$ 500.00

Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee

$ 9,500.00 $ 3,500.00

£ ~. ii ~' I S £ ~' u £ 6
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Commi ttee Name

17. United Technologies
Corporation Political
Action Committee

Contribution
Dates Amounts

3/03/82
11/15/83
2/20/85
3/27/86

Total

$ 500.00
1,000.00
1,000. 00
3r000.O0

$5,500.00

Election
Designation

Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary

Source of.!/
Des ignat ion

Total Excessive
Contributions Amount

Date
Committee
Committee
Check

$ 8,500.00

$145, 491.39Grand Totals

$ 500.00

$31,833.05

_1/ Legend for Source of Designation:

Check

Committee

Date

- Election designation appeared on the contribution check or associated correspondence.

The contributing committee designated the contribution on its disclosure report.

- Neither a check or contributing committee designation was available. If the contribution was dat(
on or before the 8/12/86 primary it was considered to have been made for the primary election. It

dated after 8/12/86 it was considered to have been made for the general election.

2 This contribution was designated by the contributing committee for the primary election after the date of the

primary. It is considered excessive since the contributing committee gave $5000 for the general election and

Friends of Mattingly had no primary debt.

V/ These contributions were designated by the contributing committee for a run off election. There was no run off

O election and the contributions were made before the primary date. Therefore these contributions are considered 1
be for the primary election.

4/ These contributions were made after the date of the primary election by an unregistered committee.

5_/ The remaining $1000.00 contributed by this committee was designated on its reports as "other Non-Election Year."

Since it was dated before the primary, it is considered to have been made for the primary election.

i_ Committee reported a $500 refund on 11/5/86. However, the refund check was located in Committee's files uncashe,

2./ This contribution is the result of an improper allocation of joint fundraising proceeds by Floridians for Presid,
Reagan's Majority.
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Section 441b(a) of Title 2 of the United States Code states,
in relevant part, that it is unlawful for any corporation to make
a contribution in connection with any election at which a Senator
is to be voted for, or in connection with any primary election to
select candidates for the foregoing office. In addition, this
cite makes it unlawful for any candidate, political committee, or
other person knowingly to accept or receive any contribution
prohibited by this section.

The Committee's 1985-86 contribution records were tested to
determine if contributions had been received from corporate
sources. The test results indicated that the Committee had
accepted a material ntumber of apparent corporate contributions.
Therefore, the Audit staff performed a 100% review of available
contributor records to identify possible prohibited

L) contributions.

This review identified 187 contributions from 152 apparent
corporate entities, totalling $30,610.59. It should be noted
that of the 187 apparent prohibited contributions, 3 were
refunded to the contributor and a portion of another was
refunded, but these refunds were not made timely (between 160 and
527 days).

Attachment 3 contains a listing of the apparent corporate
contributions discussed above.

in the interim Audit Report the Audit staff recommended that
the Committee either demonstrate that the contributions are not

%7 prohibited or refund the contributions and provide evidence of
the refunds.

The Committee' s response to the interim Audit Report makes
several points concerning the apparent prohibited contributions.

First, Mr. Stewart recounts a meeting with Audit staff
members in which he states that he was informed that the apparant
corporate contributions were confirmed with the Secretary of
State of Georgia and that all of the apparent prohibited
contributions were confirmed with the Secretary of State. This
statement is correct. Those entities with Georgia addresses were
confirmed with the Secretary of State of Georgia and those with
addresses in states other than Georgia were checked with the
Secretary of State in those states. Assuming that the quotations
in Mr. Stewart's letter are accurate and in proper context, they
do not necessarily support the conclusion that he reaches. Most
apparent corporate entities were confirmed with the Secretary of
State of Georgia and all of the alleged corporate contributors
were confirmed with the Secretary of State.
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Second, Mr. Stewart states that letters have been sent to
some of the alleged corporate contributors and 80% of those who
replied indicate that they were not corporations. No indication
is given as to how many letters were sent and how many replied,
arnd no copies of the replies were provided.

Third, Mr. Stewart states that at least one response
indicated that a corporate contribution had been made but that
the contribution check was returned uncashed with a request that
it be replaced with a personal check. Mr. Stewart goes on to
explain that this was a Committee procedure and that if the
checks had been traced to deposit tickets this would have been
obvious.

The assertion that the alleged corporate contribution checks
were not traced to deposits is correct. The Committee's
contribution check copies beginning in June 1985, were numbered
beginning with one and continuing beyond 20,000. The checks were
filed in numerical order. The numbering appeared to approximate

'0 receipt order. With the exception of some 1984 and early 1985
checks, deposit tickets were not associated with the contribution
check copies. During the audit fieldwork, Mr. Stewart was
asked if the numbers had any significance and if so how they
might be used. He explained that he was unaware of the numbering
and had no idea if they could be used to locate specific
transactions and if so how, but he would attempt to contact
someone who might know. No further information was provided.
Hence, it was not feasible to locate the deposit slips for the
contributions, rather, it was assumed that if the records
contained a copy of the contribution check, the contribution was
deposited.

Finally, the Committee response indicates that several of
C'the contributions were previously questioned by the FEC during

the campaign and that the Committee satisfactorily responded to
those questions. A review of the requests for additional
information sent by the Reports Analysis Division indicates that
6 of the apparent corporate contributions were questioned. of
these, three were refunded by the Committee. These were
identified on attachment 3 to the Interim Audit Report as
untimely refunds. For two in-kind corporate contributions, no
response to the request for additional information was found.
For the remaining contribution, the Committee responded that the
former owner of the business operated it as a corporation but
that the current owner does not. No support for the statement
was provided.

Given the above, the Audit staff has not amended the interim
audit report figures.

Recommendation #2

The Audit staff recommends that this matter be referred to
the Office of the General Counsel.
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor Date Amount

Adams, Dr. John C., Jr. P.C.
Statesboro, GA

A. G. Spanos
Development, Inc.
Atlanta, GA

Argenbright, Iw.
College Park, Gh

Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.
P.O. Box 48405
Doraville, GA 30362

Athens Itsurers
Athens, GA

Atkins and Associates
Realty Co.
Augusta, GA

Autumn Products
Lawrenceville, GA

Avail-Ability Inc.
Lithia Springs, GA

Aztec International, Ltd.
Norcross, GA

Baker Farms
Sale City, GA

B&B Truss Company, Inc.
Suwanee, GA

Bibb Distributing Co.
Macon, GA

Bill Taylor & Assoc.
Jacksonville, Florida

Blue Ridge Aviation
Flite Ctr.
Gainesville, CA

B&M Wood Products
Manor, GA

10/23/86

11/12/85

5/24/85

9/23/86
9/30/86
9/30/86

8/22/86

5/21/85

2/12/86

12/05/85

10/30/86

8/17/85

11/14/85

6/14/85

2/19/85

5/22/85

5/20/85

$ 150.00

500.002/

100.003/

83.34
78.90
78.35

100.00

25.00

100.00

250.00

25. oo/

25.00

100.00

250.00

500.00

25.00

100.00
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contri butor Date Amount

Ray Boyd Properties
Atlanta• GA

Bridges Farm
D amascus , GA

Rose Briglevich ND PC
Smyrnat, GA

Brock Chevrolet-Olds Inc.
LaFayettes, GA

Brown Brothers
Harriman & Co.
New York, NY

Brownlee,& Lively
Atlanta,, GA

Buddy Buie Enterprises
Atlanta, GA

Cable T.V. of Georgia
and Associates
D ahlonega , GA

Calhoun Oil Company
Americus,, GA

D. 4. Carter Manufacturing Co.
Blakely, GA

Cathedral of Faith Church.
of God in Christ
Atlanta, GA

Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.
Dalton. GA

Century 21 of the
Southeast, Inc.
Atlanta, GA

China Garden Restaurant
Columbus, GA

City Drug Store
Brunswick, GA

Classic City Mechanical, Inc.
Winterville, GA

5/31/85

8/12/85

5/27/85
5/29/86

12/16/85

6/05/86

5/19/86

3/04/86

5/23/86

10/07/86

8/01/85

10/01/86

5/24/85

5/22/85

10/28/86

5/13/85

12/05/85

$ 100.00

50.00

1o,250.004/
50.00

25.00

1,000.00

25.002./

25.00

25.00

so. ool/

100.00

150.00

125.00

1,000.00

100.00

75.00

25.00

co
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contri butor

Clay Parm Products
Ft. Gaines, GA

Tbe C:othes Tree
Forsy ', Gh

Caol!! s Brothers
V7ienna, GA

Ccion.ial Eolding Company
StZ. S:sons Island, GA

Colirvi Appraisal
Services, Inc.
L ilbur , GA

Comsol idated Tape
& Label, Inc.
Smyrna, GA

Gary Cooper Construction
Acct/Flintside Subdivision
Albny, GA

Cotry Cobbler
Bainbridge, G

Cury Farm Supply
Shellzan, GA

Daniel Moving £
Storage, Inc.
College Park, GA

Date

7/25/86

6/13/86

6/27/86
7/26/85

1/24/86

12/06/85

5/22/85

4/03/86

5/23/86

8/13/85

4/03/86

9/29/86

Amount

$ 50.001/

100.001/

25.00
100.00

40.00

50.00

1,000. 00

300.00

100.002/

100.00
50.00

50.00

Diversified Enterprises
Albany , GA

Dixie Industrial Sales
T*omasville, GA

Dixie Trcking Coapany
Brunswick, GA

Roger Drn & Sons
Onega, G%

Dmwoady Office Supply, Inc.
D uwoodvy, GA

8/14/85

2/10/86

5/17/85

7/25/86

10/21/86

100.002/

100. oo2/

250.001/

100. oo_/

150.002/

0
m



0

Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor Date

Eaton Construction Co.
Warner Robins, GA

Ellis Building Systems
Tallapoosa, GA

Emerald Petroleum Co, Inc.
Savannah, Ga

The Exchange Bank
Douglas, GA

FaHaCo Inc.
Sylvania, GA

Family a Marriage Resources
Austin, Texas

Farmers Tobacco Warehouse
Vidalia, GA

Fespe ran I nsurance Co.
Waycross, GA

Folsoa Construction Copany
Cordele, GA

Forest Hills Memorial Gardens
Forest Park, GA

Garnetts
Summerville, GA

Georgia Tire Co. of
Vidalia, Inc.
Vidalia, GA

Joe Goodson & Company
Dalton, GA

A. J. Green, Insurance Agency
Fairburn, GA

Hamby Enterprises
Athens, GA

5/22/86

2/10/86
7/01/86

9/16/85

8/18/86

10/11/86

9/10/86

1/15/85

4/25/85

5/28/85

6/19/86
10/25/86

7/08/86
6/10/86
6/14/85

11/18/85

9/25/86

2/28/86

2/24/86

11/03/86
11/03/86

$ 100.00

100.003/
50.00

25.00

!5o.oo31

so. ool/

300.00

250.oo./

250.00

1,000.00

25.00
25.00

25.oo1/
25.00
25.00
25.00

75.00

5o.ool/

25.00

5.00
5.00

ATTACE1NT 3

Page 4 of 11

Amount
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contri butor

Harris Machine Co.
Vienna, GA

Henderson Funeral Home
oultrie, GA

Hendley Transfer Co.
Millen, GA

Herndon Drug Store
Pavo, GA

Holcombe Armature Co.
Atlanta, GA

HameWay Rentals of
Montgomery
Montgomery, Alabama

Jim Hood, Iw.
Lawrenceville, GA

Horton Popham & Company
Douglasville, GA

Irdependent Freight
Forwarders and Customs
Brokers Assoc. of
Savannah, Inc.
Savannah, GA

Intervest Realter's Ltd.
Atlanta, GA

Lex Jolley & Co. Inc.
Atlanta, GA

Jones Peanut Company
Chula, GA

The Robert S. Jordan Co.
Atlanta, GA

J&W Farms
Glennville, Gh

Date

7/10/86

1/21/86

1/27/86
10/29/86
9/18/85

2/05/86

9/17/85

6/03/85

11/18/85

12/06/85

3/13/84

2/19/86

11/12/85

8/21/85

5/30/85

2/13/86

Amount

$ 50.0 0/

100.001/

50.00/
25.00
25.00

5o.oo7/

25. 00

1,000.00

20.00

5o.oo_/

soo.oo1/

50.00

500.00

100.00

25.00

150.003/

td>
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor Date Amount

Lakeside ?arm
Hayesville, WC

J. Robert Logan, MD PC
Savannah, GA

Mammy' s Kitchen
Atlanta, Gh

Mari co Electronics Inc.
Savannah, GA

Mauldin Enterprises
Alpharetta, GA

Mcole & Associates, Inc.
Monte zma, GA

Meadows & Thomas
Lyons, GA

Men' s Dean
Cartersville, GA

W. B. Miller & Sons
Tobacco Co.
Attapulgus, GA

Milton Martin, Inc.
Gainesville, GA

M&M Farms
Baconton, Gh

Morris Brown College
Atlanta, GA

Morris Newspaper Corp.
Savannah, GA

Alfred Smuack D/B/A
Morrow Professional Bldg.
Jones boro, GA

Moultrie Surgical Assoc.,
Moultrie, GA

2/06/86
5/19/86
7/09/86
9/06/86

10/20/86

7/10/86

10/24/86

3/04/86
5/12/86
7/14/86
8/19/86

10/24/6

9/04/86

9/20/85

5/21/85
9/24/86

10/07/86

10/07/86

3/08/85

3/06/84

9/26/86

PC 9/09/86

$1,000.00
50.00
25.00

100.00

100.00

25. 002/

150.00

25.00
25.00
25.00
25.00

50.00

50.00

25.00

5o.oo/
50.00

50.00

l00.001/

250.00-1/

250.00

1,000.002/

200.00

(N
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor

Murrow Brothers
Farmington, GA

Noah' s Ark
Lithia Springs, GA

Northwestern Mutual
Life - Harry D. Jones
Brunswick, GA

OB-GYN Associates, PA
Marietta, GA

Oral & Maxillofacial
Surgery Associates
Decatur, GA

Pacelli High School
Columbus, GA

Palmer Furniture Company
Vidalia, GA

Pate Aviation Consultants
Atlanta, GA

Patrician Properties
Savannah, GA

C-
Peerless Manufacturing Co.

tShellman, GA

Peoples' s Transportation
Services, Limited
Atlanta, GA

Peoples Warehouse
Blakely, GA

Pepsi Cola Distribution Co.
Columbus, GA

Pickett Pickett & Pickett
Attorneys
Jasper, GA

Bill Pilgrim Enterprises Inc.
Douglasville, GA

Pineland Enterprises
Sylvester, GA

Date

8/20/86

10/08/85

1/26/86

5/17/85

12/02/85

10/23/86

9/03/86

5/24/85

10/24/86

8/02/85

11/27/85

9/21/85
9/05/86

5/30/85

10/22/86

12/06/85

10/07/85

Amount

$ 100.00

50.00

20.00

250.00

500.00

200.oo2/

100. oo2/

5o. ool/

150.00

50.00

200.00

50.00
50.00

25.oo1/

1,000.00

250.00

15. oo_/
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contri butor

The Pinkerton & Laws Co.
Atlanta, GA

Pippin Pecans
Albany, GA

Plainsman Carpet Company
Swainsboro, GA

Planters Warehouse
Pinehurst, GA

Pleasant Acres
Milner, GA

Possu Eddy Hardware
Sylvania, GA

R & R Diversified
Gainesville, GA

Realty Associates
Savannah, GA

Reeves, Avary Associates
Lilburn, GA

William L. Reno and
Associates
Statesboro, GA

Rep. Tom Lawrence
(Legislative Expense
Account)
Atlanta, GA

Richmond Carpet Mills, Inc.
Ringgold, GA

Riverside Development
Macon, GA

Robert T. Shircliff
and Associates
Jacksonville, -Florida

Roche Manufacturing
Company
Dublin, GA

Date

11/15/85

1/23/86

5/24/85

8/16/85
7/14/86

4/27/85
9/04/86

10/11/86

1/14/86

9/12/85

9/16/86

11/15/85

4/03/86

10/14/85

6/10/85

1/07/86
2/12/85

8/09/85

Amount

$ 250.00

100.00

25.00

50.00
50.00

25.oo2/
25.00

25.00

ioo.oo!/

25.00

285.00

250.00

100.00

50.00

250.00

250.00
500.00

100.00
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contri butor

Rolling Meadows
Augusta, GA

Sanders Brothers
Doerun, GA

The Scruggs Company
Valdosta, GA

Sea Island Cotton
Gin Company
Vidalia, GA

Seckinger Realty Company
Brunswick, GA

Simplex Nails, Inc.
Americus, GA

Southeastern Management
Atlanta, GA

Southern Energy
Brunswick, GA

Sparrow Farms, Inc.
Unadilla, GA

Standard Southest, Inc.
Norcross, GA

Standard Transfer Co, Inc.
Mableton, GA

W. G. Steve Company
Dalton, GA

Stricklands Pharmacy
Glennville, Ga

Stubbs Shipping Company
Sea Island, GA

Sumner Rainbow
Sylvester, GA

George A. Teck-Machine
Tool Co.
Tucker, GA

Date

10/20/86

7/19/86

2/03/86

1/14/85

1/24/86

10/22/86

9/25/86

5/17/85

12/09/85

9/29/86

12/04/85

9/29/86

10/27/86

6/26/86

8/09/85

9/30/86

Amount

$ 50. 002/

100.00

100.00

50.00

20. oo/

100.00

50. 002./

250.00

100.00

150.00

25.00

100.00

150.00

200. oo/

25.00

100.00

t0)
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contri butor

Thomasville Farm Supply Co.
Thoasville, G*

Tyler & Company
A tl anta, GA

Underwood Enterprises
Gainesville, GA

Vaughn Lumber Company
Forsyth, GA

Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth
Marietta, GA'0

Bill Walker and Assoc.
St. Simons Island

The Warwick Agency
qBrunswick, GA

Weatherly & Associates, Inc.
LO Tybee Island, GA

General Roofing Co. D/B/A
White Roofing Campany
Atlanta, GA

C- Williams Farms
Moultrie, GA

rWillis and Veenstra
Investment Co.
Jacksonville, Florida

Wilson Properties
Warner Robbins, GA

Wright Farms
Albany, GA

Date

4/26/85

5/23/85

6/28/85
5/19/86

5/24/85

5/21/85
5/08/86

5/31/85
2/19/86

1/26/86

11/16/85

5/20/85
12/05/85

10/31/86

2/15/85

2/19/86

5/31/83
6/06/83
7/18/84
5/29/85
4/07/86
4/07/86
8/04/86

10/03/86

Amount

50.001/

25.00

15.00
25.00

250.00

250.00
25.00

200.00
100.00

20.00

250.ool/

200.00
75.00

100.00

500.00

25.002/

500.00
500.00
400.00

1,000.00
300.00
50.00

200.00
200.00
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor

W. A. Youngblood Jr. Inc.
D/B/A Otasco Assoc. Store
Swainsboro, GA

Zumpano Enterprises, Inc.
Norcross, GA

Date

5/23/85

12/13/85

$30, 610.59

- 1/ This contribution has been refunded.
was not made timely.

However, the refund

2/ According to the Georgia Secretary of State"s Corporation
Division, this entity was incorporated but not in good
standing as of the date of the contribution. They stated
that *not in good standing' does not mean an entity
relinquishes its corporate status according to Georgia State
Law.

13/ According to the Georgia Secretary of State' s Corporation
Division, this entity was incorporated but not in good
standing. However, no date was provided as to when the good
standing status changed.

4/ Three hundred dollars was refunded to this contributor,
however, the refund was not made timely.

5/ This corporation was dissolved on 12/23/86.

6/ This corporation was dissolved on 12/22/86.

7/ This corporation was dissolved (no date provided).

8./ This corporation was dissolved on 12/30/85.

Amount

25.00

75.oo/



EXHIBIT C
Page 1 of 4

Earmarked Contributions

Section 441a(a) (8) of Title 2 of the United States Code
states, in part, that all contributions made by a person on
behalf of a particular candidate, including contributions which
are in anyway earmarked through an intermediary or conduit to
such candidate, shall be treated as contributions from such
person to such candidate. The section also requires the
intermediary or conduit to report the original source and the
intended recipient of such contribution to the Commission and to
the intended recipient.

Section 110.6(c)(3) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states that the intended recipient shall disclose on
his next report each conduit through which the contribution
passed.

cO 1. National Republican Senatorial Committee (NRSC)
Direct-To Program

The Committee participated in a program sponsored by
the NRSC known as the "Direct-to Program" whereby the NRSC
solicited contributions from its contributors and then
transmitted them to participating Republican Senate candidates as

- earmarked contributions.

,f) A written agreement for the program was signed by an
NRSC representative on 12/13/85 and by a Committee official on
1/20/86 (See Attachment 4). The agreement states that

N contributions received through this program must be deposited in
the Committee's general election account and are to be used

C exclusively for the general election campaign. The agreement
further states that each earmarked contribution must be applied
against the contributor's general election limit.

The agreement also states that the Committee must

assume the direct fundraising costs associated with the program

and therefore the Committee would be billed $3 - $4 per

contributor on a monthly basis.

The Direct-to contributions were transmitted to the

Committee by one of two methods:

(1) By original contributor checks payable to the

Committee and forwarded uncashed.

(2) By NRSC transmittal check or wire transfer
payable to the Committee for a number of

contributions which were first deposited by

the NRSC.
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For both methods, the NRSC provided to the Committee
smo Scheftles A itemizing all contributions, regardless of
amount. t was noted on the Schedule A's for each contribution
whether the item was transmitted as an original contributor check
or as par,* of an NRSC check. The memo Schedules A also noted
that the T.RSC had acted as a conduit for the contributions.
Further, =any of the transmittal letters contained a paragraph
explainirn t;Ve Committee's reporting responsibilites.

The auditors reviewed available contribution records to
determine the total amount of contributions earmarked through the
nRSC to t1he Z.mmittee. The Audit staff determined that the
committee received as earmarked contributions (pursuant to 11
:.F.R. 5 "'.)- f(c) (3)) the following amounts.

ReportinC
Period

Year-End '0_5

(Dec. '85.

April & -y
Quarterly
(1U/I/ a 6-6 ,,r3 0.110. 6)

-- Pre-Primar y '_6
(7/l/8 6-j'23 , 6)

October Quarterly
(7/24/86- 9/3C '86)

Pre-General 'S6
(1 0/l/8 6-.' 5/8 6)

Post-General '86
( 10/16/8 6-11 '23/8 6)

Total s

Amount
Received

$ 3,700.00

59, 403.34

7,050.00

120,173.25

117,856.05

43,808.97

$351,991.61

Amount
Disclosed

As Earmarked

$ -0-

-0-

-0-

-0-

$70,423.32

27j,592.72

$98, 016.04

Difference

$ 3,700.00

59,403.34

7,050.00

120,173.25

47,432.73

16, 216.25

$253, 975.57

Therefore, the Committee did not disclose as earmarked
S253,975. 7 : n contributions transmitted through the NRSC.
Bowever, ttle Audit staff located in the Committee's records
copies of meno Schedules A provided by the NRSC supporting
S151,348.E8 cf this amount. Also located was a Committee
generated listing for the period January 1 to June 30, 1986,
totalling $5f,488.40. No detailed record was found for the
remaining S46,144.29.

ZCormittee officials provided no explanation for their
failure t. dlsclose the $253,975.57 as contributions earmarked
through -RS C.
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At the exit conference, the Audit staff discussed with
a Committee official the amount of contributions not disclosed as
earmarked. The auditors provided to the Committee photocopies of
the workpapers generated in determining these figures.

In the interim audit report, the Audit staff
recommended that the Committee file amended reports to disclose
that the $253,975.57 in contributions disclosed above were
earmarked through the NRSC. The Committee has not filed the
amended reports.

Recommendation #3

The Audit staff recommends that this matter be referred to
the Office of General Counsel.

2. Joint Fundraising Committee

The Committee participated in a joint fundraising event
CD sponsored by the Senator John Warner Golf Tournament Committee

(GTC) in 1985, and again in 1986.1/ The GTC registered with the
U.S. Senate on April 23, 1985.

The Audit staff noted that in 1985, the GTC reported
forwarding to the Committee 28 contributions, or portions
thereof, totalling $15,283.44, which were earmarked to Friends of
Mattingly. The Committee did not disclose these contributions as

-- being earmarked through the GTC as required by 11 C.F.R. S
110.6(c)(3). The auditors verified that 24 of the 28 earmarked
contributions were itemized on the Committee's FEC reports.

In 1986, the GTC reported forwarding to the Committee
29 contributions, or portions thereof, totalling $19,608.34,
which were earmarked to Friends of Mattingly. The Committee did

C not disclose these contributions as being earmarked through the
GTC as required by 11 C.F.R. S 110.6(c)(3). The auditors
verified that 28 of the 29 earmarked contributions were itemized
on the Committee's FEC reports.

The Committee provided no explanation for their failure
to disclose the GTC as the conduit through which these
contributions passed. The auditors noted that the Committee was
notified of their FEC reporting obligations by letter dated
September 30, 1986 from the treasurer of the GTC.

At the exit conference, the Audit staff provided to the
Committee photocopies of the GTC's memo entry Schedule A's which
contained the earmarked contributions to the Friends of
Mattingly.

1/ The 1985 Committee was registered with the FEC as the "John
Warner Invitational Golf Tournament Committee."
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in the interim audit report, the Audit staff
recommended that the Committee file amended reports to disclose
that the 28 contributions in 1985 and the 29 in 1986 were
earmarked through the GTC. The Committee has not filed the
amended reports.

Recommendation #4

The Audit staff recommends that the matter be referred to
the office of General Counsel.

3. Political and Other Committees

The Committee's 1985-86 contribution records were
reviewed to determine if any contributions were earmarked to
Friends of Mattingly through political committees. Th&e Audit
staff examined available photocopies of political committee
contributor checks and accompanying letters or other
documentation and ascertained whether the Committee disclosed
each conduit through which contributions passed pursuant to 11
C.F.R. S 110.6(c)(3).

Based on our review, the Audit staff determined that
the Committee received 80 contribution checks, totalling
$22,285.97, which were earmarked through 28 political committees
(Attachment 5). The Committee did not disclose the
identification of the committees through which these
contributions passed. It should be noted that the Committee did
disclose that one of these contributions ($25) was a conduit
contribution, but the committee through which it passed was not
identified.

In the interim audit report, the Audit staff
recommended that the Committee file amended reports to disclose
as conduits, the 28 political committees through which the 80
contribution checks passed. The Committee has not filed the
amended report.

Recommendation *5

The Audit staff recommends that this matter be referred to
the Office of General Counsel.
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Direct-To Program Agreement

The Direct-to Program is an effort organized by Sen. JohnHeinz and the National Republican Senatorial Committee for the
general election benefit of individual candidates. Individualcontributors from the NRSC's masterfile will be able to earmark
contributions for a specific Senate general election campaign.
Most Direct-to participants will be contributing individual
amounts of $100 or more.

By law, the NRSC is allowed to contribute approximately $11
million to candidates through coordinated dollars. To maintain
a Republican majority in 1986, Republican candidates will needmore help. The NRSC's Direct-to Program allows individual
contributors to specifically name a campaign (or campaigns) asthe "earmarked " recipient(s) of a contribution. In this
manner, the NRSC hopes that additional money can be made
available to Senate general election candidates.

Money received through the Direct-to Program can only be
deposited in the campaign's general election account and is to
be used exclusively for the general election campaign. EachI earmarked contribution must be applied against the contributor's
limit to the campaign's general election. All Direct-to moneyis sent to the campaign through the NRSC. Although the NRSCwill send a thank you letter to each of the contributors, a
separate letter from the campaign to the contributor would beappreciated and will help establish a pattern of communication
that will aid in resolicitation.

One person on the NRSC staff will serve as an information
source for campaigns and in-house staff concerning Direct-to
matters. Dina Beaumont will serve initially in this capacity,
and can be reached at (202) 347-0202. Her responsibilities will

~ include:

* Serve as liaison between the Direct-to Program
and campaigns.

Advise and assist campaigns with Direct-to
concerns.

Work with campaigns to verify adequate record-
keeping and FEC compliance concerning the
Direct-to money to campaigns.

Announce the receipt of incoming Direct-to money
by campaigns.

Follow-up thank you notes from campaigns.

440 rmIST 9Tir. N.W U6 SU'rg 4006 WAS4WINTOI. D.C. 20001 9 4203. 347-0202 402i 224-5IMI
P&in pw "" wr.&.4wme* iv "" Tine W ftina 41L I. eemtavIwk coma S Ves
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To alleviate confusion, Dina Vill be the only NRSC staff
announcing Direct-to contributions to campaigns. member

. Federal Election Law requires that a campaign must
the direct fundraising costs associated with an effort sthe Direct-to Program. Participating campaigns will be 1iilled
on a monthly basis on the 10th of each month for money directedin the previous calendar month. Campaigns will be charged on a'per contributor' basis, with the actual charge determined by
the direct fundraising costs associated with a particular
mailing/event. (The per contributor charge Vill be in the $3$4range.) Payment will be due from the campaign's general
election account thirty days from the date of invoice.

To assist NRSC and campaign compliance with the Federal
Election Campaign Act, up to five percent (St) of the NRSCsmaximum coordinated expenditure on behalf of a state will beescrowed until October 20 of the election year. If all payments
have been made for the Direct-to Program, all coordinated moneywill be available for varied uses (i.e., media, mailings office
support). If payments have not been made, the escrowed *!r.- coordinated money will be used to pay the campaign's invoiced
portion of the direct costs associated with the Direct-to
Program.

I!)

On behalf of the cmpain' I
hereby acknowledge r ceipt of - -a e a i n Iwato the NRSC's Direct-to Program and the on pZ1

C campaign's participation in the program.

(NRSC representative) (date) (signature) (title)

(date)
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Friends of Mattingly

Contributions Earmarked Through
Political and Other Committees

for Which Conduits Were Not Disclosed

Condui t Contribution Check Contributor
Commi ttee Check Date Amount Name Share

1. American Express
Co mittee for
Responsible
Gover nment

2. AT&T PAC

2/6/86

4/9/86
8/29/86

10/17/86

$1,000.00

130.00
290.00

420.00

Jim Robinson

Unknown
Eugene Fuoco
Fred W. Baumann
Dan H. Reynolds
Karen L. Dowdle

Jack C.
Roberts, Jr.
Dean R. Frey
Frank W.
Dunn, Sr.

$1,000.00

130.00
140.00
30.00
50.00
70.00

70.00

300.00

50.00

Bank America
Federal Election
Fund 6/23/86 1,000. 00 Mr. A. A.

Huber 1,000.00

Bell South
Services
Federal PAC

5. Campaign America

2/28/86
2/28/86
3/21/86

3/14/86

4/18/86

4/18/86

5/6/86

50.00
5.00

20.00

1,000. 00

1,000.00

550.00

1,000.00

John F. Bryant
Joy 1. Dance
James G. Larew

Tobacco
Institute

Amer i can
Express Cmte.
for Responsible
Government

National
Cooperative
Business Assoc.

Prudential Ins.
Co. of America
PAC

50. 0%
5.00

20.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

550.00

1,000.00

0.-4.
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Friends of Mattingly

Contributions Earmarked Through
Political and Other Committees

for Which Condudits Were Not Disclosed

Conduit Contribution Check Contributor
Committee Check Date Amount Nme Share

5. Campaign America
(continued)

6. Chatham County
Republican Party

M. Citizens for
American
Values PAC

4. First Atlanta
Corp. Fund

- For Better
Gov't

41st District
Republican
Party of
Dekalb County

10. The Fund for
America's Future

6/18/86

10/11/86

11/4/86

6/4/85
6/6/86

10/3/86
10/28/86
10/30/86

10/30/86

6/12/86

9/'9/86

$1,000.00

255.00

1,000.00

100.00
100.00
250.00
45.97

100.00

100.00

50.00

1,000.00

Mobil Oil
Corp, PAC $1,000.00

F. Earl
Wailer 255.00

William L.
Searle

James P. Steele
Gail A. Lione
William D. Hart
Cynthia Russell
Herb Jones

J. Michael
Whitmire

Louise G.
McCahan
Kinzel B.
Grubbs, Jr.
Gloria G.
Putnam
Sandra Kerby
Altos B. Hollis
Debbie Walls

Allied-S ignal
PAC

1,000.00

100.00
100.00
250.00

45.97
100.00

100.00

8.33

8.33

8.33
8.33
8.33
8.35

1,000.00

T -7 "C' W,
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Friends of Mattingly

Contributions Earmarked Through
Political and Other Cmaittees

for Which Conduits Were Not Disclosed

CoMxuit Contribution Check Contributor
Cimn ttee Check Date Amount Name Share

11. Georgia
Republican
Party

Glynn County
Republican
Party

33. anufacturers
Hanover Corp.
AssoCiation
for Responsible

-- Gov' t

2~C Read Effective
r Citienship Fund

5/9/85
5/28/85

10/27/86

4/14/86

6/4/85

6/27/8S5
7/8/85

10/23/8S
1/31/86

3/4/86
3/11/86
3/18/96

10/21/86

$1,000.00
1,000.00

250.00

300.00

75.00

25.00
60.00
50.00
30.00

50.00
90.00
50.00

1,000.00

Unknown
J. Chandler
Peterson, Jr.
and Taxton
Peter son

Jeanne Alaimo

Fred Betts

Wayne R.
D uttenhaver
Robert Dover
Ronald A. Chipnan
Tbonas H. Mozley
Wayne R.
D uttenhaver
P. w. Krieger
Paul Hudson
Thomas H. Mozeley

$1,000.00

1,000.00

250.00

300.00

75.00
25.00
60.00
50.00

30.00
50.00
90.00
50.00

A. Z. Correll 1,000.00
Willian A. Enouen
Nelson S. Mead
Robert L. Share
David C. Stevens
Randall E. Bailey

10/24/86 517. 50 Velson S. Mead
Pa1 B. Schuler
J. -. Stausboll
Ba::y E. Ruter
Ewt Cydrus,
Clayton E. Burke
Joan T. Cummins
Fred 0. Ford

517.50
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Friends of Mattingly

Contributions Earmarked Through
Political and Other Committees

for Which Conduits Were Not Disclosed

condul t Contribution Check Contributor
Cemmittee Check Date Amount Name Share

14. Mead Effective
Citizenship Fund
(continued)

15. Monsanto
citizenship Frd

11 The National
Congressional
Club _/

rNational
Conservative PAC

l4L NonPartisan
Poli tical
Support
Committee

19. Norfolk Southern
Corp. Tax Eligible
Good Gov' t Fund

20. The Pillsbury
Co. PAC

10/24/86

8/9/85
8/14/85
2/10/86

11/4/86

9/30/86
10/29/86

4/29/86
10/22/86

10/16/85

8/29/86

485.00

$ 120.00
120.00
60.00

25.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

300.00
1,000.00

100.00

200.00

C. E. Burke
G. G. Clarke
J. T. Cummins
A. K. Renick
J. H. Stausboll

Hugh G. Wilson
Hugh G. Wilson
John E. Ritorto

A. H. Drake

165.00
170.00
35.00
55.00
60.00

120.00
120.00

60.00

25.00

Nathan J. Clark 1,000.00
Nevin C. Clark 1,000.00

Unknown
Unknown

300.00
1,000.00

Raymond D. Hedberg 100.00

Roger Headrick 200.00

21. Republican Party
of Florida Federal
Campaign Committee 3/13/85 1,000.00 Ash Verlander 1,000.00

Victory Committee

Reported as a conduit contribution, but the
through which it passed was not identified.

commi ttee
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Friends of Mattingly

Contributions Earmarked Through
Political and Other Committees

Conduit Contribution Check Contributor
Ccmmittee Check Date Amount Name Share

22. Rockwell
International
Corp. Good
Goy' t Cammittee 2/14/85

2/27/85
3/21/85
4/15/85
4/25/85
5/16/85
6/13/85
7/18/85
9/12/85

10/15/85
11/27/85
12/12/85
1/23/86
2/19/86
3/21/86
4/3/86
5/13/86
6/12/86
8/15/86

9/5/86
10/10/86

10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
25.00

10.00
12.50

Ronald G.
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.
Ronald G.

Rice

Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice
Rice

Nicholas N.
Torelli, Jr.
Ronald G. Rice
Ronald G. Rice
Nicholas M.
Torelli, Jr.

10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
20.00

5.00
10.00
10.00

2.50

23. SBCA-PAC, Inc.

24. Second District
Republican Party

25. Skidaway Island
Republican Club

6/24/86

10/9/86

2/27/86
2/27/86

100.00

75.00

125.00
10.00

Stanley H. Hackett 100.00

Mr. & Mrs. Charlie
Curry

Joseph J. Tribble
Harriet Scandone

75.00

125.00
10.00
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Friends of Mattingly

Contributions zarmarked Through
Political and Other Cmwittees

for Which Conduits Were Not Dislcosed

Conuit Cont ribution Check Contr ibutor
Cinittee Check Date Amount Name Share

26. Southern Dell
Federal PAC

Tattnall County
Republican Party

24 The Tobacco
institute

12/11/85

9/4/86

9/4/86

9/24/86

cash

5/22/85

50.00

25.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

1,000.00

James G.
Per kins
Byron P.
Rauschenber g
Burt M.
Cloud, Jr.
James G.
Per ki ns

E. F. Sikes

The Loews/
Lorillard
Public Affairs
Ccomittee

$ 50.00

25.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

1,000. 00

$22,285.97 $22,285.97Total
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Reporting of Contributions From Political and Other
Committees

Section 434(b) (3)(B) of Title 2 of the United States Code
requires that each report disclose the identification of each
political committee which makes a contribution to the reporting
committee during the reporting period, together with the date and
amount of any such contribution.

In addition, 11 C.F.R. S 104.3(a)(4)(ii) requires the
itemization of receipts from all committees (including political
committees and committees which do not qualify as political
committees under the Act) which make contributions to the
reporting committees during the reporting period.

The Committee's contribution records, copies of contributor
checks and deposit slips were reviewed to determine whether all
contributions from political and other committees were correctly
itemized in the Committee's disclosure reports. It was
determined that 87 such contributions, totalling $75,230.39, were
not reported as required. Of these contributions, 66 items,
totalling $49,020.33, were not found on Committee disclosure
reports (Attachment 6). Nine contributions, totalling $3,710.06,
were found to have been reported in the name of individuals
(Attachment 7), and 12, totalling $22,500.00, were reported at an
incorrect amount causing a net underreporting of $7,275.00
(Attachment 8).

In the interim audit report, the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee amend its reports to correctly itemize the 87
contributions from political committees and organizations. The

C Committee has not filed the amended reports.

Recommendation #6

The Audit staff recommends that this matter be referred to
the Office of General Counsel.

-----------
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Contributions From Political and Other Comittees
Apparently Not Reported

Contributing
Committee

Name

1. American Bankers
A ssoci ati on

2. Apartment PAC

3. Appling County
Republican Club

4. Associated General
Contractors of
America PAC

5. Baldwin County
Republican Party

6. Banc One PAC

7. Betty Jo Williams
Re-election

Ln Campaign

8. Bipartisan PAC
Mellon Bank Corp.

9. Build PAC

10. Burlington
Indust. Good
Gov' t

11. California
Federal Savings
Public Affairs
Committee

12. Carl Harrison
Campaign Fund

13. Charter Med.
Corp. Empl.
Committee

14. Chatham Co.
Republican
Women' s Club

Contribution
Date

3/12/86

3/14/86

7/14/86

4/05/85

4/11/86

9/24/86

6/23/86

4/03/85

4/23/85

11/06/86

4/04/85

7/01/86

4/01/86

Contribution
Amount

$2,500.00

1,000. 00

56.00

3,000.00

1,000. 00

500.00

125.00

500.00

1, 000. 00

500.00

500.00

250.00

500.00

100.00 1

Source

9/16/86
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Contributing
Caai tteeam

15. Citizens and
Southern Georgia
Corp. Better
Gov' t. Fund

16. Civic Involement
Program Gen.
Motors

17. comlttee to
Elect Ken
Suffridge

18. Cammittee to
Elect Lillian
Webb

19. Comittee to
Elect PrIncella
Howard Dixon to
Congress 5th
District

20. Ccmlttee to
Re-elect Jim

tn McDuffie

21. CONTEL PAC
C' 22. Dorothy Felton

Commi ttee

23. EMPAC-Dow Chem

24. Fulton Co.
Republican Women' s
Club

25. Gas PAC

26. General Dynamics
Vol. PCP

27. Georgia Federal
Savings PAC

28. Gold Kist PAC
for Farmers

Contribution
Date

7/25/85

6/03/85

6/29/86

8/20/86

6/30/86

6/18/86
6/23/86

7/24/85

7/01/86

9/30/86

10/06/86

5/23/85

2/18/85
5/28/86

6/11/86

4/08/85
8/13/85

Contribution
Amount

$i,000. 00

2,000.00

125.00

150.00

125.00

125.00
125.00

1,000.00

125.00

200.00

100.00

3,000.00

1,000.00
1,000. 00

250.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

source
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Contributing
Committee

Name

29. Greater Fayette
Republican Women's
Club

30. Harris FEPAC

31. K-Mart Non-Partisan
PAC

32. King and Spaulding
Non-Partisan PAC

33. Kit Townsend
Re-election Fund

34. Lockheed PAC

35. Machine Tool PAC

36. McKesson Corp.
Empl. PAC

37. Med. Center
Bank PAC

38. MGH Mgt. PAC

One

39. Morrison PAC

40. Morton-Thiokol PAC

41. National
Association of
Convenience Stores

42. National Data
Corp. PAC

43. National Fisheries
Institute PAC

44. NCNB Corp. PAC

45. NECA-Electrical
Construction PAC

46. NRA Political.
Victory Fund'

47. Perpetual Savings
Bank (FSB PAC)

MI

c-

Contri bution
Date

9/30/86

8/09/85

10/19/86

10/23/86

10/26/86

6/07/85

10/01/86

9/29/86

9/12/85

8/19/86

10/16/86

3/31/86

4/23/86

10/28/86

10/15/86

3/26/86

4/10/85

10/24/85

Contribution
Amount

$ 25.00

2,000.00

500.00

1,000.00

75.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

250.00

500.00

500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

600.00

1,000.00

500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

10/30/86 500.00

0

SOUrCe

1

1

3

3

2

3

1

3

3

21

3



0

Contributing
Commi ttee

NMe

48. UJR Good Gov' t
Fund

49. Scott PAC

50. Seaboard System
Railroad PAC

51. Senator John
Warner Invitational
Golf Tournament
Ccnmittee

52. Shoney's

53. South Carolina
National Bank PAC

" 54. Sun Bank Inc. PAC
(SUNPAC)

55. SW Better Gov' t
Committee

56. Thea Povell
LOCampaign Account

57. Trust Company of
"u- Georgia Good

Government

. 58. Union Camp PAC

59. United Cable TV
Corporation PAC

60. Vulcan Materials
Company PAC

61. Wall and Ceiling
PAC/WACPAC

Contribution
Date

3/12/86

6/03/85

7/29/85

12/31/85

6/21/85

2/25/85

4/05/85

10/08/86

6/20/86

4/09/85
6/14/85
8/09/85

6/121/85

7/08/86

2/20/86

6/18/85

Contribution
Amount

Attachment 6
Page 4 of 4

Source

$1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,839.33

500.00

500.00

500.00

1,000.00

125.00

500.00
200.00
300.00

500.00

250.00

500.00

1,000.00

$49.020.33 (66 items)

From copies of contribution checks.
From Committee deposit slips.
From contributing committee reports.

Source:

Total
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Contributions From Other Committees Reported
In the Name of An Individual

Committee
Name

1. Atlanta
Gas PAC

2. Committee To
Re-Elect
Leo Center

3. Fri ends of
Danner

u,4- John H.
Harland PAC

3. John Linder
l Campaign

Nickles for
U.S. Senate

U7 Sue Childers
Campaign Fund

4. Tom Lawe
Campaign Fund

Contribution
Date

6/24/86
10/01/86

10/16/86

12/18/86

9/26/86

5/20/85

12/12/86

3/06/86

9/30/86

Contribution
Amount

$ 500.00
600.00

150. 00

250.00

300.00

250.00

1,000.00

360.06

300.00

$3, 710.06

Reior ted Contributor

Mr. Thomas H. Denson
Mr. Don Cargill

Mr. Leo E. Center

Mr. Robert M. Danner

Mr. J. William Robinson

Mr. John Linder

Hon. Don Nickles

Ms. Sue Childers

Mr. Thomas K. Lowe, Jr.

Total Contributions

i0

(9 1 tens)
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Attachment 8

Comittee
HMO

Contributions
Reported at

Contribution
Check Date

From Other Cmmittees
an Incorrect Amount

Check
Amount

Reported
Amount Difference

1. Associated
General
Contractors
of America
PAC

2. Cmpsign
America

S. Comittee for
a Pro-Life
Congress

-4. Dimond
Shmrock

'o Emnployees PAC

ULLIAC-
Federal

6. PG&z
Employees
Federal Good
Gov$ t Fund

7. Philip Horris
PAC

a. Tenneco
Employees
Good Gov' t
Fund

9. Textron PAC

7/11/86

4/10/86
4/18/86

10/21/86
10/30/86

9/26/86

6/27/86
8/19/86

10/10/86

7/14/86

5/15/86

6/03/86

$ 4,000.00

$ 5,000.00
1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

2,000.00
2,000,00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2, 500. 00

$3,500.00

$4,000.00

1,000.00
2,000.00

2,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

100.00

100.00

500.00

( 500.00)

(2,0. 00)

1,000.00

1,000.00

(1,000.00)
(1,000.00)

(900.00)

(900.00)

(500.00)

25.00 (2o475.00)

$22 r500. 00

(12 contributions)

(7275.00)Total
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E. Misstatements of Financial Activity

Section 434(b) (1), (2) and (4) of Title 2 of the United
States Code requires a committee to report the amount of cash on
hand at the beginning of each reporting period and the total sum
of all receipts and disbursements for the reporting period and
calendar year.

The Audit staff's reconciliation of the Committee's
reported activity to its bank records revealed the following
misstatements:

1. 1985

(a) Beginning Balance

The reported beginning balance as of January
l, 1985 was overstated by $8,624.27. This difference was not
identified in that it appears to relate to activity prior to the
beginning of the audit period. No bank records were reviewed for
the pre-1985 activity.

(b) Receipts

For the period January 1, 1985 to December
31, 1985, the Committee's reported receipts were overstated by a
net amount of $11,662.20. The components of this misstatement
are as follows:

o 1985 Receipts as Reported $1,569,436.39

Receipt reported from the
National Republican Senatorial
Committee not actually received

- Exempt accounting services
included in reported receipts
total

-w Interest disclosed but not
included in reported receipts
total

- Contributions reported twice

- Unreported in-kind contributions

Audit adjustment
to compensate for Beginning
Cash Balance discrepancy

- Unexplained Difference

Adjusted 1985 Receipts

($25,000.00)

(864.63)

339.04

(1,500.00)

2,298.76

8,624.27

4p440.36 (1i,662.20)

$1,57,774.19
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The unexplained difference and the adjustment
to compensate for the beginning cash balance appear to be due, at
least in part, to an attempt by the Committee to bring their
reported cash into balance with their general ledger cash balance
at June 30, 1985.

(c) Disbursements

For the period January 1, 1985 to December
31, 1985, the Committee's reported disbursements were understated
by a net amount of $1,095.47. The components of this
misstatement are as follows:

1985 Disbursements as Reported

Unreported disbursements
and reported checks,
later voided (net)

Unreported in-kind
contributions

- Unexplained Difference

Adjusted 1985 Disbursements

$578,280.97

$ (904.70)

2,298.76

(298.59) 1,095.47

$579376.44

2. 1986

(a) Receipts

C For the period January 1, 1986 to December
31, 1986, the Committee's reported receipts were overstated by a
net amount of $37,756.17. The components of this misstatement are

V as follows:

1986 Receipts as Reported

Unreported interest
income

Unreported in-kind
contributions

Incorrectly- reported PAC
contributions (net)

- Unexplained Difference

$3,286,877.06

$ 5,526.52

3,472.91

7,275.00

(54,030.60)

Adjusted 1986 Receipts

(37,756.17)

$3v249,120.89
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The unexplained difference may be the result
of anattempt to balance committee reports to its accounting
records. The post general election report showed substantially
more in receipts than bank records indicate was deposited into
Coemittee accounts. It is also noted that the Audit staff was
unable to find support for a portion of the $155,069.05 in
unitemized contributions reported during the period or to
reconcile the Committee's automated contributor file to reported
amounts. Given the overstatement of disbursements described
below, an attempt to balance reported cash to actual cash on hand
would require an offsetting overstatement of receipts.

(b) Disbursements

For the period January 1, 1986 to December
31, 1986, the Committee's reported disbursements were overstated
by a net amount of $42,006.80. The components of this
misstatement are as follows:0%

1986 Disbursements as Reported $4,540,971.29

- Reported interaccount
transfers ($50,590.78)

- Unreported in-kind
contributions 5,647.19

- Unreported disbursements 4,374.83

lo - Misc. and unexplained
Difference (1 ,438.04) (42,006.80)C

Adjusted 1986 Disbursements $498p964.49

No adjustment for apparent unreported
contributions from other Committees has been made pending an
explanation of the receipts overstatement. These apparent
unreported contributions total $49,020.33 (See Exhibit D),
$28,089.33 in 1985 and $20,931.00 in 1986.

Committee officials offered no explanation
for these misstatements. Copies of schedules detailing the
explained differences were provided to the Committee.

In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff
recommended that the Committee:

1. File Comprehensive Amendments for calendar years
1985 and 1986 correcting reported receipts,
disbursements and cash on hand.
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2. provide an ezplmtotion for the $54,030.60
overstatement of :eceipts for calendar year 1986
described above ms "1nexplained Difference."

The Comittee ham not filed amended reports as
requested and the response to t be .iterim Audit Report provided
no information on the 1986 unezaied overstatement of receipts.

Recommendation V7

The Audit staff recommends --. this matter be referred to
the Office of General Counsel.

C)
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Failure to Maintain Receipts Records

Section 102.9(a) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states that the treasurer of a political committee
shall keep an account by any reasonable accounting procedure of
all contributions received by or on behalf of the political
committee.

In reviewing the Committee's receipt records, reported
receipts and bank records, it was determined that for the periods
January 1 to June 30, 1985 (Mid Year 1985 Report)# and October 16
to November 24,r 1986 (Post General Election Report)# the
Committee's receipt records were incomplete. For the Mid Year
1985 Report, the amount for which no records were found was
$22,143.05. This amount was determined using corrected beginning
and ending cash balances, a corrected reported disbursement total
and available receipt records.

For the Post General Election Report, the Committee's
records for individual contributions total $132,637.59 less than
reported individual contributions. A portion of this difference
may be the result of the unexplained difference noted in the
"Misstatement of Financial Activity' finding discussed above (see
Exhibit E). As noted in Finding E# that difference may be the

- result of an attempt by the Committee to balance reported ending
cash to the recorded ending cash. Given that disbursements are
overstated due to the Committee erroneously reporting
interaccount transfers, a corresponding overstatement in receipts
would be required to balance reported ending cash. Any such
overstatement would represent reported contributions which the
Committee did not actually receive and hence reduce the amount of

C undocumented reported receipts.

in addition, in the two reporting periods prior to the
Post General Election Report, the Committee had not entered into
their automated contributor data base contributions of less than
$100.00. In support of those contributions the Committee
maintained copies of contributor checks in a file separate from
other contribution files. In those periods, the reported
contributions could be reconciled to committee records using
those separate files in conjunction with the automated data base.
Committee officials explained that this practice was instituted
due to heavy volumes of small contributions in those periods. in
the Post General Election Report period, no such separate records
were found even though contribution volume appeared to remain
heavy. Therefore, a portion of the undocumented receipts may
represent small contributions not entered into the automated
contribution file and for which no separate record was available
for audit.

Committee officials offered no explanation for this
apparent failure to maintain records.
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In the Interim Audit Report 9r the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee:

1) Explain the discrepancies between recorded and reported
contributions for the Mid Year and Post General Election Reports;
and

2) Supply copies of receipt records to document the
amounts noted above.

The Committee's response to the Interim Audit Report
contained no information concerning this matter.

Recommendation *8

The Audit staff recommends that this matter be referred to
the Office of General Counsel.
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Reporting of Debts and Obligations

Section 434(b)(8) of Title 2, United States Code, in part,

requires each report filed by the treasurer of a political

committee to disclose the amount and nature of outstanding debts

and obligations owed by the committee.

Section 104.11(a) of Title 11, Code of Federal Regulatios

states, in part, that debts and obligations shall be contrinuo 
:y

reported until extinguished. In addition, 11 C.F.R. S 104.11 --

states, in part, that debts of $500 or less shall be reported as

of the time payment is made or no later than 60 days after the

obligation is incurred and that debts in excess of $500 sha" -

reported at the time of the transaction.

The Audit staff performed a review of the Committee's

disbursement records to determine whether disbursements whicb

required disclosure as debts owed by the Committee were reporte-

properly on the FEC disclosure reports.

The results of testing disbursements on a sample basis
indicated that we are 951 certain that there are between 53 and
127 reportable debts in 1986. At the exit conference, the
Comittee was instructed to amend the following FEC disclosure
reports to disclose on line 10 (Schedule D) all reportable debts:
Year-End '85, April Quarterly '86, July Quarterly '86, Pre-
Primary '86, October Quarterly '86, Pre-General '86, Post-General
'86, and Year-End '86. It should be noted that the Comittee dit

not report any debts owed on these reports, except for an
outstanding bank loan, until the Post-General '86 report.

A Committee representative commented that debts were not
reported because the Committee did not maintain an accounts
payable ledger.

In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee file amended reports to disclose anyprevi~ously undisclosed debts which were outstanding at the closve

of the 7 report periods named above.

Recommendation #9

The Audit staff recommends that this matter be referred t:

the Office of General Counsel.
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SOURCE: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D C

RESPONDENTS: Friends of Mattingly and Donald
P. Gammon, as treasurer

72 individuals (See Attachment
II)

RELEVANT STATUTES:

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED:

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED:

I. GENERATION OF RATTER

17 political committees (See
Attachment 1(49-53))

55 corporations (See Attachment
1(56-66))

2 U.S.C. 5 432
2 U.S.C. 5 434(b)
2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)
2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f)
2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a)
11 C.F.R. 5 104.3(a)(4)(ii)
11 C.F.R. 5 104.11
11 C.F.R. 5 110.6(c)(3)

Audit report, audit workpapers;
disclosure reports

None

This matter was generated by an audit conducted by the

Federal Election Commission ("the Commission") in accordance with

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 438(b). The audit covered the

period from January 1, 1985 through December 31, 1986. Friends

of Mattingly ("the Committee") registered with the secretary of
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the U.S. Senate on October 1, 1979 as the principal campaign

committee for Mack Mattingly, Republican candidate for Senate

from Georgia. The Committee amended its statement of

organization on March 17, 1982, to include activity from July 1,

1981 forward, as activity for Mattingly's 1986 Senate campaign.

The Committee filed its termination report on October 31, 1987.

Ii. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Excessive Contributions

1. Excessives from Individuals and Comittees

Odiscovered during the Comiission's Audit

The Act states that no person shall make contributions to a

candidate and his authorized political committees with respect to

any election for federal office, which in the aggregate, exceeds

$1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). The Act further provides

that no nulticandidate political committee may make contributions

to a federal candidate and his authorized political committees

C' with respect to any election for federal office, which aggregate

in excess of $5,000.00. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A). A

multicandidate committee is defined by the Act as a political

committee which has been registered for at least six months, has

received contributions for federal elections from more than 50

persons and has made contributions to at least five federal

candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a). Other political committees

which are not multicandidate committees may contribute only

$1,000.00 per candidate per election. See 11 C.F.R. S 110.1. No

candidate or authorized campaign committee shall knowingly accept
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any contribution in violation of the provisions of the Act.

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f).

The Commission regulations 1 define "with respect to any

election" to mean that a contribution designated for a particular

election will count as a contribution towards the election

designated by the contributor. 11 C.F.R. S ll0.1(a)(2)(i).

Contributions may be designated to a primary election after the

date of the primary only to the extent that the contribution does

not exceed the "net debts outstanding"2 from the primary

election. Id. An undesignated contribution will go towards the

NO primary if it is made on or before the date of the primary, or

towards the general election if it is made after the date of the
Nr

- 1. Note that the regulations governing this case are those in
effect at the time of the audit. Therefore, citations from Parts
104 and 110 of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations refer
to Regulations in effect prior to the April 8, 1987 amendments to
those sections.

2. In order to determine whether a Committee has any "net debts

Coutstanding" from a particular election, the Committee must
figure out the difference between the total of the Committee's
unpaid debts and obligations incurred with respect to the

relection, and the total of the Committee's cash on hand and
receivables available to pay those debts and obligations.
11 C.F.R. 5 1l0.1(b)(3)(ii); See also, Advisory Opinion 1984-32,
1 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide [CCH] 1 5777.

11 C.F.R. S 110.1(b)(3)(ii) further provides that "net debts
outstanding" shall also include the estimated cost of raising
funds to liquidate the debts remaining from the election or if
the candidate will not be a candidate for the next election,
estimated costs associated with termination of political
activity. However, 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(b)(3)(ii) is not
applicable here because it was a 1987 regulation and thus was not
in effect at the time of this audit. Moreover, even if the
regulation was in effect at the time of the audit, fundraising
costs would not be included because the Committee had a surplus
after the primary election, and termination costs would not be
considered because Mattingly was a candidate in the general
election.
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primary. 11 C.F.R. 5 l10.1(a)(2)(ii). A contribution which

represents contributions by more than one person shall indicate

on the contribution instrument or on an accompanying written

instrument signed by all contributors, the amount to be

attributed to each contributor. 11 C.F.R. 5 104.8(d).

The results of the Commission's Audit showed that the

Committee finished the primary election with a surplus of

$193,202.10. Accordingly, under 11 C.F.R. S ll0.1(a)(2)(i), the

Committee could not legally accept contributions designated for

the primary after August 12, 1986, the date of the primary.3
The Commission's examination and audit determined that the

Committee accepted 704 apparent excessive contributions from 502

- 3. The Commission rejected the Committee's assertion that the
auditors failed to include $405,368.22 in post-primarytn disbursements as primary expenses because a review of the
Comittee's disclosure reports indicate that if that were true,
almost all disbursements made thirty days after the primary wereprimary disbursements. This assertion is unlikely given that theCommittee did not report any primary debts, the candidate was not

c seriously challenged in the primary in which he received 95% ofthe votes, and the primary was held in August, less than three
months before a close general election.

The Commission also rejected the Committee's claim that
contract obligations assumed prior to the primary were all
primary related. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(a)(2), a written
contract, including a media contract, promise, or agreement tomake an expenditure is an expenditure as of the date such
contract, promise or obligation is made. The Committee said thatpart of its campaign strategy called for the husbanding ofcommittee funds to discourage potential opponents. To accomplish
this, it contracted with media and campaign consultants in 1985but the contract payments were delayed until after the primary.However, the Committee has submitted no supporting documentation
to demonstrate that all or part of these obligations were
incurred before the primary, and it did not report any
contractual obligations as debts in the reports filed prior to
the primary. Moreover, the date that an obligation is incurred
does not automatically determine to which election theexpenditure is attributable. (For more information, see Final
Audit Report, Exhibit A.)
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individuals totaling $344,840.00. 4 The audit also showed that it

appears the Committee accepted excessive contributions from 17

committees, totaling $31,833.05. 5 Therefore, this Office

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f). In addition, this Office recommends that the

Commission find reason to believe that all 17 committees violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a); and reason to believe that the 72 individuals

co

4. Of the total amount, $2,250.00 was refunded but the refunds
- were not timely. The remaining $342,590.00 has not been

refunded.
U)

5. The total amount of excessive contributions from committees
has been adjusted since the interim audit report. The
contribution of $5,723.22 from Floridians for President Reagan's
Majority ("Floridians") is not included as an excessive because

c it is not an unregistered committee; however, it has since been
learned that Floridians is registered with the Commission as a
joint fundraiser for Senators Mattingly and Paula Hawkins. See
MUR 2577. Under the terms of the joint fundraising agreement,
the Mattingly Committee should have only received half of the
fundraising proceeds. However, after deducting expenses, the
remaining fundraising proceeds were $6,723.22, all of which went
to Mattingly. Thus, the Mattingly Committee received $3,363.71
more than it was entitled to and the Hawkins Committee received
$3,363.71 less. By allowing all these fundraising proceeds to be
distributed to the Mattingly Committee, the Hawkins Committee
gave a contribution to the Mattingly Committee of $3,363.71,
which was excessive by $2,363.71, since the Hawkins Committee was
not a multicandidate committee and could only contribute
$1,000.00 to the Mattingly Committee.

Accordingly, the amount of excessive contributions from
committees has been revised to eliminate the $5,723.22 excessive
amount from Floridians and include a $2,363.71 excessive amount
from the Hawkins Committee, leaving the total excessive amount at
$31,833.05. (For more information, see Final Audit Report,
Exhibit A, p. 8 of 9.)



violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).
7

2. Excessives from NRSC Direct-To Auto Program

The Committee entered into a written agreement with the

National Republican Senatorial Committee ("NRSC") to participate

in the NRSC's "Direct-To Program." The Direct-To Program was a

fundraising effort designed to permit NRSC contributors to

earmark their contributions to a particular Republican Senatorial

candidate. Funds from the Direct-To Program were transmitted to

the recipient committees both by contributor checks and by NRSC

checks.

In Common Cause v. FEC, 729 F. Supp. 148 (D.D.C. 1990), the

court held that the contributions sent to the NRSC through its

Direct-To Auto program (one of the 5 programs of the NRSC's

Direct-To program), were not earmarked within the meaning of

Nz" 11 C.F.R. 5 110.6(b) and that the NRSC exercised some *direction

7. A number of individual respondents were persons who made up
the association and sales force of A.L. Williams G Associates,
Inc., and their contribution checks included a notation of a
photo opportunity with President Reagan. In MUR 2668, Robert
Mason, finance director for Friends of Mattingly, testified that
a photo opportunity with the President was available to
individuals who made a contribution of $2,500.00 to Mattingly.
See MUR 2668.
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or control over those contributions within the meaning of

11 C.F.R. $ 110.6(d)." Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 110.6(d),

earmarked contributions should be treated as contributions from

the original source to the candidate unless the intermediary

exercises direction and control over the funds. As a result of

the court's decision, on February 15, 1990, the Commission found

probable cause to believe that the NRSC and its treasurer

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(h) by exceeding the $17,500.00

limitation on contributions to 12 Senate candidates. See NUR

2282.
C0

The Mattingly Committee received $189,788.83 in excessive

contributions from the NRSC as a result of the Direct-To Auto
8

program. Therefore, this Office recommends that the Cmoission

--- find reason to believe that Friends of Mattingly and Domald P.

Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) for accepting

$189,788.83 in excessive contributions from the wRSC.

C

B. Corporate Contributions

All corporations are prohibited under 2 U.s.C. § 441b from

making a contribution or expenditure in connection with any

federal election to political office. No candidate or political

committee shall knowingly accept or receive any corporate

contribution. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Based on the examination and

8. The Committee received a total of $208,063.96 from the NRSC
Direct-To Auto program. After deducting the NRSC's contribution
limit of $17,500.00, and the remaining coordinated expenditure
limitation of $775.13, the total amount cf excessives is
$189,788.83. See 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(h) and 441a(d). See also, NUR
2282.
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audit of the Committee, it appears that the Committee received

187 prohibited corporate contributions from 152 corporate

entities9, totaling $30,610.59. Therefore, this Office

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
10

C. Failure to Report Earnarked Contributions

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(8), contributions which are

earmarked for a particular candidate or otherwise directed

through an intermediary or conduit to such candidate, shall be

treated as contributions from such person to such candidate. The

recipient of earmarked contributions must identify both the

conduit and the original source of the contribution. 11 C.F.R.

S 110.6(c)(3).

As noted is section A above, the Committee entered into a

9. The Commission's auditors verified the corporate status of
the 152 corporate entities by confirming their corporate status
with the secretary of state where the corporation is located.

10. Three of these contributions were refunded, and part of a
fourth, but the refunds were not timely.
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written agreement with the NRSC to participate in the NRSC's

"Direct-To Program." The Committee received a total of

$351,991.61 in earmarked contributions from the NRSC's Direct-To

Program.12 Of that amount, $98,016.04 of that amount was reported

by the Committee as earmarked but the Committee failed to

disclose the remaining $253,975.57 as earmarked through the NRSC.

In addition, the Committee participated in a joint

fundraising event in 1985 and again in 1986, sponsored by the
13

Senator John Warner Golf Tournament Committee ("GTC"). The

Committee received 28 earmarked contributions conduited from GTC

in 1985 totaling $15,283.44, and 29 earmarked contributions in

1986, totaling $19,608.34, but failed to disclose them as

earmarked contributions.

Finally, in the process of its review of the Committee, the

Counission's auditors also discovered that the Committee received

eighty (80) additional earmarked contributions from twenty-eight

(28) political committees, totaling $22,285.97, for which the

conduit was not reported.
1 4

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission find

reason to believe that Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon,

12. In footnote 7 it was noted that the Committee received a
total of $208,063.96 from the NRSC Direct-To Auto program. The

Direct-To Auto program is only one of five programs of the NRSC's

Direct-To Program. As noted above, the total amount of
contributions the Committee received from all of the Direct-To
Programs was $351,991.61.

13. The 1985 Committee was registered with the Commission as the
"John Warner Invitational Golf Tournament Committee."

14. Only 1 of the 80 contributions was reported as an earmarked
contribution.
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as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. S 110.6(c)(3) for failing to

identify the conduit for $311,153.32 in earmarked contributions.

D. Reporting Violations

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(3)(B), reports filed by a

political committee must disclose the identification of each

political committee which made a contribution to the reporting

committee during the reporting period together with the date of

receipt and amount of such contribution. In addition, the

Commission's regulations require the itemization of receipts from

all committees (including political committees and committees

which do not qualify as political committees under the Act) which

make contributions to the reporting committees during the

reporting period, together with the date of receipt and amount of

such contribution. 11 C.F.R. S 104.3(a)(4)(ii).

The Committee did not properly report 87 contributions from

committees, totaling $75,230.39. Nine of these contributions

were incorrectly reported as coming from individuals, rather than

rN from committees; twelve contributions disclosed an incorrect

amount, resulting in a net underreporting of $7,275.00; and

sixty-six contributions, totaling $49,020.33, were not reported

at all.

Reports filed by a committee must disclose the cash on hand

at the beginning of the reporting period and the total amount of

receipts and disbursements for the reporting period and calendar

year. 2 U.S.C. SS 434(b)(1), 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4). The

Committee's 1985 and 1986 reports contained several misstatements
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of financial activity. First, the Committee's 1985 cash on hand

vas overstated by $8,624.27. See 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b)(1). Overall,

in 1985, the Committee's receipts were overstated by $11,662.20

disbursements were understated by $1,095.47. See 2 U.S.C.

55 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4). In addition, in the Committee's 1986

reports, receipts were overstated by $37,756.17 and disbursements

were overstated by $42,006.80. Id.

A political committee must report the amount and nature of

all outstanding debts and obligations owed by such committee.

2 U.S.C. 5 434(b)(8). Outstanding debts and obligations must be

continuously reported until extinguished. 11 C.F.R. 5 104.11(a).

IIf the debt or obligation exceeds $500, it must be reported as of

qthe time of the transaction. 11 C.F.R. 5 104.11(b). If the debt

or obligation does not exceed $500, it must be reported as of the

L) time payment is made or no later than 60 days after the

obligation is incurred, whichever comes first. Id.
NT

During the examination and audit, the auditors, based on a
C

sample review of disbursements, estimated that the Committee had

rls between 53 and 127 reportable debts in 1986. However, the

Committee reported only one debt and it was not reported until

the Committee filed its 1986 Post General Election report. The

Committee representative said that debts were not reported

because the Committee did not maintain an accounts payable

ledger.

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission find

reason to believe that Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon,

as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b) for failure to properly
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report 87 contributions from committees, for misstatements of

financial activity, and for failure to report debts and

obligations.

a. Failure to Maintain Accurate Record of Receipts

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 102.9(a), the treasurer of a

political committee shall use a reasonable accounting procedure

to maintain an account of all contributions received by or on

behalf of a political committee. See 2 U.S.C. S 432(c). For

contributions that exceed $50, the account must include the name

and address of the contributor and the amount and date of receipt

of the contribution. 11 C.F.R. S 102.9(a)(1). If contributions

from a contributor exceed $200 in the aggregate, then the account

must include the name and address of the contributor, the

tfo contributor's employer and occupation, and the date of receipt

and amount of each contribution. 11 C.F.R. 5 102.9(a)(2). If
the contribution is from a political committee, regardless of the

C
amount, the account must include the name and address of the

political committee and the date of receipt and amount of each

contribution. 11 C.F.R. S 102.9(a)(3). See also 2 U.S.C.

5S 434(c)(l)-(4). A treasurer is required to keep these records

for three years after the report is filed. 2 U.S.C. S 432(d).

The Committee did not maintain a complete record of receipts

for the 1985 Mid Year and 1986 Post-General Election reporting

period. The Commission's auditors determined that the Committee

did not have records for $22,143.05 in receipts reported on the

1985 Mid Year report, and also did not have records for
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$132,637.5915 in receipts reported on the Post-General election
report. Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission
find reason to believe that Friends of Mattingly and Donald P.
Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 432.

III. RECOMENDATIONS

1. Find reason to believe that Friends of Mattingly and DonaldP. Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 432, 434(b),441a(f), 441b(a), and 11 C.F.R. S 110.6(c)(3).
2. Find reason to believe that the following individualsviolated 2 U.S.C. $ 441a(a)(1)(A):

(1) M.C. Anderson
(2) Kenneth W. Anderton
(3) Mr. J.E. Barrow, Jr.
(4) John Treacy Beyer
(5) Ron Bloomingkemper
(6) Mr. Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.(7) Mr. Carl Bolch, Jr.
(8) Marion R. Buisson
(9) Mr. R.M. Channell
(10) Donald J. Childress

U-) (11) John A. Conant
(12) Walter L. Conner.1
(13) Cook and Company 16
(14) Mr. Lovick P. Corn

C_ 15. The Commission's interim audit report notes two possibleV"I explanations for the Committee's incomplete receipts records.One, it may be the result of an attempt by the Committee tobalance its reported ending cash to the recorded ending cash.Given that disbursements are overstated due to the Committeeerroneously reporting inter-account transfers, a correspondingoverstatement in receipts would be necessary to balance reportedending cash. Any such overstatement would represent reportedcontributions which the Committee did not actually receive andhence reduce the amount of undocumented reported receipts. Theother explanation is that because the Committee stopped enteringcontributions of less than $100 into its contributor data baseseveral months before the election, this figure may represent alarge number of small contributors for which no separate recordsare available.

16. Cook and Company is not a corporation. The threecontribution checks which included the excessives were attributedto three different individuals, but they were all drawn from thesame Cook and Company account.
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(15) Thomas G. Cousins
(16) Theresa C. Crossland
(17) Lloyd H. Darby, III
(18) Mr. Eugene B. Dawson
(19) Frank F. Dineen
(20) Mr. 3. Roy Duggan
(21) Carol Falcone
(22) Mr. William A. Fickling, Jr.
(23) Thomas J. Halpin
(24) Thomas S. Hartzog
(25) Melita E. Hayes
(26) Mark D. Hurst
(27) Susan D. Hurst
(28) Mr. A. Jalil
(29) Jacob S. Jernigen
(30) Mr. John B. Keeble
(31) Eugene Kelly
(32) Mr. A.T. Kennedy
(33) Ms. Claire A. King
(34) P.S. Knox, Jr.
(35) Andrew Gay Labrow
(36) Willard Lasseter
(37) Mr. C.M. Leger
(38) Ronald S. Leventhal
(39) Charles A. Lotz, Jr.
(40) Mr. Frank Love, Jr.
(41) Mr. Albert L. Luce, Jr.
(42) Mr. George E. Luce

LO (43) George A. Martonik
(44) Todd McMahon
(45) Jane A. Miller
(46) Mr. A. Minis, Jr.
(47) R. Danny Murray
(48) Mr. W.A. Orender
(49) Mr. C.L. Patrick
(50) Mr. Bryce Peterson

(51) Mr. Joe W. Rogers, Jr.
(52) John M. Roig
(53) Mr. Gary W. Rollins
(54) Dennis Schecter
(55) Mr. W.L. Shirley
(56) Mr. Rankin M. Smith
(57) Mr. John M. Stuckey, Jr.
(58) Cynthia Thawley
(59) Mr. William Timmons
(60) J. Lloyd Tomer
(61) Mr. Maurice J. Towery
(62) Robert Lee Turley
(63) Michael R. Utz
(64) Lafayette Walker
(65) Randall Walker
(66) Richard A. Walker
(67) Richard K. Whitehead, Jr.
(68) Mr. Claude Williams, Jr.
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(69) Emory Winship
(70) Ms. Emily Woodruff
(71) J. Barnett Woodruff
(72) Harlen Zeitler

3. Find reason to believe these political committees violated
2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a):

(1) A.L. Williams & Associates PAC, Inc. and Jack Smith, as
treasurer

(2) American Financial Services Association PAC and Thomas
L. Thomas, as treasurer

(3) Associated General Contractors PAC and John R. Gentille,
as treasurer

(4) Bankers Trust New York Corporation Political Action
Committee and Nancy C. O'Connor, as treasurer

(5) Citizens & Southern Georgia Corporation Better
Government Committee and James D. Dixon, as treasurer

(6) Committee to Re-Elect United States Senator Paula
Hawkins and Genean McKinnon, as treasurer

(7) Flowers Industries Inc. Political Action Committe and
Earl Quigg, as treasurer

(8) Gold Kist Political Action for Farmers, Inc. and Paul G.
Brower, as treasurer

(9) Lockheed Employees' Political Action Committee and
Stephen E. Chaudet, as treasurer

(10) The Morgan Companies Political Action Committee and Cory
N. Strupp, as treasurer

(11) The National Association of Life Underwriters PAC and
tBruce C. Hendrickson, as treasurer

(12) Northrop Employees PAC and Sherry C. Levit, as treasurer
q r (13) Political Action Committee of the Dun & Bradstreet

Corporation and Philip C. Danford, as treasurer
C (14) Prudential Insurance Company of America Federal PAC and

Milan E. Johnson, as treasurer
(15) Public Service Political Action Committee and Roman

Rice, as treasurer
(16) Textron Inc. Political Action Committee and Gary E.

Atwell, as treasurer
(17) United Technologies Corporation Political Action

Committee and Donald E. Groce, as treasurer

4. Find reason to believe that these entities violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a):

(1) Dr. John C. Adams, Jr., P.C.
(2) A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.
(3) Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.
(4) Avail-Ability Inc.
(5) Bibb Distributing Co.
(6) Bill Taylor & Associates
(7) Rose Briglevich, M.D., P.C.
(8) Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.
(9) Cathedral of Faith Church of God in Christ
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(10) Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.
(11) Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc.
(12) Collins Brothers
(13) Consolidated Tape & Label Co.
(14) Gary Cooper Construction
(15) Curry Farm Supply
(16) Dixie Trucking Company
(17) Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.
(18) Ellis Building Systems
(19) Family and Marriage Resources
(20) Farmers Tobacco Warehouse
(21) Fesperman Insurance Co.
(22) Folsom Construction Company
(23) Homeway Rentals of Montgomery
(24) Independent Freight Forwarders and Customs Brokers

Association of Savannah, Inc.
(25) Lex Jolley & Company, Inc.
(26) J&W Farms
(27) Lakeside Farm
(28) Maricom Electronics, Inc.
(29) Morris Brown College
(30) Morris Newspaper Corp.
(31) Alfred Hammack D/B/A
(32) Moultrie Surgical Assoc., P.C.
(33) OB-GYN Associates, P.C.
(34) Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery Associates
(35) Patrician Properties
(36) Pacelli High School
(37) Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd.
(38) Pickett Pickett & Pickett
(39) Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc.
(40) The Pinkerton & Laws Co.
(41) Reeves, Avary Associates
(42) William L. Reno and Associates
(43) Riverside Development
(44) Robert J. Shircliff and Associates
(45) Southern Energy
(46) Standard Southeast, Inc.
(47) Stricklands Pharmacy
(48) Stubbs Shipping Company
(49) Vaughn Lumber Company
(50) Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth
(51) Bill Walker and Associates
(52) Weatherly & Associates, Inc.
(53) General Roofing Co. D/B/A
(54) Willis and Veenstra Investment Co.
(55) Wright Farms

5. Approve the attached letter and Factual and Legal Analysis
to Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer.
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6. Approve letters and Factual and Legal Analyses to 72
individuals, 55 corporations, and 17 political committees
based on the attached sample letters and Factual and Legal
Analyses.

40
Datet eea one

Attachments:
1. Audit referral materials
Ii. List of individuals who contributed more than twice their

0 limit
III. List of corporate contributions which exceed $100
IV. Proposed Letter and Factual and Legal Analysis to Friends

of Mattingly
V. Sample Letter and Factual and Legal Analysis to individuals

'q-V1. Sample Letter and Factual and Legal Analysis to committees
VII. Sample Letter and Factual and Legal Analysis to

corporations

U-)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAS1I11CTO% 0C .6M)

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/DELORES HARRIS
COMISSION SECRETARY

MAY 18, 1990

MUR 2989 - FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
DATED MAY 14, 1990

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on Wednesday, May 16, 1990 at 11:00 a.m.

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

as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Comissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Josefiak

McDonald

McGarry

Thomas

This matter will be placed

for Tuesday, June 5, 1990

on the meeting agenda

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.

mx

xxx

mx

xxx

xxx



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 2989
Friends of Mattingly and Donald P.

Gammon, as treasurer
72 individuals
17 political committees
55 corporations

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session on June 19,

1990, do hereby certify that the Commission took the

-- following actions in MUR 2989:

1. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to

a) Find reason to believe that Friends
of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon,

C as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

5S 432, 434(b), 441a(f), 441b(a),
and 11 C.F.R. S 110.6(c)(3).

b) Find reason to believe that the
following individuals violated
2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A):

(1) M.C. Anderson
(2) Kenneth W. Anderton
(3) Mr. J.E. Barrow, Jr.
(4) John Treacy Beyer
(5) Ron Bloomingkemper
(6) Mr. Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.

(continued)



Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 2989
June 19, 1990

Page 2

(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)
(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)
(18)
(19)
(20)
(21)
(22)
(23)
(24)
(25)
(26)
(27)
(28)
(29)
(30)
(31)
(32)
(33)
(34)
(35)
(36)
(37)
(38)
(39)
(40)
(41)
(42)

(continued)

Mr. Carl Bolch, Jr.
Marion R. Buisson
Mr. R.M. Channell
Donald J. Childress
John A. Conant
Walter L. Conner
Cook and Company
Mr. Lovick P. Corn
Thomas G. Cousins
Theresa C. Crossland
Lloyd H. Darby, III
Mr. Eugene B. Dawson
Frank F. Dineen
Mr. J. Roy Duggan
Carol Falcone
Mr. William A. fickling, Jr.
Thomas J. Halpin
Thomas S. Hartzog
Melita E. Hayes
Mark D. Hurst
Susan D. Hurst
Mr. A. Jalil
Jacob S. Jernigen
Mr. John B. Keeble
Eugene Kelly
Mr. A.T. Kennedy
Ms. Claire A. King
P.S. Knox, Jr.
Andrew Gay Labrow
Willard Lasseter
Mr. C.M. Leger
Ronald S. Leventhal
Charles A. Lotz, Jr.
Mr. Frank Love, Jr.
Mr. Albert L. Luce, Jr.
Mr. George E. Luce
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(43) George A. Martonik
(44) Todd McMahon
(45) Jane A. Miller
(46) Mr. A. Minis, Jr.
(47) R. Danny Murray
(48) Mr. W.A. Orender
(49) Mr. C.L. Patrick
(50) Mr. Bryce Peterson
(51) Mr. Joe W. Rogers, Jr.
(52) John M. Roig
(53) Mr. Gary W. Rollins
(54) Dennis Schecter
(55) Mr. W.L. Shirley
(56) Mr. Rankin M. Smith
(57) Mr. John M. Stuckey, Jr.
(58) Cynthia Thawley
(59) Mr. William Timmons
(60) J. Lloyd Tomer
(61) Mr. Maurice J. Towery
(62) Robert Lee Turley
(63) Michael R. Utz
(64) Lafayette Walker
(65) Randall Walker
(66) Richard A. Walker
(67) Richard K. Whitehead, Jr.
(68) Mr. Claude Williams, Jr.
(69) Emory Winship
(70) Ms. Emily Woodruff
(71) J. Barnett Woodruff
(72) Harlen Zeitler

c) Find reason to believe these
political committees violated
2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a):
(1) A.L. Williams & Associates PAC,

Inc. and Jack Smith, as treasurer

(continued)
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(2) American Financial Services
Association PAC and Thomas L.
Thomas, as treasurer

(3) Associated General Contractors
PAC and John R. Gentille, as
treasurer

(4) Bankers Trust New York Corporation
Political Action Committee and
Nancy C. O'Connor, as treasurer

(5) Citizens & Southern Georgia
OCorporation Better Government

Committee and James D. Dixon, as
treasurer

(6) Committee to Re-Elect United
States Senator Paula Hawkins and
Genean McKinnon, as treasurer

(7) Flowers Industries Inc. Political
Action Committee and Earl Quigg,
as treasurer

(8) Gold Kist Political Action for
Ie Farmers, Inc. and Paul G. Brower,

as treasurer
(9) Lockheed Employees' Political

Action Committee and Stephen E.
Chaudet, as treasurer

(10) The Morgan Companies Political
Action Committee and Cory N.

C? Strupp, as treasurer
(11) The National Association of Life

Underwriters PAC and Bruce C.
Hendrickson, as treasurer

(12) Northrop Employees PAC and Sherry
C. Levit, as treasurer

(13) Political Action Committee of the
Dun & Bradstreet Corporation and
Philip C. Danford, as treasurer

(continued)
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(14) Prudential Insurance Company
of America Federal PAC and
Milan E. Johnson, as treasurer

(15) Public Service Political Action
Committee and Roman Rice, as
treasurer

(16) Textron Inc. Political Action
Committee and Gary E. Atwell,
as treasurer

(17) United Technologies Corporation
'0 Political Action Committee and

Donald E. Groce, as treasurer

d) Find reason to believe that these
Tentities violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a):

(1) Dr. John C. Adams, Jr., P.C.
(2) A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.
(3) Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.
(4) Avail-Ability Inc.
(5) Bibb Distributing Co.
(6) Bill Taylor a Associates
(7) Rose Briglevich, M.D., P.C.

C_ (8) Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.
(9) Cathedral of Faith Church of

God in Christ
01. (10) Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.

(11) Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc.
(12) Collins Brothers
(13) Consolidated Tape & Label Co.
(14) Gary Cooper Construction
(15) Curry Farm Supply
(16) Dixie Trucking Company
(17) Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.
(18) Ellis Building Systems

(continued)
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(19) Family and Marriage Pesources
(20) Farmers Tctacco Warehzuse
(21) Fesperman :nsurance C:.
(22) Folsom Constrction Cmpa.-y
(23) Homeway Rentals of Mcntgomery
(24) Independent Freight F:rwarders

and Custors Brekers Asso:lat:on
of Savanna. n:.

(25) Lex Jolley & Cmpany, In:.
(26) J&W Farms
(27) Lakeside Farm
(28) Maricom Eectronics, :nc.
(29) Morris Brc-n College
(30) Morris Newspaper Corp.
(31) Alfred Hammack D/B'A,
(32) Moultrie Surgical Assoc., P.C.
(33) OB-GYN Associates, P.f.
(34) Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery

Associates
(35) Patrician Properties
(36) Pacelli High School
(37) Peoples' Transportation

Services, Ltd.
(38) Pickett Pickett & Pickett
(39) Bill Pilgrim Enterprises. Inc.
(40) The Pinkerton & Laws Co.

C (41) Reeves, Avary Associates
(42) William L. Reno and Associates

r(43) Riverside Development
(44) Robert J. Shircliff and Associates(45) Southern Energy
(46) Standard Southeast, Inc.
(47) Stricklands Pharmacy
(48) Stubbs Shipping Company
(49) Vaughn Luaber Company
(50) Ed Voyles :hrysler-Pvin mcth
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(51) Bill Walker and Associates
(52) Weatherly & Associates, Inc.
(53) General Roofing Co. D/B/A
(54) Willis and Veenstra Invest-

ment Co.
(55) Wright Farms

Commissioners Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,
McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively
for the decision; Commissioner Aikens
was not present at the time of the vote.

CO 2. Failed in a vote of 3-2 to pass a motion
to approve the letter and Factual and
Legal Analysis to Friends of Mattingly
and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
report dated May 14, 1990.

Commissioners McDonald, McGarry, and
Thomas voted affirmatively for the motion;
Commissioners Elliott and Josefiak dissented;
Commissioner Aikens was not present at the
time of the vote.

C 3. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to approve the
letter and Factual and Legal Analysis to
Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon,

ON as treasurer, as recommended in the General
Counsel's report dated may 14, 1990

Commissioners Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,
McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for
the decision; Commissioner Aikens was not
present.

(continued)
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4. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to approve the
letters and Factual and Legal Analyses
to 72 individuals, 55 corporations, and
17 political committees based on the
sample letters and Factual and Legal
Analyses attached to the General Counsel's
report dated May 14, 1990.

Commissioners Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,
McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively
for the decision; Commissioner Aikens
was not present.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

I . --



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

June 25, 1990

Mr. Donald P. Gammon, Treasurer
c/o Ben Cotten, Esquire
Cotten, Day & Selfon
Twelfth Floor
1899 L St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 2989
Friends of Mattingly and
Donald P. Gammon, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Gammon:

0 on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that

there is reason to believe Friends of Mattingly ("Committee") and

you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5S 441a(f), 441b(a), 434(b),

432, provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("the Act") and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.6(c)(3), a provision of

11Z the Commission's Regulations. The Factual and Legal Analysis,

which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached
for your information.

ifn 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

C Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under 

oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Committee and

you, as treasurer, the Commission may find probable cause to

believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.

S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the

General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission

either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or

recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be

pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that

pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time

so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.

Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for

pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause

have been mailed to the respondent.



Donald P. Gammon, Treasurer
?=R 2989
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely

granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days

pr:or to the due date of the response and specific good cause

3r.st be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General

C=unsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
" -. $.Z. 5 437gia)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

t!e :,mmission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
mate puiblic.

Fcr your information, we have attached a brief description

:f .-e Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

- :he Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

.:.anbeil, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

7-'Z 0

Sincerely,

-- 7

Lei Ann Elliott

Chairman

:n=!osures
-Fac:ual and Legal Analysis
?rocedures



FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Friends of Mattingly MUR 2989
and Donald P. Gammon, as
treasurer

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

by the Federal Election Commission ("the Commission") in the

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities.

See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2). Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 438(b), the

Commission conducted an examination and audit of the Friends of

Mattingly Committee ("the Committee"). The examination and audit

covered the period from January 1, 1985 through December 31,

1986.

U-) A. Excessive Contributions

The Act states that no person shall make contributions to a

candidate and his authorized political committees with respect to
C

any election for federal office, which in the aggregate, exceeds

N$1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). The Act further provides

that no multicandidate political committee may make contributions

to a federal candidate and his authorized political committees

with respect to any election for federal office, which aggregate

in excess of $5,000.00. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a,(2)(A). A

multicandidate committee is defined by the Act as a political

committee which has been registered for at least six months, has

received contributions for federal elections from more than 50

persons and has made contributions to at least five federal
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candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a). Other political committees

which are not multicandidate committees may contribute only

$1,000.00 per candidate per election. See 11 C.F.R. S 110.1. No

candidate or authorized campaign committee shall knowingly accept

any contribution in violation of the provisions of the Act.

2 U.S.C. s 441a(f).

The Commission regulations I define "with respect to any

election" to mean that a contribution designated for a particular

election will count as a contribution towards the election

designated by the contributor. 11 C.F.R. § l10.1(a)(2)(i).

Contributions may be designated to a primary election after the

date of the primary only to the extent that the contribution does

not exceed the "net debts outstanding''2 from the primary

.1 1. Note that the regulations governing this case are those in
effect at the time of the Federal Election Commission's audit.
Therefore, citations from Parts 104 and 110 of Title 11 of the
Code of Federal Regulations refer to Regulations in effect prior
to the April 8, 1987 amendments to those sections.
2. In order to determine whether a Committee has any "net debts

Voutstanding" from a particular election, the Committee must
figure out the difference between the total of the Committee's

C>' unpaid debts and obligations incurred with respect to the
election, and the total of the Committee's cash on hand and
receivables available to pay those debts and obligations.
11 C.F.R. S l10.1(b)(3)(ii); See also, Advisory Opinion 1984-32,
1 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide [CCH] 5777.

11 C.F.R. S ll0.1(b)(3)(ii) further provides that "net debts
outstanding" shall also include the estimated cost of raising
funds to liquidate the debts remaining from the election or if
the candidate will not be a candidate for the next election,
estimated costs associated with termination of political
activity. However, 11 C.F.R. S ll0.1(b)(3)(ii) is not applicable
here because it was a 1987 regulation and thus was not in effect
at the time of this audit. Moreover, even if the regulation was
in effect at the time of the audit, fundraising costs would not
be included because the Committee had a surplus after the primary
election, and termination costs would not be considered because
Mattingly was a candidate in the general election.



- 3 -

election. Id. An undesignated contribution will yo towards the

primary if it is made on or before the date of the primary, or

towards the general election if it is made after the date of the

primary. 11 C.F.R. S ll0.1(a)(2)(ii). A contribut::m which

represents contributions by more than one person shaZI :ndicate

on the contribution instrument or on an accompanyirn vr:tten

instrument signed by all contr:butors, the amount t: be

attributed to each contributor. 11 C.F.R. s 104.8-t;

The results of the Commission's Audit showed a: e

Committee finished the primary election with a surpls =f

$193,202.10. Accordingly, under 11 C.F.R. S 110.1 a,'2 i), the

Committee could not legally accept contributions designated for

the primary after August 12, 1986, the date of the =rimary.

3. The Commission rejected the Committee's assert:.n that the

auditors failed to include $405,368.22 in post-primary
disbursements as primary expenses because a review cf the

Committee's disclosure reports indicate that if that were true,

almost all disbursements made thirty days after the primary were

C primary disbursements. This assertion is unlikely given that the

Committee did not report any primary debts, the candidate was not

seriously challenged in the primary in which he received 95% -f

the votes, and the primary was held in August, less than three

months before a close general election.
The Commission also rejected the Committee's :.aiu that

contract obligations assumed prior to the primary were all

primary related. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 100.8(a :, a written

contract, including a media contract, promise, or azreement to

make an expenditure is an expenditure as cf the date such
contract, promise or obligaticn is made. -he Com&:tee said that

part of its campaign strategy called for the husbardinq of

committee funds to discourage potential opronents. To accomplish
this, it contracted with media and campaign consultants in 1985
but the contract payments were delayed unt:. after t-he primary.

However, the Committee has submitted no supporting dcumentation
to demonstrate that all or part of these obligatior-s were
incurred before the primary, and it did not report any
contractual obligations as debts in the reports filed -rior to

the primary. Moreover, the date that an obligatio= is incurred
does not automatically determine to which election the
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The Commissionos examination and audit determined that the

Committee accepted 704 apparent excessive contributions from 502

individuals totaling $344,840.00. 4The audit also showed that it

appears the Committee accepted excessive contributions from 17

committees, totaling $31,833.05.5

Therefore, for accepting excessive contributions from 502

individuals and 17 political committees, there is reason to

believe that Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f).

(Footnote 3 continued from previous page)
expenditure is attributable.

-4. Of the total amount, $2,250.00 was refunded but the refunds
were not timely. The remaining $342,590.00 has not been

Lr) refunded.

5. The total amount of excessive contributions from committees
has been adjusted since the interim audit report. The
contribution of $5,723.22 from Floridians for President Reagan's

C- Majority ("Floridians") is not included as an excessive because
it is not an unregistered committee; however, it has since been

n learned that Floridians is registered with the Commission as a
joint fundraiser for Senators Mattingly and Paula Hawkins. Under
the terms of the joint fundraising agreement, the Mattingly
Committee should have only received half of the fundraising
proceeds. However, after deducting expenses, the remaining
fundraising proceeds were $6,723.22, all of which went to
Mattingly. Thus, the Mattingly Committee received $3,363.71 more
than it was entitled to and the Hawkins Committee received
$3,363.71 less. By allowing all these fundraising proceeds to be
distributed to the Mattingly Committee, the Hawkins Committee
gave a contribution to the Mattingly Committee of $3,363.71,
which was excessive by $2,363.71, since the Hawkins Committee was
not a multicandidate committee and could only contribute
$1,000.00 to the Mattingly Committee.

Accordingly, the amount of excessive contributions from
committees has been revised to eliminate the $5,723.22 excessive
amount from Floridians and include a $2,363.71 excessive amount
from the Hawkins Committee, leaving the total excessive amount at
$31,833.05.
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B. Corporate Contributions

All corporations are prohibited under 2 U.S.C. S 441b from

making a contribution or expenditure in connection with any

federal election to political office. No candidate or political

committee shall knowingly accept or receive any corporate

contribution. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Based on the examination and

audit of the Committee, it appears that the Committee received

187 prohibited corporate contributions from 152 corporate

entities 6 , totaling $30,610.59. Therefore, this Office

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
7

- C. Failure to Report Earmarked Contributions

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(8), contributions which are

earmarked for a particular candidate or otherwise directed

through an intermediary or conduit to such candidate, shall be

treated as contributions from such person to such candidate. The

recipient of earmarked contributions must identify both the

conduit and the original source of the contribution. 11 C.F.R.

S 110.6(c)(3).

The Committee received a total of $351,991.61 in earmarked

contributions from the NRSC's Direct-To Program. The Committee

6. The Commission's auditors verified the corporate status of
the 152 corporate entities by confirming their corporate status
with the secretary of state where the corporation is located.

7. Three of these contributions were refunded, and part of a
fourth, but the refunds were not timely.
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failed to disclose $253,975.57 of that amount as earmarked

through the NRSC.

In addition, the Committee participated in a joint

fundraising event in 1985 and again in 1986, sponsored by the

Senator John Warner Golf Tournament Committee ("GTC"). The

Committee received 28 earmarked contributions conduited from GTC

in 1985 totaling $15,283.44, and 29 earmarked contributions in

1986, totaling $19,608.34, but failed to disclose them as

earmarked contributions.

Finally, the Committee received an additional 80 earmarked

N contributions from 28 political committees, totaling $22,285.97,

for which the conduit was not reported.

__ Therefore, there is reason to believe that Friends of

Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R.

U) ~ 5l10.6(c)(3).

D. Reporting Violations

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b)(3)(B), reports filed by a

political committee must disclose the identification of each

political committee which made a contribution to the reporting

committee during the reporting period together with the date of

receipt and amount of such contribution. In addition, the

Commission's regulations require the itemization of receipts from

all committees (including political committees and committees

which do not qualify as political committees under the Act) which

make contributions to the reporting committees during the

reporting period, together with the date of receipt and amount of
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such contribution. 11 C.F.R. 5 104.3(a)(4)(ii).

The Committee did not properly report 87 contributions from

committees, totaling $75,230.39. Nine of these contributions

were incorrectly reported as coming from individuals, rather than

from committees; twelve contributions disclosed an incorrect

amount, resulting in a net underreporting of $7,275.00; and

sixty-six contributions, totaling $49,020.33, were not reported

at all.

Reports filed by a committee must disclose the cash on hand

at the beginning of the reporting period and the total amount of

receipts and disbursements for the reporting period and calendar

year. 2 U.S.C. 55 434(b)(1), 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4). The

Committee's 1985 and 1986 reports contained several misstatements

of financial activity. First, the Committee's 1985 cash on hand

was overstated by $8,624.27. See 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(1). Overall,

in 1985, the Committee's receipts were overstated by $11,662.20

disbursements were understated by $1,095.47. See 2 U.S.C.

55 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4). In addition, in the Committee's 1986

reports, receipts were overstated by $37,756.17 and disbursements

were overstated by $42,006.80. Id.

A political committee must report the amount and nature of

all outstanding debts and obligations owed by such committee.

2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(8). Outstanding debts and obligations must be

continuously reported until extinguished. 11 C.F.R. S 104.11(a).

If the debt or obligation exceeds $500, it must be reported as of

the time of the transaction. 11 C.F.R. 5 104.11(b). If the debt

or obligation does not exceed $500, it must be reported as of the
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time payment is made or no later than 60 days after the

obligation is incurred, whichever comes first. Id.

During the examination and audit, the auditors were informed

by a Committee representative that the Committee had between 53

and 127 reportable debts in 1986. However, the Committee

reported only one debt and it was not reported until the

Committee filed its 1986 Post General Election report. The

Committee representative said that debts were not reported

because the Committee did not maintain an accounts payable

ledger.

01 Therefore, there is reason to believe that Friends of

Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

5 434(b).

tn E. Failure to Maintain Accurate Record of Receipts

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 102.9(a), the treasurer of a

political committee shall use a reasonable accounting procedure

to maintain an account of all contributions received by or on

behalf of a political committee. See 2 U.S.C. 5 432(c). For

contributions that exceed $50, the account must include the name

and address of the contributor and the amount and date of receipt

of the contribution. 11 C.F.R. S 102.9(aH,1). If contributions

from a contributor exceed $200 in the aggregate, then the account

must include the name and address of the contributor, the

contributor's employer and occupation, and the date of receipt

and amount of each contribution. 11 C.F.R. 5 102.9(a)(2). If

the contribution is from a political committee, regardless of the
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amount, the account must include the name and address of the

political committee and the date of receipt and amount of each

contribution. 11 C.F.R. 5 102.9(a)(3). See also 2 U.S.C.

55 434(c)(1)-(4). A treasurer is required to keep these records

for three years after the report is filed. 2 U.S.C. 5 432(d).

The Committee did not maintain a complete record of receipts

for the 1985 Mid Year and 1986 Post-General Election reporting

period. The Commission's auditors determined that the Committee

did not have records for $22,143.05 in receipts reported on the

1985 Mid Year report, and also did not have records for $132,637.59

0 in receipts reported on the Post-General election report. Therefore,

there is reason to believe that Friends of Mattingly and Donald P.

Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 432.

Attachments:

1. Apparent excessive contributions from individuals

2. Apparent excessive contributions from political committees
3. Apparent corporate contributions
4. Contributions earmarked through political and other

committees for which conduits were not disclosed
5. Contributions from political and other committees apparently

not reported
6. Contributions from other committees reported in the name of

an individual
7. Contributions from other committees reported at an incorrect

amount



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONW ~WAS#HCT% V'C OJ

July 10, 1990

Jack Smith, Treasurer
A.L. Williams & Associates PAC
3100 Breckinridge Blvd.
B,jilding 1200
Duluth, GA 30136

RE: NUR 2989
A.'. Williams & Associates
PAC and Jack Smith as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Smith:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
tr that there is reason to believe A.L. Williams & Associates PAC

and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a), a provision
IC4 of the Federal Election Campaign Act cf 1971, as amended ("the

Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis. vhich formed a basis
for the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

I-n
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

no action should be taken against the Committee and you, as
treasurer. You say 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

C" Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you sbould so request In wr.ting. See 11 C.F.R.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OffTle 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



Jack Smith, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further* the Commission wiii not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 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
tr 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(8) and 437g(a)(l2)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. if you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee-Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



VUDE3LELECTION C U -1O-

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANLYSIS

HU: 2989

RESPONDENT: A.L. Williams & Associates
PAC and Jack Smith, as
treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

it? 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that A.L. Williams & Associates PAC made

excessive contributions totaling $5,000 in connection with the

1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate

C" for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that A.L. Williams & Associat-:s PAC and Jack Smith, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).



0 FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 204f3

July 10, 1990

Thomas L. Thomas, Treasurer
American Financial Services Association PAC

1101 14th St., NW
#400
Washington, DC 20005

RE: MUR 2989
American Financial Services
Association PAC and Thomas
L. Thomas as treasurer

Dear Mr. Thomas:

on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe American Financial Services

Association PAC and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

1971, as amended ("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

C 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 your receipt of this letter.

Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Committee

and you, as treasurer, the Covmission 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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Off-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



Thomas L. Thomas, Treasurer
NU3 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pro-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

-- Lee-Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FU3RAL LCOW COUUST3S!O

FAC2'AL AND LIGAL ANALYSIS

R: 2989

RESPONDENT: American Financial Services
Ass'n PAC and Thomas L.
Thomas, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

%0 to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that American Financial Services Ass'n PAC

,N made excessive contributions totaling $500 in connection with

N1the 1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a

C candidate for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that American Financial Services Ass'n PAC and Thomas

L. Thomas, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

July 10, 1990

John R. Gentille, Treasurer
Associated General Contractors PAC
1957 E St., '4
Washington, . 20006

RE: MUR 2989
Associated General
Contractors PAC and John R.
Gentille as treasurer

N-, Dear Mr. Gentille:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
LO that there is reason to believe Associated General Contractors

PAC and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 -o the Commission's consideration of
this matter. Please submit such materials to the General
Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of1-ce 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



John R. Gentille, Treasurer
MME 2989
?age 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Comission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

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

cnotifications and other communications from the Commission.

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C'

Lee" An Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FAC2U&I AND LBO"L ANILYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Associated General
Contractors PAC and John R.
Gentille, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

01% to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

-- committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Associated General Contractors PAC made

excessive contributions totaling $500 in connection with the

1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Rack Mattingly, a candidate

C- for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Associated General Contractors PAC and John R. Gentille,

as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).



S t FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 203

July 10, 1990

Nancy C. O'Connor, Treasurer
Bankers Trust New York Corp. PAC
280 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10017

RE: MUR 2989
Bankers Trust New York Corp.
PAC and Nancy C. O'Connor as
treasurer

0 Dear Ms. O'Connor:

C% On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Bankers Trust New York Corp.
PAC and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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

C, this matter. Please submit such materials to the General

Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be

pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this



Nancy C. O'Connor, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pro-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily wi1 not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

CN This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S5 437g(at4 B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

Pof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at '202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

LeAan Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FUD3AL ELECTION COI 181IO

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Bankers Trust New York Corp.
PAC and Nancy C. O'Connor,
as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

Ito a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

CN committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Oattingly reveals that Bankers Trust New York Corp. PAC made

excessive contributions totaling $2,000 in connection with the

1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Rack Mattingly, a candidate

C for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Bankers Trust New York Corp. PAC and Nancy C. O'Connor, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).



S FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

July 10, 1990

James D. Dixon, Treasurer
Citizens & Southern GA Corp. Better Gov't Cttee
35 Broad St.
Atlanta, GA 30303

RE: MUR 2989
Citizens & Southern GA Corp.
Better Gov't Cttee and James
D. Dixon as treasurer

Dear Mr. Dixon:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
Sthat there is reason to believe Citizens & Southern GA Corp.

Better Gov't Cttee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
T5 441a(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis,
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached

LO for your information.

r- 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 Couission's consideration of
this matter. Please submit such materials to the General
Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTt-ce 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

..... ..... ....



James D. Dixon, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission wili not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

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

CN This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
Lr) 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 investigation to be
q;T made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
Ln of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lees-nn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELCON COMISS!OU

FACTMAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Citzns & Sthrn GA Corp
Better Gov't Cmte and James
D. Dixon, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

Lr) to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Lr) Mattingly reveals that Citzns & Sthrn GA Corp Better Gov't Cmte

made excessive contributions totaling $3,000 in connection with

the 1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a

C? candidate for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that Citzns & Sthrn GA Corp Better Gov't Cmte and James

D. Dixon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

July 10, 1990

Genean McKinnon, Treasurer
Committee to Re-Elect

U.S. Senator Paula Hawkins
701 Via Bella
P.O. Box 193
Winter Park, FL 32789

RE: MUR 2989
Committee To Re-Elect U.S.
Senator Paula Hawkins and
Genean McKinnon, as

%0 treasurer

04 Dear Ms. McKinnon:

IOn June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found thatthere is reason to believe the Committee to Re-Elect U.S. SenatorPaula Hawkins and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a),a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, asamended ("the Act*). The Factual and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against the Committee and you, asC, treasurer. You may submit any factual or legal materials thatyou believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration ofto this matter. Please submit such materials to the GeneralCounsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.N Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Committee andyou, as treasurer, the Commission may find probable cause tobelieve 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OffT-ce of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commissioneither proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter orrecommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation bepursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend thatpre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this
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Genean McKinnon, Treasurer
URU 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.

Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for

pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause

have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely

granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days

prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause

must be demonstrated. 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

qthe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact

Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned

to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

C Sincerely,

Lee% Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDRlAL ELECTION COISSION

FACTUAL AND LEIGAL AN LLYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Cate to Re-Elect Sen. Paula
Hawkins and Genean McKinnon,
as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

co to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

L->
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A)."Iz-

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Lr) Mattingly reveals that Cmte to Re-Elect Sen. Paula Hawkins made

excessive contributions totaling $2,363.71 in connection with

the 1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a

C candidate for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that Cate to Re-Elct Sen. Paula Hawkins and Genean

McKinnon, as treasurer, vioiated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

M 1-1. -- - --'_ -I., - - - 1 1111-1--



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC 20463

July 10, 1990

Earl Quigg, Treasurer
Flowers Industries Inc. PAC
P.O. Box 1338
Thomasville, GA 31799

RE: MUR 2989
Flowers Industries Inc. PAC
and Earl Quigg as treasurer

011. Dear Mr. Quigg:

COn June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe Flowers Industries Inc. PAC and

'o you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a provision of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis

for the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

U1> 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

c Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.

Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
rthat 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 receipt of the request, the OfTI-ce 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



Earl Quigg, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 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
IP 2 U.S.C. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
Sof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
eElizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned

to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.Nr

Sincerely

o LeeN-Min Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FBDXUAL ELECTION CWUISSION

FACTUAL AND LNGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Flowers Industries Inc. PAC
and Earl Quigg, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Flowers Industries Inc. PAC made

excessive contributions totaling $2,500 in connection with the

1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate

C for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Flowers Industries Inc. PAC and Earl Quigg, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

July 10, 1990

Paul G. Brower, Treasurer
Gold Kist Political Action for Farmers, Inc.
P.O. Box 2210
Atlanta, GA 30301

RE: MUR 2989
Gold Kist Political Action
for Farmers, Inc. and Paul
G. Brower as treasurer

Dear Mr. Brower:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
L0 that there is reason to believe Gold Kist Political Action for

Farmers, Inc. and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
13 441a(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

1971, as amended (*the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis,
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached

tJ) for your information.

PUnder 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

C* you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration of
this matter. Please submit such "aterials to the General
Counsel's Office within 15 days your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements 1d be submitted under oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this

Alf



Paul G. Brower, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

tine so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 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." S5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Cc-auission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FVD33AL 3LCTIOU COIS 188O

FACTUAL AND LNGL ANALYS8

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Gold Kist Pol. Action for
Farmers, Inc. and Paul G.
Brower, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

t Mattingly reveals that Gold Kist Pol. Action for Farmers, Inc.

tmade excessive contributions totaling $1,000 in connection with

Nr the 1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a

C candidate for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that Gold Kist Pol. Action for Farmers, Inc. and Paul

G. Brower, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

I



FED RAA ELECTION COMMISSION
0%,~~ W D C 20463

July 10, 1990

Stephen E. Chaudet, Treasurer
LockheCd Employes' PAC
4500 Park Granada Blvd.
Building 9
Calabasas, CA ':399

RE: MUR 2989
Lockheed Employees' PAC
and Stephen E. Chaudet, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Chaudet:

On June 19. 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Lockheed Employees' PAC and

you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a), a provision of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the

Act'). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis
for the ConmisS:On's finding, is attached for your information.

fUnder the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

no action should be taken against the Committee and you, as

treasurer. Yo 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 your receipt of this letter.

Where apprcpriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

in :he 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

conciliaticn.

If ycu are :nterested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation. yu should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S lll.18d . Upon receipt of the request, the Ofl-ce of the

General :ounsel will make recommendations to the Commission

either proposin; an agreement in settlement of the matter or

recomending de:lining that pre-probable cause conciliation be

pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that

pre-probab.e cause conciliation not be entered into at this



Stephen E. Chaudet, Treasurer
NUR 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 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
V) 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
tr) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

C" Sincerely,

01 e nn Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



F3D3IAL 3L3CTIO CWII|3OI

FACTUAL AND LI6hL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Lockheed Employees' PAC and
Stephen E. Chaudet, as
treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Lockheed Employees' PAC made excessive

contributions totaling $1,500 in connection with the 1986

Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe that

Lockheed Employees' PAC and Stephen E. Chaudet, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).



0 FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

July 10, 1990

Cory N. Strupp, Treasurer
Morgan Companies
60 Wall Street
Now York, NY 10260

RE: MUR 2989
Morgan Companies PAC anc
Cory N. Strupp as treast

Dear Mr. Strupp:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Morgan Companies PAC and you,as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a provision of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for theComission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against the Committee and you, asntreasurer. You may submit any factual or legal materials thatyou believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration ofthis matter. Please submit such materials to the GeneralCounsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.'Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Committeeand you, as treasurer, the Commission may find probable causeto 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTI'ce of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter orrecommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation bepursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend thatpre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this

irer



Cory N. Strupp, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 sailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

C_ Sincerely,

4 Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FED33AL ELCTIOI COII1881HO

FACTU&L AND LBO"L AKLYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Morgan Companies PAC and
Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

comittees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Morgan Companies PAC made excessive

contributions totaling $500 in connection with the 1986 Primary

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.
C7

Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Morgan

Companies PAC and Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).



FEDRALELECTION COMMISSION
WSHINGTON, DC 20463

lip July 10, 1990

Bruce C. Hendrickson, Treasurer
National Association of Life Underwriters PAC
1922 F St., NW
Washington, DC 20006

RE: MUR 2989
National Association of Life
Underwriters PAC and Bruce
C. Hendrickson as treasurer

Dear Mr. Hendrickson:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe National Association of Life
Underwriters PAC and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441a(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis,
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached

LO 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 ofC_ this matter. Please submit such materials to the General
Counsel's office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.
where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-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



Sruce C. Hendrickson, Treasurer
NUR 2989
Page 2

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 ma:ed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely

granted. Reuests 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

':.,nsel ord:narily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

if ycu :'ntend to be represented by counsel in this matter,

;pease advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form

s:ating the name, address, and telephone number of such

=:cunsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any

n.tifications and other communications from the Commission.

This metter will remain confidential in accordance with
f2 U.S.C. 55 437gia)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commiss:sn in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For voUr information, we have attached a brief description

uo" cthe Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

:g the Act. :f you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
t: this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

C" Sincerely,

e Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual an Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designat:: =f Counsel Form



F3D3IRAL ELECTIOU COINSIOUI

FACTUAL AND LUGAL ANALYSIS

NUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Nat'l AsS'n of Life
Underwriters PAC and Bruce
C. Hendrickson, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

U-) committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

NI, 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Nat'1 Ass'n of Life Underwriters PAC

made excessive contributions totaling $3,850 in connection with

the 1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Rack Mattingly, a

candidate 4or the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that Nat'l Ass'n of Life Underwriters PAC and Bruce C.

Hendrickson, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

7 7-7 "z



S
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

July 10, 1990

Philip C. Danford, Treasurer

PAC of Dun & Bradstreet Corp.

600 Maryland Ave.
Suite 240
Washinton, DC 20024

RE: MUR 2989
PAC of Dun & Bradstreet

Corp. and Philip C. Danf4
as treasurer

Dear Mr. Danford:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe PAC of Dun & Bradstreet Corp.
tf" and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a provision

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis

for the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

If 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 your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Committee

and you, as treasurer, the Commission may find probable cause
to believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or

recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be

pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that

pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this

ord



Philip C. Danford, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

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

Lr. notifications and other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
Lr 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
cf the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

L Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FD3AL NL3CTIOU CON1 SSION

FAC2UAL AND L3G&L ANrLYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: PAC of Dun & Bradstreet
Corp. and Philip C. Danford,
as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.
Ln

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Nattingly reveals that PAC of Dun & Bradstreet Corp. made

excessive contributions totaling $1,119.34 in connection with

the 1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a

C candidate for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that PAC of Dun & Brarstreet Corp. and Philip C.

Danford, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. O C 20463

July 10, 1990

Milan E. Johnson, Treasurer
Prudential Insurance Co. of America Federal PAC
745 Broad St.
Prudential Plaza, 3rd floor
Newark, NJ 07068

RE: MUR 2989
Prudential Insurance Co. of
America Federal PAC and
Milan E. Johnson as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Johnson:

tfn On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
11- that there is reason to believe Prudential Insurance Co. of

America Federal PAC and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.s.C.
5 441a(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("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

C 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 your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Comittee
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfITte 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 recommenad that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this

VT



Milan E. Johnson, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliat:on after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions -f 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 Commissicn 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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B' and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincexely,

iLetn Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysi.s
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



F3BD3L ELECTION COKISSIOU

FACTUKL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

lNUq: 2989

RESPONDENT: Prudential Ins. Co. of
America Fed PAC and Milan E.
Johnson, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

comittees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Nattingly reveals that Prudential Ins. Co. of America Fed PAC

ide excessive contributions totaling $1,500 in connection with

the 1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a

candidate for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that Prudential Ins. Co. of America Fed PAC and Milan

a. Johnson, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).



S -Li

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 20463

July 10, 1990

Roman Rice, Treasurer
Public Service Political Action Committee
1761 Business Center Dr.
Suite 230
Reston, VA 22090

RE: MUR 2989
Public Service Political
Action Committee and Rom
Rice as treasurer

C) Dear Mr. Rice:

'* On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Public Service Political Action

)Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Comission's finding, is attached for
your information.

Ls')
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

Pr 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

C this matter. Please submit such materials to the General
Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofil-ce 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 nf the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this

an



Roman Rice, Treasurer
MUR 2989
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time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days

prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 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
S2 U.S.C. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

C Sincexely,

-- ee nn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDRAmL ELE"TICa X SIom

ACTAL AND LEGAL AALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Public Service PAC and
Roman Rice, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 19-1, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making ccntributions

to a candidate for federal office or his author:zed political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 :n any election.

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Public Service PAC made excessive
t,

contributions totaling $500 in connection with the 1986 Primary

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Public

Service PAC and Roman Rice, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(2)(A).



0'IFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 20463

July 10, 1990

Gary E. Atwell, Treasurer
Textron Inc. PAC
40 Westminster St.
Providence, RI 02903

RE: MUR 2989
Textron Inc. PAC and Gary E.
Atwell as treasurer

Dear Mr. Atwell:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Textron Inc. PAC and you, as

U , treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the
Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

t ) 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 your receipt of this letter.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
_that no further action should be taken against the Committee

and you, as treasurer, the Commission may find probable cause
to believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofilce 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
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Gary E. Atwell, Treasurer
MUm 2989
Page 2

time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.

Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for

pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause

have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely

granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days

prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause

must be demonstrated. 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

U') 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 investigation to be

"'Z made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact

Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned

to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sinc rely

Lee nn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



F73D3AL EL3CTIOOC MUISIKOU

FACTUAL AND LWAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Textron Inc. PAC and Gary E.

Atwell, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

t ) to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

rcommittees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

Ln 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Textron Inc. PAC made excessive

U.)
contributions totaling $3,500 in connection with the 1986

Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

c- the U.S. Senate. Therefore, the-e is reason to believe that

PTextron Inc. PAC and Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer, violated

01- 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2M3

July 10, 1990

Donald E. Groce, Treasurer
United Technologies Corp. PAC
1825 Eye St., N.W.
Suite 700
Washinton, DC 20006

RE: MUR 2989
United Technologies Corp.
PAC and Donald E. Groce as
treasurer

%0 Dear Mr. Groce

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe United Technologies Corp. PAC
and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a provision
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis
for the Comission's finding, is attached for your information.

tf) Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Committee and you, astreasurer. You may submit any factual or legal materials that
you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration of
this matter. Pleas* submit such materials to the General
Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Committee
and you, as treasurer, the Comission 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 receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this



Donald E. Groce, Treasurer
HUR 2989
Page 2

tine so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

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

N. 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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
Vf) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

c Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FED3RAL 3LKCTION CONISSION

FACTUAL AND L3GAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: United Technologies Corp.
PAC and Donald E. Groce, as
treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

co to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

t ) Mattingly reveals that United Technologies Corp. PAC made

Oexcessive contributions totaling $500 in connection with the

1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate

for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that United Technologies Corp. PAC and Donald E. Groce, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A).
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July 10, 1990

.)

Federal Election Commission
Office of General Counsel
999 E Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attn: Elizabeth Campbell

Re: Your letter of June 25, 1990 (Attached)

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Your correspondence sent under date of June 25, 1990,
-- arrived in my office while I was out of the country and, as

coincidence would have it, so was Mr. Gammon. We have had
insufficient time to evaluate the allegations, or to decide upon
a course of action. Accordingly, we request an extension of time
in which to respond, up to and including August 31, 1990.

While we understand the limits placed on extensions beyond
C20 days, I would politely refer you to the file for the length of

time taken by the Commission in advising us of its position
subsequent to our communications of last year. A further factor

_ that would be appropriate to consider is Mr. Gammon's continued
absence from the country, and the lack of any campaign staff or
personnel staff of Mack Mattingly to review the specifics of your
allegations.

Thank you in advance for your courtesy and cooperation.

Very truly yours,

Ben Co te'n

BC/gr
Encl.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON 0( 2f046

July 11, 1990

Colleen C. McAndrews
Northrop Employees Political Action Committee
1441 Fourth Street
Santa Monica, CA 90401

RE: MUR 2989
Northrop Employees Politic:
Action Committee and its
treasurer

C) Dear Ms. McAndrews:

'1-_ On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Northrop Employees Political
Action Committee ("the Committee") and its treasurer violated

1q. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal
Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is
attached for your information.t)

11r Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Committee and its

"91 treasurer. You may submit any factual or legal materials that
you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration of

C_ this matter. Please submit such materials to the General
Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.

r o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

01, In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Committee
and its 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 receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this
time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.



Ms. Colleen C. McAndrews
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

Lt) matter, at (202) 376-8200.

1%T Sincerely,

jI I Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
C Factual and Legal Analysis

Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Northrop Employees PAC and
its treasurer

The Federal Eleztion Campaign Act :f 1971, as amended,

prohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions

CV to a candidate for federal office or h:s authorized political

committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2f(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Northrop Employees PAC made excessive

contributions totaling $2,000 in connection with the 1986

Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

C' the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe that

Northrop Employees PAC and its treasurer violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(2)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20463

July 20, 1990

C. L. Patrick
2701 Lynda Lane
Columbus, GA 31906

RE: MUR 2989
C. L. Patrick

Dear Mr. Patrick:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual

Un 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfZi-ce 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.



C. L. Patrick
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

t ) For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

1;r the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

- at (202) 376-8200.

LO Sincerely,

ohn WMcGarry
C Vice Chairman

Enclosures

01 Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: C. L. Patrick

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 u.s.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that C. L. Patrick made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $3,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Priary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 6/9/83 $3,000
$1,000 - 5/23/85
$1,000 - 6/3/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $3,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that C. L.

Patrick violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).

M -- -, '' - , -- - - I - 1. 11 .. . , .11 -
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D C 20463

July 20, 1990

Richard K. Whitehead, Jr.
1216 Zonolite Rd.
Atlanta, GA 30306

RE: MUR 2989
Richard K. Whitehead, Jr.

Dear Mr. Whitehead:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

Ln Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C, In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.



Richard K. Whitehead, Jr.
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
1.' the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

t-) Sincerely,

hn W. McGarry
C" Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Richard K. Whitehead, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Richard K. Whitehead, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

in Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

C

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $2,500 - 5/29/85 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Richard

K. Whitehead, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AASHINCTO% DC 20463

July 20, 1990

Emily Woodruff
1941 Stark Ave.
Columbus, GA 31906

RE: MUR 2989
Emily Woodruff

Dear Ms. Woodruff:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
0 there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Comission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

Nr submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



0!

Emily Woodruff
Page 2

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. S5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

C the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

ITT the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

tu) Sincerely,

hn W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Emily Woodruff

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Emily Woodruff made excessive

-- contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

LO Senate, totaling $1,050 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C-

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $50 - 1/29/86 $1,050
$1,000 - 10/24/86

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,050. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Emily

Woodruff violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%. 4SHI%(;TO% )C241

July 20, 1990

John Treacy Beyer
353 Argonne Dr., NW
Atlanta, GA 30305

RE: MUR 2989
John Treacy Beyer

Dear Mr. Beyer:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)I(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

V) amended ("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
Lr) action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
tCommission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

C submitted under oath.

tIn the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, the

0Commission 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



0 0

John Treacy Beyer
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

tr)
For your information, we have attached a brief description of

N" the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

MO at (202) 376-8200.

rl' Sincerely,

Jn W. M~ry
Vice Chairman

0,. Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMrISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: John Treacy Beyer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that John Treacy Beyer made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,000 - 10/1/86 $1,500
$500 - 10/1/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that John

Treacy Beyer violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

'4v%~July 20, 1990

A. T. Kennedy
364 Valley Rd., NW
Atlanta, GA 30305

RE: MUR 2989
A. T. Kennedy

Dear Mr. Kennedy:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

LO a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Ln Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

C submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfITce 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.



A. 7. Kennedy
Pace 2

Pevests for extensions of time will not be routinely
grante,. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
pr:== t: the due date of the response and specific good cause
mus: te demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General
Ccunse: :rdinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

f intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
sta::n= the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel,
ant athorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other :-mmunications from the Commission.

Th:s matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 5.s.:. S5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

Imade public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Coimission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at -202 376-8200.

Sincerely,

ohn W. McGarry

Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Desiiation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: A. T. Kennedy

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

Lr) 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

- Mattingly reveals that A. T. Kennedy made excessive

U") contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
CK

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $500 - 10/31/83 $2,000
$1,000 - 5/17/85
$500 - 10/31/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that A. T.

Kennedy violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Andrew Gay Labrot
P.O. Box 1666
Savannah, GA 31402

RE: MUR 2989
Andrew Gay Labrot

Dear Mr. Labrot:co
On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that

there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
U", a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
114 formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

information.

Ln Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

Vor legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

lwq materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

C-1 submitted under oath.

^In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfIT-ce 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.



Andrew Gay Labrot
Page 2

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.

O. This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

"N the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

- the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

tf at (202) 376-8200.

rSincerely,

#hn W. McGarry
Qice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CORISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Andrew Gay Labrot

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

0 federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

U-) Nattingly reveals that Andrew Gay Labrot made excessive

t contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

11r Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

C Primary and General elections in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary and General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Dates for the elections in the elections

8/12/86 $2,000 - 5/15/85 $2,000
$200 - 4/22/86

11/4/86 $1,200 - 9/12/86
$100 - 10/28/86

Because these contributions were for the general

and primary elections, they exceed the contribution limitations

of the Act by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Andrew Gay Labrot violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICTO% )C 2046)

July 20, 1990

John M. Stuckey, Jr.
1005 Virginia Ave., Ste 200
Atlanta, GA 30354

RE: MUR 2989
John M. Stuckey, Jr.

Dear Mr. Stuckey:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

tP information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

Lr Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



John M. Stuckey, Jr.
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of0the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

InSincerely,

ohn W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: John M. Stuckey, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that John M. Stuckey, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $500 - 11/26/84 $1,500
$1,000 - 5/20/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that John M.

Stuckey, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 204hi

July 20, 1990

Cynthia Thawley
7115 Raich Dr.
San Jose, CA 95120

RE: MUR 2989
Cynthia Thawley

Dear Ms. Thawley:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

L0 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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

CIn the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Cynthia Thawley
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
Lt) the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

joh WYMcGarr

C- Vice Chairman

t^0 Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis

hProcedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COPMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Cynth:a Thawley

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person f:cm making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

'0 S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Cynthia Thawley made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,900 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

C

General Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $3,750 - 9/17/86 $2,900
S150 - 9/17/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,900. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Cynthia

Thawley violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441ata)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C 0463

July 20, 1990

William E. Timmons
9501 Newbold P1.
Bethesda, MD 20817

RE: MUR 2989

William E. Timmons

Dear Mr. Timmons:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

L0 information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfTI-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.



William E. Timmons
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
L. the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

* h W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: William E. Timmons

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that William E. Timmons made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,750 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 2/11/85 $1,750
$1,000 - 2/21/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,750. Therefore, there is reason to believe that William

E. Timmons violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D C 20461

July 20, 1990

Lloyd J. Tomer
10801 Pear Tree Lane, Ste 100
St. Ann, MO 63074

RE: MUR 2989
Lloyd J. Tomer

Dear Mr. Tomer:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
C: there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

tO/ information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

ti) Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C" In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, the

VCommission 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.



* 0

Lloyd J. Tomer
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

-- at (202) 376-8200.

to Sincerely,

hn WMcGarry .
Cice Carman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



_7 -7-

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Lloyd J. Tomer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate f:r

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Lloyd J. Tomer made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

tn Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

.General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/16/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Lloyd J.

Tomer violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W'ASHINCTO% DC 20463

July 20, 1990

Maurice J. Towery
4261 Woodland Brook Dr., NW
Atlanta, GA 30339

RE: MUR 2989
Maurice J. Towery

Dear Mr. Towery:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

NT submitted under oath.

C" In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofilce 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.



Maurice J. Towery
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

ohn W. McGarry
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Maurice J. Towery

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Maurice J. Towery made excessive

- contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

tf) Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C-

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 11/1/83 $2,000
$1,000 - 5/29/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Maurice

J. Towery violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO%. D C 20463

July 20, 1990

Robert Lee Turley
Summit House 1805
280 S. Collier Blvd.
Marco Island, FL 33937

RE: MUR 2989
Robert Lee Turley

Dear Mr. Turley:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
'0 there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

'q- submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.
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Robert Lee Turley
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of

tr the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

ohnW. cGarr

C '/Vice Chairman

Vl Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis

r - Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Robert Lee Turley

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.
co

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Robert Lee Turley made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C-'

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/16/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Robert

Lee Turley violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D C XG4l

July 20, 1990

Michael R. Utz
P.O. Box 3405
Longwood, FL 32779

RE: MUR 2989

Michael R. Utz

Dear Mr. Utz:

on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c. 5 441a(a)(l)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Comission's finding, is attached for your

P information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C thatIn the absence of any additional information demonstrating
thtno further action should be taken against you, 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.P.R.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Michael R. Utz
Page 2

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 investigation to be

C) made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

oh McGarry
Vice Chairman

C
Enclosures

Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Michael R. Utz

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Michael R. Utz made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excesaives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/17/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Michael

R. Utz violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH1INGTON. DC 2040

July 20, 1990

Lafayette Walker
10012 Sorrel Ave.
Potomac, MD 20854

RE: MUR 2989
Lafayette Walker

Dear Mr. Walker:

on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(l)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

\Z 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 you. You may submit any factual

tr' 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 your

__ receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C in the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfIT-ce 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.



Lafayette Walker
Page 2

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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Ohn W car

C ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Lafayette Walker

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Lafayette Walker made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

V-) Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these
Nr

contributions is presented below:C?

General Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,000 - 11/1/86 $1,500
$500 -

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that

Lafayette Walker violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



* 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 20461

July 20, 1990

Randall Walker
611 Salem Church Rd.
Carrolton, GA 30117

RE: MUR 2989
Randall Walker

Dear Mr. Walker:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
V' there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofl-ce 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.



Randall Walker
Page 2

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 demonstratei. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarilyv wall not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you intend : be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the -:mmission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel,
and authorizing su:h counsel to receive any notifications and
other communicat:=-s from the Commission.

This matter -wi: remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. SS 437gla 4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

Nthe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-820C.

Sincerely,

ohn W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Lega. Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Randall Walker

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Randall Walker made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,650 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

C contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Ezcessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/19/86 $1,650
$150 - 10/1/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,650. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Randall

Walker violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH1%CT0% D C 20461

July 20, 1990

Richard A. Walker
Building 3, Suite 3
8313 W. Hillsborough Ave.
Tampa, FL 33615

RE: MUR 2989
Richard A. Walker

Dear Mr. Walker:

co On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. s 441a(a)(1)(A),

C a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual

Un 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C
In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfTi"-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.



Richard A. Walker
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Ln Sincerely,

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis

rN Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Richard A. Walker

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.
0

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

zMattingly reveals that Richard A. Walker made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C

General Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/18/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the general

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Richard

A. Walker violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D C 20463

July 20, 1990

Claude Williams, Jr.
9940 Timothy Rd.
Athens, GA 30606

RE: MUR 2989
Claude Williams, Jr.

Dear Mr. Williams:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.c. 5 441a(a)(l)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

if) Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Of?-ce 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.



Claude Williams, Jr.
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

E hn W. 
McGarryC ce Chairman

Enclosures

_ Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Claude Williams, Jr.

The Federal Electicn Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of S1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Claude Williams, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,100 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C1

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 10/28/83 $1,100
$1,000 - 5/20/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,100. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Claude

Williams, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).

I r fT -qwj ', - I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
lASHICTO% D C "0463

July 20, 1990

Emory Winship
P.O. Box 1566
Fernandina Beach, FL 32034

RE: MUR 2989
Emory Winship

Dear Mr. Winship:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
1q, there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(l)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
__ amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
Ninformation.

lc-r Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfnT-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.



Emory Winship
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

-- at (202) 376-8200.

I" Sincerely,

John . r
o~n .McGarr

C Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Emory Winship

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Emory Winship made excessive

_. contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

tf> Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 5/10/83 $2,000
$500 - 2/13/85
$1,000 - 11/19/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Emory

Winship violated 2 U.S.C. s 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D C 20463

July 20, 1990

Harlen Zeitler
Route 3, Box 321A
Pound, WI 54161

RE: MUR 2989
Harlen Zeitler

Dear Mr. Zeitler:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
N, there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.C. s 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

Tsubmitted under oath.

C-1 In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation

ON 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Harlen Zeitler
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C ohn W . McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Harlen Zeitler

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

CN aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

__ S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Harlen Zeitler made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

c contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,000 - 10/1/86 $1,500
$500 - 10/1/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Harlen

Zeitler violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI% rcT DC Z0463

July 20, 1990

J. Barnett Woodruff
1909 Carter Ave.
Columbus, GA 31901

RE: MUR 2989
J. Barnett Woodruff

Dear Mr. Woodruff:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Acte). 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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation

Nhas 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



J. Barnett Woodruff
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
'K the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

r~ohn W. McGarry

Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: J. Barnett Woodruff

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

4 441a(a)(1)(A).

CA review of the reports filed by the Friends of

TMattingly reveals that J. Barnett Woodruff made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $4,250 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary and General elections in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary and General Total Contributed Total Excessives

Dates for the elections in the elections

8/12/86 $1,000 - 4/2/85 $4,250
$2,000 - 5/29/85

11/4/86 $2,000 - 10/24/86

Because these contributions were in excess of $1,000 for

each of the Primary and General elections, they exceed the

contribution limitations of the Act by $4,250. Therefore,

there is reason to believe that J. Barnett Woodruff violated

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D C 20463

July 20, 1990

Jane A. Miller
1350 Dogwood Rd.
Snellville, GA 30278

RE: MUR 2989

Jane A. Miller

Dear Ms. Miller:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. s 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

C\1 amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTf-ce 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.



Jane A. Miller
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

- at (202) 376-8200.

U') Sincerely,

ohn W. McGarry
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Jane A. Miller

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Jane A. Miller made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $500 - 10/1/86 $1,500
$2,000 - 10/1/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Jane A.

Miller violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
*%'As$1%CTO% DC 46

July 20, 1990

Todd McMahon
3501 207th Ave., SE
Issaquah, WA 98027

RE: MUR 2989
Todd McMahon

Dear Mr. McMahon:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
NC there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("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 you. 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 your

receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against 
you, the

Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation

thas 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 receipt of the request, the OffTi-ce 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.



Todd McMahon
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

r1-1 the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

(N
For your information, we have attached a brief description of

'C the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

tr Sincerely,

C ieCarman

V 11 Enclosures

rN Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Todd McMahon

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.
cc

S 441a(a)(1)(A).
I^N

NA review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Todd McMahon made excessive

-- contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

If) Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/15/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Todd

McMahon violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%CTO\ DC 20463

July 20, 1990

George A. Martonik
5016 178th Ave., E.
Sumner, WA 98390

RE: MUR 2989
George A. Martonik

Dear Mr. Martonik:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
0O1 there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
cl. amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C"1 In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Ofl-ce 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.



George A. Martonik
Page 2

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
C:) the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

.f Sincere

John W. McGarr
V Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: George A. Martonik

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that George A. Martonik made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

C"

General Total Contributed Total Exceusives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/15/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that George

A. Martonik violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
ASHINGTON. D C 204 3

July 20, 1990

George E. Luce
512 Westview Dr.
Fort Valley, GA 31030

RE: MUR 2989

George E. Luce

Dear Mr. Luce:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

tn Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your

1r receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.NT

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.



George E. Luce
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

r o the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Since 4ly,

"-44#
John W. McGa y
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: George E. Luce

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that George E. Luce made excessive

- contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

IC) Senate, totaling $1,300 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $200 - 11/1/83 $1,300
$1,000 - 5/23/85
$100 - 5/29/86

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,300. Therefore, there is reason to believe that George

E. Luce violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTO\ DC 2OW1

July 20, 1990

Albert L. Luce, Jr.
510 Westview Dr.
Fort Valley, GA 31030

RE: MUR 2989
Albert L. Luce, Jr.

Dear Mr. Luce:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

>1' amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

If Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C" In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Of~TIe 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.



Albert L. Luce, Jr.
Page 2

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

'O the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

ohn W. McGarrA
C-1 Vice Chairman

VEnclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Albert L. Luce, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Albert L. Luce, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,300 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 11/1/83 $1,300
$1,000 - 5/22/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,300. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Albert

L. Luce, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D C 20463

July 20, 1990

Frank Love, Jr.
1100 C&S Bank Building
Atlanta, GA 30335

RE: MUR 2989
Frank Love, Jr.

Dear Mr. Love:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

tO Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

v In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfT-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.



0d0

Frank Love, Jr.
Page 2

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 tod 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

CN the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

johnW. cGa ry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Frank Love, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office cr his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Frank Love, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,250 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $250 - 11/2/83 $1,250
$1,000 - 5/28/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,250. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Frank

Love, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC O463

July 20, 1990

Charles A. Lotz, Jr.
725 Tanglewood Trail
Atlanta, GA 30327

RE: MUR 2989
Charles A. Lotz, Jr.

Dear Mr. Lotz:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your

Sreceipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

'T
In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

C that no further action should be taken against you, the

rCommission 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 receipt of the request, the Ofi-ce 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.



Charles A. Lotz, Jr.
Page 2

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 investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

tn Sincerely,

Jhn W. cGarr
C ice Chairman

VEnclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis

(N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Charles A. Lotz, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Charles A. Lotz, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

V) Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

q13 contributions is presented below:

C
Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $2,500 - 6/3/85 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Charles

A. Lotz, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 20463

July 20, 1990

Ronald S. Leventhal
7965 Innsbruck Dr.
Atlanta, GA 30328

RE: MUR 2989
Ronald S. Leventhal

Dear Mr. Leventhal:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfITirce 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.
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Ronald S. Leventhal
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of

NO the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

at (202) 376-8200.

Si cerely,

JohnW. McGarryJ
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Ronald S. Leventhal

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Ronald S. Leventhal made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $3,750 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

r") Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

qcontributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 5/15/85 $3,750
$1,250 - 5/27/85
$1,000 - 5/21/86
$1,000 - 7/1/86

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $3,750. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Ronald

S. Leventhal violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTO% D C 20463

July 20, 1990

C.M. Leger
Route 4, Box 401
Cordele, GA 31015

RE: MUR 2989
C.M. Leger

Dear Mr. Leger:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

- a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

ZUnder the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

- or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Comission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

In materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C" that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Off?-ce 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.
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C. M. Leger
Page 2

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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

co made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sncerely,

Vice Chairman
C

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: C.M. Leger

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

'C Mattingly reveals that C.M. Leger made excessive contributions

to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate, totaling

$2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate Primary election in

Georgia. Information on these contributions is presented

below:

C
Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 5/23/83 $2,000
$1,000 - 5/28/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000 . Therefore, there is reason to believe that C.M.

Leger violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

July 20, 1990

Willard Lasseter
P.O. Box 726
Moultrie, GA 31768

RE: MUR 2989
Willard Lasseter

Dear Mr. Lasseter:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
0 there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

Cinformation.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
-_ action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
LO Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
r.Ni receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Off- -ce 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.



Willard Lasseter
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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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

ohn w. MT Garry
o ce ChairmanC-

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis

rProcedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Willard Lasseter

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Willard Lasseter made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

qC1 contributions is presented below:

C
Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 5/24/85 $2,000
$1,000 - 1/14/86
$150 - 4/23/86
$150 - 6/17/86

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Willard

Lasseter violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

John B. Keeble
250 Piedmont Ave., Ste 1900
Atlanta, GA 30365

RE: MUR 2989
John B. Keeble

Dear Mr. Keeble:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

information.

t") Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

n' or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
Nr materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your

receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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.P.R.

S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Offi-ce 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.



John B. Keeble
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
.- the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
trO or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

on W. McGar

Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: John B. Keeble

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

It) federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

11 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that John B. Keeble made excessive
tO

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $2,000 - 7/10/86 $2,000

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that John B.

Keeble violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Eugene Kelly
Route l/Liberty Church Rd., Box 117
Monticello, GA 31064

RE: MUR 2989
Eugene Kelly

Dear Mr. Kelly:'0

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Fediral Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

Aformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that noaction should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

C" submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTI-ce 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.



Eugene Kelly
Page 2

Requests for extens::s c.f time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must 4e made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date cf -he response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. :-addftion, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily wil:l. give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you intend to te represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commiss :n 1y completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address. annd telephone number of such counsel,
and authorizing such ccunsel to receive any notifications and
other communications frcm the Commission.

This matter will rema:n confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)tB and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

NO made public.

TFor your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C.

on W. McGarry
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Eugene Kelly

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

%C 441a(a)(1)(A).

VA review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Eugene Kelly made excessive
tn

contributions to Rack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $3,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,500 - 5/21/85 $3,000
$2,000 - 6/24/86
$500 - 6/24/86

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $3,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Eugene

Kelly violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

f 4 1 % C, T 0N Z U '1 2t44-

July 20, 1990

Claire A. King
5505 Errol Pl.
Atlanta, GA 30327

RE: MUR 2989

Claire A. King

Dear Ms. King:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that

there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("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 you. 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 your

receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

C" submitted under oath.

rVl) In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Ofirce 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.



Claire A. King
Page 2

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.

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

- the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

tC) at (202) 376-8200.

r^.0 Sincerely,

C

John 

W. 
Mc~ar

U MG

Ec r Vice Chairman

Enclosures

Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Claire A. King

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

-- Mattingly reveals that Claire A. King made excessive

t.0 contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,250 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these
C

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,000 - 9/30/86 $2,250
$500 - 9/30/86
$750 - 11/01/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,250. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Claire

A. King violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

P.S. Knox, Jr.
Route 3, Box 129
Thomson, GA 30824

RE: MUR 2989
P.S. Knox, Jr.

Dear Mr. Knox:

\0 On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),

110 a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

tformed 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 you. 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 your

receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

Csubmitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

M that no further action should be taken against you, 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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofili-ce 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.



S S

P.S. Knox, Jr.
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

NO made public.

1q" For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

Ln or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

thn W. McGarry
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: P.S. Knox, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

vc aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that P.S. Knox, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

c-- Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessive5

Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $3,000 - 5/28/85 $2,000

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that P.S.

Knox, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHtNC TO% D C 20461

July 20, 1990

Rankin Smith
707 Life of Georgia Bldg
Atlanta, GA 30308

RE: MUR 2989Rankin Smith

Dear Mr. Smith:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

tO Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C7 In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfTI-ce 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.



Rankin Smith
Page 2

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 investigation to be

\0 made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
*NC the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

tjhai WMcGarry

iceCharmanv

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Rankin Smith

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Rankin Smith made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,200 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $200 - 6/20/85 $1,200
$1,000 - 7/18/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,200. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Rankin

Smith violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC .2463

July 20, 1990

W. L. Shirley
121 Grogan St.
Lavonia, GA 30553

RE: MUR 2989
W. L. Shirley

Dear Mr. Shirley:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),

co a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



W. L. Shirley
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
'Cthe Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

4/e
JohW McGa rry/
Vice Chairman/

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: W. L. Shirley

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

0S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that W. L. Shirley made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,050 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C"

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $2,000 - 6/4/85 $1,050

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,050. Therefore, there is reason to believe that W. L.

Shirley violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A ASHINGTO% DC 20463

July 20, 1990

Dennis Schecter
999 Route 53
Morris Plains, NJ 07950

RE: MUR 2989
Dennis Schecter

Dear Mr. Schecter:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (nthe 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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Of"Mce 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.



Dennis Schecter
Page 2

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 investigation to be

CN made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

4 ohn W. McGarry
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis

OProcedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Dennis Schecter

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Dennis Schecter made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/16/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Dennis

Schecter violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTr% DC V0463

July 20, 1990

Gary W. Rollins
c/o R.F.I. Company
P.O. Box 647
Atlanta, GA 30301

RE: MUR 2989
Gary W. Rollins

Dear Mr. Rollins:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

'C 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 you. You may submit any factual

tO or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

.4 materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
Nal receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

submitted under oath.
C"

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Off-ce 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.



Gary W. Rollins
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of'0 the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

,John W. McGar
Vice Chairman

c
Enclosures

Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Gary W. Rollins

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Gary W. Rollins made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 5/17/85 $2,000

$1,000 - 11/7/85

Because these contributions were for the primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Gary W.

Rollins violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).

NO

C



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 20464

July 20, 1990

John M. Roig
9600 W. Sample Rd., Ste 201
Coral Springs, FL 33065

RE: MUR 2989
John M. Roig

Dear Mr. Roig:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

*10 information.

1q, Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your

ereceipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTI-ce 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.



9 0

John M. Roig
Page 2

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. S5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

co made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

*Nil ohn W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

C"
Enclosures

Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: John M. Roig

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

NMattingly reveals that John M. Roig made excessive

-- contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

If) Senate, totaling $1,650 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

rv" General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C"

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/15/86 $1,650
$150 - 9/23/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,650. Therefore, there is reason to believe that John M.

Roig violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO\ D C 2041

July 20, 1990

Joe W. Rogers, Jr.
2133 Lavista Exec. Park
Tucker, GA 30084

RE: MUR 2989
Joe W. Rogers, Jr.

Dear Mr. Rogers:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
0 there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C-1 In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
r^4 that no further action should be taken against you, the

Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
0 1 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 receipt of the request, the OfIT-ce 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.



Joe W. Rogers, Jr.
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

*the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

U-) Sincerely,

SWMcGar ryC- "Vice Chairman

Enclosures

rl Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Joe W. Rogers, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
NC

Mattingly reveals that Joe W. Rogers, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

tn Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C"

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 5/28/85 $2,000
$1,000 - 6/12/86

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Joe W.

Rogers, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC N)4

July 20, 1990

Bryce Peterson
2324 Williamsburg Circle
West Jordan, UT 84084

RE: MUR 2989
Bryce Peterson

Dear Mr. Peterson:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

trl Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your

rreceipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C" that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfIT-ce 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.



Bryce Peterson
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

EnclouresJohn W. M Garry
Vice Chairman

Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONRISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Bryce Peterson

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.s.c.

s 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Bryce Peterson made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

If) Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

C'

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,000 - 10/1/86 $1,500
$500 - 10/1/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Bryce

Peterson violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%WASHI%CTO% DC V06)

July 20, 1990

W. A. Orender
4332 Beltwood Parkway South
Dallas, TX 75234

RE: MUR 2989
W. A. Orender

Dear Mr. Orender:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
'0 there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 44la(a)(l)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

to) Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Ofi-ce 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.



* 0

W. A. Orender
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

- at (202) 376-8200.

U) Sincerely,

C" ice Chairman

Enclosures

Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: W. A. Orender

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

cO
5 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that W. A. Orender made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

1!) Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

C?

n) General Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/15/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that W. A.

Orender violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNCTON.DC 2O4E

July 20, 1990

R. Danny Murray
4144 Cedar Knoll Dr.
Tucker, GA 30084

RE: MUR 2989
R. Danny Murray

Dear Mr. Murray:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

NO 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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

V, submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Offi-ce 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.



R. Danny Murray
Page 2

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

C) the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this natter,
at (202) 376-8200.

V Sincerely,

ohn W. McGarry
C- ice Chairman

M Enclosures
011 Factual and Legal Analysis

Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: R. Danny Murray

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that R. Danny Murray made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,475 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

C

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/16/86 $2,475
$600 - 9/22/86
$375 - 10/1/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,475. Therefore, there is reason to believe that R. Danny

Murray violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 2044

July 20, 1990

A. Minis, Jr.
P.O. Box 23559
Savannah, GA 31403

RE: MUR 2989
A. Minis, Jr.

Dear Mr. Minis:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

tO Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

CIn the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, the

VCommission 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 receipt of the request, the OfIT-ce 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.



A. Minis, Jr.
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
'.0the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this natter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

onW. McGarry

EnclosuresceCarn
Factual and Legal Analysis

CK Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: A. Minis, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.Nr

5 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that A. Minis, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,100 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C-

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $100 - 2/27/84 $1,100

$1,000 - 5/15/85

Because these contributions were for the general

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,100. Therefore, there is reason to believe that

A. Minis, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. s 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
"ASH%GTO% [D( 04h i

July 20, 1990

Marion R. Buisson
2622 Club Drive
Snellville, GA 30278

RE: MUR 2989
Marion R. Buisson

Dear Ms. Buisson:

tV) On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Marion R. Buisson
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

NO
llz For your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

tn at (202) 376-8200.

nSincerely,

CIX
J, W McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Marion R. Buisson

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

-_ Mattingly reveals that Marion R. Buisson made excessive

Ul) contributions to Mack Nattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

n Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,000 - 10/9/86 $1,500
$500 - 10/9/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Marion

R. Buisson violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Carl Bolch, Jr.
2625 Cumberland Pkwy, NW, Ste 100
Atlanta, GA 30339

RE: MUR 2989

Carl Bolch, Jr.

Dear Mr. Bolch:

co On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that

there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

Vinformation.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

r f Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your

1qr receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C-
In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OflTce 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.



Carl Bolch, Jr.
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

'C For your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

mUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Carl Bolch, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

o aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

C 5 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Carl Bolch, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Priary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 6/5/85 $2,000
$1,000 - 7/24/86

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Carl

Bolch, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.
15 Highgate West
Augusta, GA 30909

RE: MUR 2989
Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.

Dear Mr. Boardman:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

C a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

I-- 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 you. You may submit any factual

LO 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

C
In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfYT'ce 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.



4FS

Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.
Page 2

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

c the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

LO at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely

C- John W. McGarr
Vice Chairman

(Y Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Clayton P. Boardman, Jr. made excessive

in contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,250 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

>' Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $250 - 11/17/83 $1,250
$1,000 - 5/27/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,250. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Clayton

P. Boardman, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Ron Bloomingkemper
10203 Birchridge Dr., Ste W
Humble, TX 77338

RE: MUR 2989
Ron Bloomingkemper

Dear Mr. Bloomingkemper:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
C, there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
N.- amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT -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.



Ron Bloomingkemper
Page 2

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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

C" the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C hn W. N

Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Ron Bloomingkemper

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

NO aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Ron Bloomingkemper made excessive

contributions to Rack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,750 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

C- contributions is presented below:

V)

rX General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,000 - 9/30/86 $2,750
$1,750 - 9/30/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,750. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Ron

Bloomingkemper violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

J.E. Barrow
145 Burch Road
Fayetteville, GA 30214

RE: MUR 2989
J.E. Barrow

Dear Mr. Barrow:

N On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that

c" there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

N. amended ("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

LO action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

ril Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

C submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTie 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.



J.E. Barrow
Page 2

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.

cO 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

C the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

qql For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

U) at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

0Enclosures

Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: J.E. Barrow

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.
C

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

lq, A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that J.E. Barrow made excessive contributions

Ln to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate, totaling

$2,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate General election in

Georgia. Information on these contributions is presented
C

below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,000 - 10/21/86 $2,500
$1,500 - 12/15/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that J.E.

Barrow violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

,%ASH1%CTO% 0)( 04b

July 20, 1990

Kenneth W. Anderton
Route 1, Box 340 B
Collierville, TN 38017

RE: MUR 2989
Kenneth W. Anderton

Dear Mr. Anderton:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Kenneth W. Anderton
Page 2

Requests f-r extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Reu..ests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the !.,e date of the response and specific good cause
must be demns:trated. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinr:iy will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If yzu ln:end to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please adv:se :te Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel,
and autho.:::- such counsel to receive any notifications and
other comnun:-a:ions from the Commission.

This matte: will remain confidential in accordance with
- 2 U.S.C. $5 4-=,a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Comuissic-. in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your :nformation, we have attached a brief description of
the Commissicn's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C"- Mc arry

Vice Chairman

OX Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation =f Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COIUISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Kenneth W. Anderton

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Kenneth W. Anderton made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

C contributions is presented below:

01 General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/19/86 $2,000

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Kenneth

W. Anderton violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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July 20, 1990

M.C. Anderson
P.O. Box 7034
Garden City, GA 31408

RE: MUR 2989
M.C. Anderson

Dear Mr. Anderson:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

-- amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual

or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
L0 Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, the

V) 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the ofT-ce 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.



M.C. Anderson
Page 2

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 investigation to be

-- made public.

N For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,Iv)

C. z/John W. Mc~ar
Vice Chairman

V)
Enclosures

CI, Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: M.C. Anderson

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

L 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that M.C. Anderson made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

- Senate, totaling $3,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

V) Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

r 8/12/86 $3,000 - 5/31/85 $3,000
$250 - 6/14/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $3,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that M.C.

Anderson violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A IWASHING TON 0( '00,1

July 20, 1990

R.M. Channell
104 North St.
Greensboro, GA 30642

RE: MUR 2989
R.M. Channell

Dear Mr. Channell:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found thatthere is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

- a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

rN. 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 you. You may submit any factual

tO or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

to materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your

receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfTcle 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.



R.M. Channell
Page 2

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

r2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

- made public.

NFor your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

-or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerel

C John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: R.M. Channell

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

co aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

__ S 441a(a)(1)(A).

N. A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that R.M. Channell made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.
tn

Senate, totaling $1,800 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
f. Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 10/3/86 $1,800
$300 - 10/13/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,800. Therefore, there is reason to believe that R.M.

Channell violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AA5HJ%(;ro\ !C .,I4bi

July 20, 1990

Donald J. Childress
1452 Garmon Ferry Rd.
Atlanta, GA 30327

RE: MUR 2989
Donald J. Childress

Dear Mr. Childress:

Ox on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for youK
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

10 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
rthat no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfITe 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.



Donald J. Childress
Page 2

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
C) 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
C\: made public.

N - For your information, we have attached a brief description of
It. the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Ln
rp, Sincerely,

Cn W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Donald J. Childress

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a)(1)(A).

.A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Donald J. Childress made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,250 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $2,250 - 5/15/85 $1,250

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,250. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Donald

J. Childress violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)il)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 
1990

John A. Conant
2902 Rivermeade Dr.
Atlanta, GA 30327

RE: MUR 2989
John A. Conant

Dear Mr. Conant:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 44a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

N. 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 you. You may submit any factual

in 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation

ri. 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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTIre 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.



John A. Conant
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

tthe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of*

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

I)Sincerel

hn W. McGarry
C' Vice Chairman

VEnclosures

CFactual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: John A. Conant

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

$ 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that John A. Conant made excessive

- contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Lr) Senate, totaling $2,250 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $250 - 9/21/84 $2,250
$1,000 - 4/8/85
$1,000 - 5/9/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,250. Therefore, there is reason to believe that John A.

Conant violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AASMI%CTO% 1) ( 1q4-h I0II July 20, 1990

Walter L. Conner
4129 Diplomat Plaza
Fort Wayne, IN 46806

RE: MUR 2989
Walter L. Conner

:ear Mr. Conner:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
In' there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for youc
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
-- action should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

VIn the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation

_bas 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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Walter L. Conner
Page 2

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

NO the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
N. the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/John W. McGarry
C Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis

'K Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Walter L. Conner

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Walter L. Conner made excessive

-- contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

t) Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/9/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Walter

L. Conner violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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jjUly 20, 1990

Claude P. Cook
Cook and Company
P.O. Box 458
Lumber City, GA 31549

RE: MUR 2989
Cook and Company

Dear Mr. Cook:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Cook and Company violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act'). The Factual and Legal Analysis,

Nwhich formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached
for your information.

IV, Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against Cook and Company. You may

-- submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

L0 Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office

within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C that no further action should be taken against Cook and Company,

the Commission ay 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 receipt of the request, the OfiT-ce 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.



Claude P. Cook
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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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Lr) Sincerely,

John W. McGarry
C, Vice Chairman

V) Enclosures

rN Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Cook and Company

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

o aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

*' S 44la(a)(1)(A).
A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Cook and Company made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $5,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

q Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

C, contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $2,000 - 6/4/85 $5,000
$2,000 - 6/4/85
$2,000 - 6/4/85

Because these contributions were for the primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $5,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that

Cook and Company violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441a(a)(1)(A).
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July 20,1990

Lovick P. Corn
P.O. Box 140
Columbus, GA 31993

RE: MUR 2989
Lovick P. Corn

Dear Mr. Corn:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

" amended ("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
Lt action should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

C submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfTi-ce 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.



Lovick P. Corn
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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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description df
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Lovick P. Corn

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Lovick P. Corn made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

C" contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2v000 - 10/27/86 $2,000

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Lovick

P. Corn violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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July 20, 1990

Thomas G. Cousins
2834 Andrews Dr., NW
Atlanta, GA 30305

RE: MUR 2989
Thomas G. Cousins

Dear Mr. Cousins:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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
U") action should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Oflir 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.



Thomas G. Cousins
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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.

tO) This matter will remain confidential in accordance with1 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

N. made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
tf) or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C. W
4ohn W. fcGarry-f
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Thomas G. Cousins

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

- 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Thomas G. Cousins made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $3,000 - 5/31/86 $2,000

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Thomas

G. Cousins violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Teresa C. Crossland
P.O. Box 1289
Canton, GA 30114

RE: MUR 2989
Teresa C. Crossland

Dear Ms. Crossland:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Ln Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

r-o action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

qV Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your

C, receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

submitted under oath.

CIn the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Teresa C. Crossland
Page 2

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 demcnstrated. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you :ntend 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.00

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

thn W. McGarryE f'
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Teresa C. Crossland

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Teresa C. Crossland made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/10/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Teresa

C. Crossland violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Carol Falcone
150 North Rd.
Hope, RI 02831

RE: MUR 2989
Carol Falcone

0 Dear Ms. Falcone:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 44la(a)(1)(Ak,
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (*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 you. 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 your

C receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
n submitted under oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pro-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.
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Carol Falcone
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

Ior Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

ohn rwy.• nW McGar
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMiISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Carol Falcone

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

CN federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Carol Falcone made excessive
t

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,800 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/23/86 $1,800

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,800. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Carol

Falcone violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Lloyd H. Darby, III
P.O. Box 466
Vidalia, GA 30474

RE: MUR 2989
Lloyd H. Darby, III

Dear Mr. Darby:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.c. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

LO Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your

C-'. receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfY t-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.
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Lloyd H. Darby, III
Page 2

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 investigation to be

N made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

LI) or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C-,
JohnWMcar
vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Lloyd H. Darby, III

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

SS 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Lloyd H. Darby, III made excessive

LI
contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,750 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,649.14 - 3/13/86 $2,750
$1,649.14 - 3/13/86

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,750. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Lloyd H.

Darby, III violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Eugene B. Dawson
P.O. Box 1086
Savannah, GA 31402

RE: MUR 2989
Eugene B. Dawson

110 Dear Mr. Dawson:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

-_ information.

nUnder the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your

C" receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
Cthat no further action should be taken against you, 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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Officr-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.



Eugene B. Dawson
Page 2

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.

NThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

hn W. McGarry
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Eugene B. Dawson

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

r 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Eugene B. Dawson made excessive
contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,250 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $250 - 6/9/82 $1,250
$1,000 - 5/28/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,250. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Eugene

B. Dawson violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
' ' 2)4#, 1

1 July 20, 1990

Frank F. Dineen
3206 Trowbridge
Albany, GA 31707

RE: MUR 2989
Frank F. Dineen

Dear Mr. Dineen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

tn Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken against you. 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 your

receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Frank F. Dineen
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of

the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

Oor Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

-- ohn W. McGarry
ce Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Frank F. Dineen

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Frank F. Dineen made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,800 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $300 - 9/19/86 $1,800
$2,500 - 9/19/86

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,800. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Frank F.

Dineen violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

up July 20, 1990

J. Roy Duggan
118 Cater St.
St. Simons island, GA 31522

RE: MUR 2989
J. Roy Duggan

Dear Mr. Duggan:

on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Ul Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

r~) 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 your

receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfnTce 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.



J. Roy Duggan
Page 2

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.

rThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with
tr 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
- made public.

Nr For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

I r Sincerely,

C-

jhf W. McGarry
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: J. Roy Duggan

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

N 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that J. Roy Duggan made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,100 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 11/7/83 $1,100
$1,000 - 5/29/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,100. Therefore, there is reason to believe that J. Roy

Duggan violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

William A. Fickling, Jr.
577 Mulberry St./P.O. Box 209
Macon, GA 31298

RE: MUR 2989
William A. Fickling, Jr.

Dear Mr. Fickling:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

In Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your

C__ receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfITTe 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.



William A. Fickling, Jr.
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
-- the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
tn or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: William A. Fickling, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that William A. Fickling, Jr. made excessive

ncontributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

qqr Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

C Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

n contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 6/5/85 $2,000
$1,000 - 6/5/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that William

A. Fickling, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Thomas J. Halpin
648 Marydell Dr.
West Chester, PA 19380

RE: MUR 2989
Thomas J. Halpin

Dear Mr. Halpin:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as .
amended ("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
V-) action should be taken against you. 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Ofli-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.



Thomas J. Halpin
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

John W. McGarry-'
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Thomas J. Halpin

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

0D federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Thomas J. Halpin made excessive
In

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

C- General election in Georgia. Information on these

n contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/15/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Thomas

J. Halpin violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Thomas S. Hartzog
Box 80728
Atlanta, GA 03066

RE: MUR 2989
Thomas S. Hartzog

Dear Mr. Hartzog:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such

Nr materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be

C, submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofi-ce 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.



Thomas S. Hartzog
Page 2

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.

CN 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 investigation to be

Nmade public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

Lt or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

4 Jo$hn W. McGarr
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Thomas S. Hartzog

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

- S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Thomas S. Hartzog made excessive
Ln)

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

411 Senate, totaling $3,250 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

C" Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $3,000 - 5/30/85 $3,250
$1,000 - 6/4/85
$100 - 12/23/85
$100 - 5/12/86
$50 - 7/11/86

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $3,250. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Thomas

S. Hartzog violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Melita E. Hayes
6068 Grand Forest Ct.
Norcross, GA 30092

RE: MUR 2989
Melita E. Hayes

Dear Ms. Hayes:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A),

Na provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

tl) Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

r ,) 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 your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTT-ce 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.



Melita E. Hayes
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long

t/n or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C"

jhn W. McGarry
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION CORISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

HUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Melita E. Hayes

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for
federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Relita E. Hayes made excessive

V contributions to Hack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

"q Senate, totaling $2,625 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary and General elections in Georgia. Information on these
contributions is presented below:

Primary and General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Dates for the elections in the elections

8/12/86 $2,000 - 11/15/85 $2,265
$125 - 6/24/86

11/4/86 $2,500 - 10/2/86

Because these contributions were in excess for each of

the Primary and General Elections, they exceed the contribution

limitations of the Act by $2,265. Therefore, there is reason

to believe that Kelita E. Hayes violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Mark D. Hurst
3343 Jean Marie Lane
Gainesville, GA 30506

RE: MUR 2989
Mark D. Hurst

Dear Mr. Hurst:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

t1 Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Comission's consideration of this matter. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the Ofi-ce 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.



Mark D. Hurst
Page 2

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
N2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
Nmade public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
-_ the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
LO or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

at (202) 376-8200.

q Sincerely,

ohn W. McGarry
ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Mark D. Hurst

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Mark D. Hurst made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessive&
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $3,000 - 10/30/86 $2,000

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Mark D.

Hurst violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 20, 1990

Susan D. Hurst
3343 Jean Marie Lane
Gainesville, GA 30506

RE: MUR 2989
Susan D. Hurst

0 Dear Ms. Hurst:

on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
N. there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c. 5 441a(a)(l)(A)f

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

LI)
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commissionts consideration of this matter. Please, submit such

C_ materials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pro-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT~ie 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.



Susan D. Hurst
Page 2

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

N-1 the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

U) the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

n W. McGar y

Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Susan D. Hurst

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Susan D. Hurst made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $3,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

C" Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $4,000 - 4/18/86 $3,000

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $3,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Susan D.

Hurst violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

A , I:% , 1 \ 1

July 20, 1990

A. Jalil
250 Dogwood Lane
Elberton, GA 30635

RE: MUR 2989
A. Jalil

Dear Mr. Jalil:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
N. there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),

a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
Iamended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

formed a basis for the Comission's finding, is attached for your

information.
tn

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your

receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfZrTe 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.
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A. Jalil
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
- the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

ohn W. McGarry

ice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: A. Jalil

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

10 federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that A. Jalil made excessive contributions to

Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate, totaling

$1,100 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate Primary election in

C" Georgia. Information on these contributions is presented

below:

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $2,000 - 5/31/85 $1,100

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,100. Therefore, there is reason to believe that A. Jalil

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Iris July 20, 1990

Jacob S. Jernigen
459 RICO
Wichita, KS 67204

RE: MUR 2989

Jacob S. Jernigen

'0 Dear Mr. Jernigen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c. 5 441a(a)(1)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Ln Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. 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 your

C', receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

r In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Jacob S. Jernigen
Page 2

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. S5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely

4ohn W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Jacob S. Jernigen

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Jacob S. Jernigen made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

General Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the General in the General

11/4/86 $2,500 - 9/26/86 $1,500

Because these contributions were for the General

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Jacob S.

Jernigen violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



Ff OE

90JUL 13 PH 315

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CORMISSION SENS1TIE
In the matter of )

Northrop Employees Political ) MUR 2989
Action Committee and
Colleen McAndrews, as treasurer

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to believe

that Northrop Employees Political Action Committee ("the

Committee") and Donald E. Groce, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a). However, before sending out the RTB notification

letter to the Committee, this Office discovered that the

Committee filed an amended Statement of Organization naming

Colleen C. McAndrews as treasurer. Because of this change, the

notification letter has been addressed to the new treasurer. In
t) the text of the letter, reference was made to Northrop Employees

Political Action Committees and "its treasurer" rather than

specifically naming Ms. McAndrews. See MUR 3054, General
Counsel's Report dated 4-27-90 (The Commission found RTB that

Ileana Ros-Lehtinen for Congress and its treasurer had violated

the Act. Because the Committee's former treasurer had resigned

and no new treasurer had been named, the approved letter was

addressed to Representative Ros-Lehtinen. Before sending out the

RTB notification, this Office discovered a new treasurer had been

1. On that same day the Commission also found reason to believethat Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer,violated 2 U.S.C. 55 432, 434(b), 441a(f), 441b(a), and 11 C.F.R.
5 110.6(c)(3); 72 individuals violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441a(a)(1)(A);16 other political committees violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a); and 55
corporate entities violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
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named, so the letter and questions were sent to this new

treasurer.)

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: ois G. erne rLoisiat ener
Associate General Counsel

Staff person: Elizabeth Campbell

Date I I
4-7/a./old



July 16, 1990

Ms. Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Ushington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989
United Technologies Corp. PAC and
Donald E. Groce as treasurer

Dear Ms. Elliott:

In response to your letter of July 10, 1990, i, as
treasurer of the United Technologies Corporation Po-
litical Action Committee (C00035683), thank you for the
opportunity to demonstrate that UTC PAC did not exceed
legal limits in its support of the Mattingly Campaign.

A review of our records indicates that a contribution of
$500.00, made in February of 1982 is where the differ-
ence occurs. That UTC PAC contribution was made to help
Mattingly retire his 1980 debt and was so reported to
the Federal Election Commission by our Report on our
February 1982 Monthly Report, page 3 of Schedule B (see
Attachment).

If you or your staff have any questions, please contact
either Matthew D. Ubben, administrator of the UTC PAC,
at (202) 785-7471 or Helen M. Houley, our counsel, at
(202) 785-7485.

Political
Action
Committee

1825 Eye Street. N W. Suite 700
Washington. DC 20006
(202) 785-7469

CHAIRMAN
Wiliam F Pdu;

TREASURER
Donald E Groce D -

AEROSPACE AND CWNS
Pratt & Whitney "

Sikorsky MEMO
Hamilton Standard ,,I

Norden

Carrier
Otis
UT Automotve

M!CROELECTRONICS CENTER
RESEARCH CENTER

Since'ely, /-/

Donald E. Groce
Treasurer, UTC PAC

DEG/mdu

Enclosures
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Helen M. Houley, Esq.

United Technologies Corporation

1825 EM Street, N.W., Suite 700

Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) 785-7485

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to-receive any notifications and other

comunications from the Comission and to act on my behalf before

the Comision.

July 16,1990 _ _ __.
Daste S inaritu rs

inuomwin's 3133:
-3

Donald E. Groce

United Technologies Ccrporaticn

1825 Eye Street, N.W., Su.ite -700

Waqi~nam. DC. 20006

Earn-:
sgsz l Mn i2 2) 785-7413
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THE ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF AMERICA
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE
1957 E Street, N.W. 9 Washington, D.C. 20006 * (2021 393-2040

July 12, 1990

Ms. Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Ms. Elliott:

In response to your letter dated July 10, 1990, regarding NUR 2989,
Associated General Contractors PAC and John R. Gentille as treasurer, we
respectfully requemt a pre-probable cause conciliation.

8'

The excess $500 contribution made to Friends of Mattingly for the 1986
Primary Election was the result of an admistrative error and completely
miAntentional. We inadvertently failed to carry fonrrd the $500 entry of
Narch 4, 1982, and therefore it was not Included in the aggregate when the
next contribution was made and reported in September 1983.

Following is a breakdown of each
primary campaign.

$500.00 March 4, 1982

contribution to the Mack Mattingly 1986

Reported to the FEC on
Page 3, Schedule B of our
March 1982 monthly report.
AGGYTD shown as $500.00.

$1000.00 September 29, 1983 Reported to the FEC on
Page 3, Schedule B of our
September 1983 monthly report.
AGGYTD shown as $1000.00 (the
$500 from March 1982 was not
picked up).

A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commision and is available for purchas from
the Federal Election Commission, Washington. D.C.

t')
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Lee Ann Elliott, Chairman FEC

Pate 2

$1000.00 February 25, 1985

$3000.00 April 5, 1985

Reported to the FEC on
Page 1, Schedule B of our
February 1985 monthly report.
AGGYTD shown as $2000.00.

Reported to the FEC on
Page 4. Schedule B of our
April 1985 monthly report.
AGGYTD shown as $5000.00.

We hope the fact that all of these contributions were openly reported to
the FEC will show that the violation was indeed inadvertent and the result of
an administrative oversight. We assure you that we have internal review
procedures and reporting controls in place today that prevent such an error
from happening again.

If further documentation is required or if there is any other
information we can provide to substantiate our request, we will do our best to
provide it. We regret the mistake and respectfully request that the
Co mssion approve our request for a pre-probable cause conciliation.

Associated General Contractors PAC
FEC ID #C000829

0
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July 17o 1990

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Federal Election Commission
Office of the General Counsel
Washington, DC 20463

ATTN: Ms. Elizabeth Campbell

SUBJECT: MUR 2989; Gold Kist Political Action For Farmers,
Inc., and Paul G. Brower as Treasurer

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of this date, I am
enclosing a statement of designation of counsel whereby the
above-referenced respondents have authorized me to act as their
counsel in this matter.

Please accept this correspondence as the respondents' request
for pre-probable cause conciliation in accordance with 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). We are hopeful that we will be able to negotiate
an appropriate conciliation agreement which will resolve this
matter in a mutually satisfactory fashion.

I would appreciate hearing from you, as representative of the
General Counsel, as to the appropriate manner of proceeding from
this point and as to any other materials and information we can
provide for you.

Sincerely,

I David Dysh

Attorney

JDD:mI:I8601
Enclosure

cc: Mr. Paul G. Brower

Teex 6827213 Fax 404-393-5421 Phone (404) 393-5000

Di
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL
anl

J~~~ UO~
MUR 2989

NAME OF COUNSEL:
ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

J. David Dyson
P. 0. Box 2210
Atlanta, GA 30301

(404) 393-5328

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

GOLD KIST POLITICAL ACTION FOR FARMERS, INC.

(~te9

)a 1 0,M

RESPONDENT'S NAME:

ADDRESS:

BUSINESS PHONE:

Paul G. Brower, as Treasurer for GOLD KIST
POLITICAL ACTION FOR FARMERS, INC.

Paul G. Brower

GOLD KIST POLITICAL ACTION FOR FARMERS,
INC., and PAUL G. BROWER, as Treasurer
P. 0. Box 2210
Atlanta, GA 30301

(404) 393-5000
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

July 11, 1990 SUTIVE

TO: The Commission

FROM: Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner,( '

Associate Genef Counsel

SUBJECT: MUR 2989
Request for Extension of Time

By letter dated July 10, 1990, counsel for Friends ofMattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, requested an
extension of approximately fifty days in which to respond to theCommission's reason to believe findings against the Respondents,
giving the Respondents approximately sixty-five days to respond.
(Attachment 1.) The Commission's reason to believe notification
was sent out on June 25, 1990, giving the Respondents

_ fifteen days from receipt to respond to the mmssion's
findings. Counsel for the Respondents explains in his letterthat an extension is necessary because both Messrs. Cotten andGammon were out of the country when the Comission's reason to
S believe findings were sent out. Mr. Gammon is still out of the
country at this time.

The Office of the General Counsel recommends that the
Commission grant the requested extension.

This Office also notes that the letters to the political
committee respondents in MUR 2989 were sent out on July 10, 1990.
Staff of this Office are currently preparing the letters and
factual and legal analyses for the 55 corporate entities and 72individual respondents, which will be sent up for the Chairman's
signature as soon as possible. Therefore, granting this
extension will not unduly delay the processing of this matter.

R Cw3UDATIONS

1. Grant an extension of fifty days to Friends of Mattingly and
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer.

2. Approve the appropriate letter.

Attachments
1. Request for Extension



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 2989

Friends of Mattingly, and
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer -
Request for an Extension of Time.

CERTIFICATION

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

Commission, do hereby certify that on July 16, 1990, the

Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 2989:

1. Grant an extension of fifty days to
Friends of Mattingly and Donald P.
Gammon, as treasurer, as recommended
in the General Counsel's Memorandum
dated July 11, 1990.

2. Approve the appropriate letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Memorandum dated July 11, 1990.

Commissioners Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald, McGarry and

Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner

Aikens did not cast a vote.

Attest:

Date rjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Wednesday, July 11, 1990 4:25 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Thursday, July 12, 1990 11:00 a.m.
Deadline for vote: Monday, July 16, 1990 11:00 a.m.

dh



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D C 20463

July 19, 1990

Ben Cotten, Esquire
Cotten, Day & Selfon
Twelfth Floor
1899 L St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 2989
Friends of Mattingly and
Donald P. Gammon, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Cotten:

CD This is in response to your letter dated July 10, 1990,
requesting an extension of fifty days to respond to the
Federal Election Commission's reason to believe findings against
Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer. After
considering the circumstances presented in your letter, the
Federal Election Commission has granted the requested extension.
Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on
August 31, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
MCampbell, the attorney assigned to this matter, at

(202) 376-8200.

cl Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

cTh
BY: -tL'oi s G. qerner

Associate General Counsel



.AI
*Bank m ut Company J j

280 Park Avenue. New York, New York 10017 9(
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Vice Prv;tdent
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Maitng Address:
P0. Rix 318, Church Street Station
Ne- Yrk, New Ytirk ILXXM8

July 19, 1990

CD
C.-

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Election Commission C
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Ms. Campbell,

As you recommended in our discussion on Monday, July 16
regarding contributions made by the Bankers Trust New York
Corporation Political Action Committee (BTPAC) to the Friends of
Mattingly, I am providing you in writing the substance of our
conversation. I also wish to express my interest in pursuing pre-
probable cause conciliation in resolving this matter.

As you know, the BTPAC made five separate disbursements
totalling $7,000 to Mr. Mattingly's campaign committee during the
election cycle 1980-86. While the aggregate amount did not exceed
the legal limits for combined contributions to primary and general
elections, reports filed by me as well as previous PAC treasurers
mistakenly identified that the monies exclusively were disbursed
for the general election which would have resulted in excessive
contributions in connection with the gagral (not primary, as cited
in your notification) election. This designation is attributable
to the fact that, because the PAC at that time traditionally had
made contributions for an election cycle totalling well below even
the $5,000 mark permissible for one election, contributions were
routinely designated for the general election. However, in this
instance, because $5,000 of the $7,000 had been disbursed prior to
the primary in July of 1986, disbursements should have been
designated accordingly.

We regret the error in completing the filings relating to
Mr. Mattingly's campaign contributions and hope that this letter

,71

.. 4



clarifies this matter.
additional questions.

Please contact me should you have any

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Nancy O'Connor
Treasurer



PUBUC SER1CPOLU1CAL ACT)N COMMITTEE
1761 Business Center Drive o Suite 230

Reston, Virginia 22090
(703) 438-3966

DAVID Y. DENHOLM ROMAN K. RICE
Chaimx Treasuer

July 11, 1990 C=)

r- --

mr. Jeffrey Long, Legal Counsel :=Z
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 RE: MUR 2989 .4

Dear Mr. Long:

This letter is in response to the letter I received from you today and the

ensuing conversation that you had with my assistant, Ms. Carol Good.

After checking back in our files of the 1981-82 election cycle, I found that
we had indeed made a $500 primary contribution to the Mack Mattingly senatorial
campaign on February 12, 1982. The Public Service Political Action Committee
subsequently made three contributions in the 1985-86 election cycle totaling
$5000 for his primary race. After checking our records, we now realize that
the 1982 contribution did indeed put us over the primary limit. We obviously
failed to carry forward the earlier contribution, thus exceeding our total
limit by exactly $500.

There was clearly no attempt to exceed the maximum total of $10,000 per

election cycle, as our total contribution to the Mattingly campaign totaled
just $6,500, all told.

Nevertheless, I apologize for this oversight, and I believe that we have taken
positive steps to insure that nothing of this nature will happen in the
future. Specifically, we no longer make contributionsto U.S. Senate races
out of cycle. This should absolutely assure that such an error on our part,
however inadvertent, will not reoccur.

I hope that this matter can be resolved expeditiously. If I can be of any
further assistance in resolving this matter, please do not hesitate to call
me or Ms. Good.

Sincerely,

Roman K. Rice
Treasurer

RKR: c g
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Political
Action
Committee

July 24, 1990

Elizabeth Campbell, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel C..
999 E Street, N.W., 6th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20463 r -

Re: MUR 2989 -,

Dear Ms. Campbell: . .

In response to Chairman Elliot's letter of July 10, 1990,
the American Financial Services Association (AFSA PAC) hereby
requests that pre-probable cause conciliation procedures be
initiated in the above referenced Matter Under Review.

Please contact me or Frank Salinqer, AFSA's General
Counsel if you require further information from the AFSA PAC

__ concerning this matter.

tO Sincerely,

Robert E. cKew
C- Assistant General Counsel

American Financial Services
nAssociation



DAVIS POLK & WAROWELL

1300 1 STREIEl, N.W.
I CHASE MANHATTAN PLAZA

NeW YORK.N.Y. 0005 WASHINGTON, D. C. 20005 1 rRgOCmICK'S PLACE
RIS -3 0-4000 BlOt- sea -7000 LONOON EC*l BAD

BPARK AVENUE IAX 0o-** -?III
NELW YORK, N. 'V. 10012N YO N.-00oo 

TOKIO KAIJO BUILDING SNINKAN
WNITER'S OIRECT NUMBER: a-I, MARUNOUCHI I-CHOME

4.PLACE OE LA CONCORDE CHIYOOA-KU, TOKYO 100

7SOOS PARIS (03) 2O- o,

40.,. 36.00 July 25, 1990 C:)

Re: MUR 2989

Lawrence M. Nobel, Esq. U'n .
Federal Election Commission -
Washington, D.C. 20463

.ee -v,CD Z

Dear Sirs:

As indicated by the enclosed Statement of Designation
of Counsel, we are acting as counsel to the Morgan Companies
Political Action Committee ("MorganPAC") and Cory N. Strupp, as
Treasurer, in connection with the above referenced matter and,
in that capacity, write this letter in response to the com-
plaint filed by the Federal Election Commission ("FEC") against
MorganPAC and its Treasurer.

The FEC alleges that it has reason to believe that
MorganPAC and Cory N. Strupp as its Treasurer violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(a) (2) (A), which prohibits a multi-candidate committee
from making contributions to a candidate for federal office or
his authorized political committees aggregating in excess of
$5,000 in any election. We understand that the FEC bases this
assertion upon a review of reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly Committee (the "Mattingly Committee") and by the John
Warner Invitational Golf Tournament Committee (the "Warner
Committee"). The amount of the alleged excess contribution is
$500.

We believe that no action should be taken against
MorganPAC or its Treasurer because no violation of 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(a) has occurred. Rather, a contribution intended for
Senator Mattingly's 1986 general election and reported by the
Mattingly Committee as such, apparently has been incorrectly
reported as earmarked towards Senator Mattingly's 1986 primary
election by the Warner Committee. We hereby request pre-
probable cause conciliation, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. I 111.18(d),
to resolve this matter.

We believe that the alleged excess contribution is
due to a misunderstanding by a third party, the Warner Commit-
tee, regarding the proper election for which the MorganPAC
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Lawrence M. Nobel, Esq. -2- July 25, 1990

contribution was intended and for which the funds were in all
likelihood used. At no time did MorganPAC exceed the contribu-
tion limitations.

Additionally, Cory N. Strupp has been improperly
named by the FEC. Cory N. Strupp became Treasurer of MorganPAC
on March 3, 1987. Although the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act") imposes certain duties upon
treasurers of multicandidate committees, the Act does not
impose personal liability upon persons acting as treasurers
for violations of the Act by the committee prior to that per-
son's tenure as treasurer.

FEC records show that MorganPAC contributed a total
of $9,500 to the Mattingly Committee in the 85-86 election
cycle. The proper allocation of that sum is $4,500 towards the
primary and $5,000 towards the general. FEC records show the
following contributions by MorganPAC to the Mattingly Committee
during the 1986 election cycle:

Date of Check Amount Mattingly Committee FEC Reports

1/30/85 $1,000 1985 Mid-year Report *

3/14/86 $3,500 1986 April Quarterly Report **
(Schedule A Primary Contributions)

- 3/14/86 $1,500 1986 April Quarterly Report ***
(Schedule A General Contributions)

4/21/86 $1,000 1986 April Quarterly Report ****
0(Schedule A General Contributions)

9/17/86 $2,500 1986 Pre-General Report *****

* Attached as Exhibit A, FEC # 85SEN/009/2276, itemization of
line 11c at FEC # 85SEN/009/2506.

** Attached as Exhibit B. FEC # 86SEN/015/3612, Schedule A,
itemized receipts for primary at page 14 (FEC # 86SEN/015/4088.

*** Attached as Exhibit C. Schedule A, itemized receipts for
general election at page 2 (FEC # 86SEN/015/4001).

**** Attached as Exhibit C. Same as above.

***** Attached as Exhibit D. FEC # 86SEN/040/2725.



Lawrence M. Nobel, Esq. -3- July 25, 1990

The apparent confusion regarding MorganPAC contribu-
tions concerns the allocation of a $1,000 contribution by
Morgan in the spring of 1986. MorganPAC contributed $1,000, by
check dated April 21, 1986, (the "April 1986 contribution") to
the Mattingly Committee in connection with the John Warner
Invitational Golf Classic, a political fundraiser for several
Republican Senatorial incumbents, which was held on June 7,
1986. See Exhibit E (Photocopy of the cover letter and the
check to the Mattingly Committee). This contribution was
properly reported by the Mattingly Committee in its 1986 July
Quarterly report as a contribution towards the general elec-
tion. See Exhibit C (Itemized schedule of receipts for general
election). MorganPAC had previously given $1,000 by check
dated January 30, 1985 and $3,500 by a portion of check dated
March 14, 1986. Thus, total contributions to Mattingly's
primary election were $4,500.

NThe Warner Committee filed a Mid-year 1986 Report
which itemized contributions earmarked to the campaigns of

cs various incumbent Republican Senators who were seeking reelec-
tion in 1986, including a list of contributions earmarked to
the Mattingly Committee. The April 1986 contribution is listed
on page 16 of that schedule as attributed to Mattingly's
primary campaign. This was an error. See Exhibit F (Schedule
A, page 16 of Warner Committee 1986 Mid-year Report). A review
of MorganPAC's checkbook, copies of which will be produced upon
request, reveals only one $1,000 check written to the Mattingly
Committee in 1986.

Although FEC records describe the Warner Committee
list of earmarked contributions to the Mattingly Committee as

(7, an amendment to its previous quarterly report, there is no
correspondence included in the records indicating that the
Mattingly Committee intended to redesignate the April 1986
contribution from the general to the primary election. Morgan-
PAC never authorized such a redesignation. Until receiving the
"reason to believe" notice from the FEC, MorganPAC never
received any indication that the April 1986 contribution had
been accounted for other than as a contribution to Senator
Mattingly's 1986 general election campaign.

MorganPAC had previously taken affirmative steps to
place the Mattingly Committee on notice and to avoid violating
the limits imposed by 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(2)(A). MorganPAC had
designated in writing on April 2, 1986 that a $5,000 contribu-
tion to the Mattingly Committee be split, allocating $3,500 to
the 1986 primary and $1,500 to the 1986 general election (the
"split contribution"). See Exhibit G (Photocopy of letter from



Lawrence M. Nobel, Esq. -4- July 25, 1990

MorganPAC to Mattingly Committee and check for $5,000). A
notation on the letter indicates that this allocation resulted
from the "primary/general break down issue," an indirect
reference to contribution limits. This contribution, of
course, predates the 1986 April contribution and placed the
Mattingly Committee on notice regarding MorganPAC's concern
with the contribution limits. The Mattingly Committee
apparently heeded this notice, because the 1986 April contribu-
tion was reported by that committee as a contribution to the
general election, as Exhibit C clearly demonstrates.

Under regulations promulgated pursuant to the Act,
multicandidate committees are encouraged, but not required, to
designate the particular election for which a contribution is
intended for purposes of determining whether a contribution is
within the $5,000 per election limitations. The regulations
provide that contributions not designated in writing apply to
the next election for that Federal office after the contribu-

cO tion is made. 11 C.F.R. § 110.2(b)(2)(ii). According to the
Election Division of the Secretary of State of Georgia, the
Republican primary election for the Senate seat occurred on
August 12, 1986. Thus, under the regulations, any undesignated
contribution received by a federal candidate from Georgia prior
to August 12 could be attributed to the primary election.

MorganPAC acknowledges that neither the check nor the
letter transmitting the 1986 April contribution specifically
designates an election.* Given that the fundraising event
occurred in June, two months prior to the primary, it is under-
standable that the Warner Committee might have attributed an
apparently undesignated contribution to the imminent primary.
Such a designation was not necessary, however, following the
split contribution. The check for the 1986 April contribution
was made out to the Mattingly Committee, which actually

MY received the contribution and which had a duty, pursuant to 11
C.F.R. § 110.9(a), not to accept contributions in violation of
the limits under the Act. The Mattingly Committee did not in
fact attribute the April 1986 contribution to the primary,
reporting it instead as a contribution to the general election.
Thus, no violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(2)(A) occurred. The
funds were allocated to, and presumably expended in, Senator
Mattingly's general election campaign.

* MorganPAC now follows the practice of earmarking to a
specific election all contributions to any candidates for
federal office.



Lawrence N. Nobel, Esq. -5-

Any contention that the April 1986 contribution
should be allocated to the primary because there was no desig-
nation on Exhibit E is countervailed by (1) the fact that the
Mattingly Committee reported the contribution under funds
received for the 1986 general election and, in compliance with
the requirements of 11 C.F.R. § 102.9(e). either placed the
funds in a separate account for the general election or
included the amount of the contribution in a separate bookkeep-
ing entry for the general election and (2) the absence of any
correspondence between the FEC and Mattingly Committee redesig-
nating the contribution from the general election to the
primary, a practice which the Mattingly Cowmittee clearly
followed. See e.g., Exhibit H (example of such a redesigna-
tion).

Regarding the personal liability of Cory N. Strupp as
Treasurer of MorganPAC, we know of no provision of the Act
which imposes the equivalent of "successor liability" upon
persons acting as treasurers of political committees under the
Act for prior violations by the political committee. Under the
Act, treasurers have certain obligations, e.g., to maintain
records and to file certain periodic reports. 2 U.S.C.
§ 432(c) and 2 U.S.C. I 434(a). These obligations are

_described in greater detail under regulations promulgated by
the FEC pursuant to authority granted in the Act. See e.., 11
C.F.R. § 104.1(a). The enforcement provisions of the Act, 2
U.S.C. § 437g, do not, however, impose liability for existing

tr violations of the Act upon succeeding Troasuers. To the
extent that there has been a violation, which we deny, Cory N.
Strupp as Treasurer of MorganPAC is not liable for that viola-
tion.

r We believe that the facts, including the fact that
the total amount contributed by MorganPAC to the Mattingly
Committee during the 1985-86 elections cycle was $9,500,
clearly demonstrate an intent to comply with the contribution
limits imposed by the Act. Given that the total contributions
comply with the overall maximum of $10,000 that MorganPAC could
have contributed to Mattingly's primary and general election
campaigns, it is sensible to interpret the allocation of the
contributions as complying with the specific per election
limits. In sum, the basis of the allegation that MorganPAC
exceeded the contribution limits for Mattingly's primary
appears to be a third party report filed on behalf of the
Mattingly committee. We believe that no such violation
occurred because the $1,000 April 1986 contribution was, in
fact, properly attributed to the Mattingly 1986 general elec-
tion campaign.

July 25v 1990



Lavrence N. Nobel, Esq. -6- July 25, 1990

We look forward to the opportunity of resolving this
matter with the General Counsel's Office.

Very ly yours,

R Tchard Moe

Attachments

C



0 0
Oitg OF

2989

O €ginEs Richard Moe, Esq.

ADUIs: Davis Polk & Wardwell

1300 I Street

Washington, D.C. 20005

- tIMa 202-962-7190

The above-named individual is hereby tesignated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and other

coinunications tram the Comsion and to act on my behalf before

the Comission.

7/13/90
Date

ADU M
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The Morgan Companies Political Action Comittee

and Cory N. Strupp, as Treasurer

60 Wall Street

New York, NY 10260

212-648-3407



250 Dogwood Lane
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404/283-7130

July 23, 1990

Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice President C

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463 2M

RE: MUR 2989
A. Jalil

CI Dear Mr. McGarry:

I have to acknowledge your letter of July 20, 1990 in
the above regard.

The contribution of $2,000.00 was both from me and my
wife and this information was put on the form returned to

- the candidates committee.

Talking to Ms. Elizabeth Campbell of your office this
afternoon, I was informed that either there should have been
two checks written or copy of the information provided to
the candidate retained as proof.

No violation of law was ever intended by me and it is a
technical error and hope the commission will take this into
consideration. If at all required I am willing to enter
into conciliation.

I thank you for your consideration. I promise not to
make any further contributions without proper safeguards.

A. Jalil

AJ/bsm
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NA oV MM. James F. Schoener, Esq.

ADO33Ws8 1112 Glenhouse Dr. #315

Sarasota, Florida 34231

TXLWUOS: (Sl3) 9(i-6920 31.. 7o3) ' zooc

The above-name, individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized toreceive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf befoce

the Commission.

Date Signature Er

RESONDWI S AN: Flowers Industries PAC

"A"DAESS: U.S. Hwy 19 South

C P.O. Box, 1338

Thomasville, Georgia 31799

BONN P gO(11

BUSIRM iBUIs (912) 2266-9110



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Flowers INDUSTRIES INC. PAC
AND EARL QUIGG, AS TREASURER

Earl Quigg, being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows:

1. That he is the treasurer of the Flowers Industries Inc. PAC

and makes this affidavit in such capacity.

2. Certain contributions were made in the year 1985 to the cam-

paign for reelection of Senator Mack Mattingly to the United States

Senate.

In
3. The first contribution was made to the Mattingly primary

campaign for 1986, pursuant to the reco mme ndation of the political

action commnittee on February 12, 1985 (see attached Exhibit A). The

check #329 dated February 13, 1985 for the sum of $2,500 (see attached

Exhibit B) was sent pursuant to such recommendation.

4. The second contribution was made pursuant to a later recoen-

dation of the commnittee held on June 3, 1985 (see attached Exhibit C).

This $5000 contribution was intended for the general election and the

check issued pursuant to such recowmmendation, dated June 3, 1983, check

#338 (see attached Exhibit D) was clearly marked "General Election

Fund" on the face of the check.



5. If these contributions were not correctly reported to the

Federal Election Commission, it is requested that this affidavit stand

as a correction of such records.

Aarguigg TesK6
STATE OF GEORGIA

COUNTY OF THOMAS

qa/txt1

On this .... day of July 1990, personally appeared Earl Quigg

who having been first sworn said that he is familiar with the facts and

records here involved and that the statements made are true and correct

to his best knowledge and belief.

NOtary\Public , State of Georg 7
NOtaUry Public. Thomas County. Gorgoi

My Cam'Um ExMps March 31. 1993

M) ames F. Scl oener
/Counsel for Respondent

S 1712 Glenhouse Dr. #315
Sarasota, Florida 34231
Telephone:(813)966-6920
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Exhibit B

1 .0 ~Io& 2093 32g 2e: ~u

FLOWERS INDUSTRIES 329POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE
Pl 0. BOX 1336

THOMASVILLE. GA 31792
FFRRIIARY 13,

PAY TO THE
OROEROF MACK MATTINGLY -- -- j $ 2, 500.00

TWO THOUSAND - FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS AND NO CENTS ------------------ bOLARS

CommaEO Bank
TI4O#ASvIU.E GEORGA 317?92

0L 28 6 , 6me
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Exhibit D

FLOWERS INDUSTRIES
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE

P. 0 BOX 138
THOMASVILLE, GA 31792

PAY TO THE
ORDER OF Friends of Mattinal Committee

338

June 3 1985

~--j $ Qoo.0o
Five Thousand and No/lO0----------------------------------DOLLARS

T"OMASVILLE GEOP4LA 31 79?2 .

FOR__eleral Election Fund
1 -t:06I 209 3 312:



Joh ,FLMI
Assistant General Counsel
Law Department 6&(7y '

W11 The Prudential Insurance Company of Americai
75! Broad Street. Newark, NJ 07102377?
201 802-8940 Fax 201 802-8180

July 23, 1990

VIA: FACSIMILE u.

Hon. Lee Ann Elliott o
Chairman .
Federal Election Commission -

Washington, D.C. 20463 -V :

ATTENTION: Elizabeth Campbell
and Jeffrey Long

Re: KUR 2989
THE PRUDITIAL INSURAUNC COKM OF IMRICA
FUDURAL PAC AND MILAN 3. JOUNSON AS TRUBASRBI

- Dear Chairman Elliott:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter dated July 10,
1990 and received July 20, 1990 on the referenced matter.

I enclose an executed Statement of Designation of Counsel.

Please be advised that I have been informed that the relevant
files are being researched to respond to the findings asserted in
your letter.

I will contact your office as soon as I have had the -
opportunity to review the results of this search. there

In the meantime, please feel free to contact me if there are.
any further questions on this matter. a

Thank you very much.

Very truly yours,

'a
J'ohn E. DeWald

J/Assistant General Counsel

JED/vdm
Enclosure
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I I I

EttMS #

-3U.lm

TEU~iOin #

John E. DeWald, Esq.

751 Broad Street, 13-Plaza

4pwark, NJ 07101-3777

20V 802-89 -0

The abcove-,aaed Individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and other

comunications from the Comission and to act on my behalf before

the Comission.

Da Lre

-----..... - E$MN S

ADO S:

aom a Em
sz Wua,

Signature

The Prudential Insurance
Conp yn of America
Federal PAC, Wtlan E. Johnson, Treasurer

751 Broad Street, 3-Plaza

Newark, NJ 07101-3777

(201) 802-7129
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299 Park Avenue, New York, NY 10171

212-593-6626
Philip C. Danford
Assistant Treasurer

July 25, 1990

Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463
Attn: Ms. Elizabeth Campbell

Re: MUR 2989

Dear Sirs:

I refer to your letter of July 10, 1990 regarding
excessive contributions by the PAC of The Dun & Bradstreet
Corporation to The Friends of Mattingly Committee in
connection with the 1986 primary election.

Having checked our records, it appears that a clerical
error was committed when allocating the PAC's contributions
between the primary and general elections. Our firm intent
was to make all contributions within the limits set by the
Federal Election Campaign Act. However, when listing our
contributions, we erroneously recorded all of the
contributions as contributions to the general election
whereas the first $4,333.34 should have been recorded as
contributions to the primary election. If the proper
allocations had been recorded, we would have come within
the $5,000 limit for contributions to each election. Our
aggregate contributions also came well within the $10,000
aggregate amount that could be contributed to both
elections.

We sincerely regret the error and apologize for it. If
no more expeditious way to close the file is possible, we
would request the opening of pre-probable cause
conciliation procedures with a view to entering into a
conciliation agreement pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §111.18(d).

I enclose the Statement of Designation of Counsel
appointing Ms. Ellenore O'Hanrahan, attorney, of The Dun &
Bradstreet Corporation's legal department, as our counsel
in this matter and authorizing her to receive any

'-0 ~

P 'i ;b

.;4
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notifications and other communications from the Commission
and to act on my and the PAC's behalf before the
Commission.

Sincerely,

Enclosure

r)

c



STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR 2989

NAME OF COUNSEL: ELLENORE O'HANRAHAN. ATTORNEY

ADDRESS: THE DUN & BRADSTREET CORPORATION

299 PARK AVENUE

23RD FLOOR

NEW YORK. NEW YORK 10171

TELEPHONE: (212) 593-6563

NO The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
-- counsel and is authorized to receive any notfications and other

comunications from the Commission and to act on my behalf
before the Commission.

July 25. 1990 1 -~~-
Date Signaturd

C

RESPONDENT' S NAME: PHILIP C. DANFORD, TREASURER

ADDRESS: PAC OF THE DUN & BRADSTREET CORPORATION

600 MARYLAND AVENUE

SUITE 240

WASHINGTON. DC 20024

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE: (212) 593-6626



RAND DELIVER
ALSTON&B1UF
A ftowslIdOft Asp C..OI.N.ONS

OmY Adrki N de t 1G1CAhuria OffesUM17 Were Peachftf S ,W
Attuta Geoqa 3M3M3424 C30Gde T nw""4044-M-M Sure1M0

Tdme r: 40"M-7777 48M1-7000
" iM : %4,29 1 opi: 404.8-1.7733

Tkmy $. Perry
Dbred W: W44S1-73

July 26, 1990

YJA lFmAL Inn3U

Federal Election Comission C -

Washington, D.C. 20463
Attention: Elizabeth Campbell *% -

Re: KUR 2989

Dear Ms. Campbell: .

This letter is in response to your letter dated July 10, 1990 which was
received by The Citisens and Southern Georgia Corporation Better Government
Conmittee I ("IBGC ") and Jmes D. Duon, its Treasurer. on July 13, 1990.
enclose the Statement of Designation of Counsel for your records.

Your letter of July 10 wa prompted by the Comission's review of reports
filed by Friends of Mattingly (the "Mattingly Committee") which, as you will
see from the materials contained here, incorrectly reflect contributions in
connection with the 1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Nack Mattingly in
excess of $5,000.

I enclose a letter dated July 25, 1985 ("Designation Letter") from DGC I
to the Mattingly Comiittee designating contributions in excess of $5,000 for

use in the General Election instead of the Primary. In the Comission's
review of the records of the Mattingly Comittee you may not have come across
this written designation.

The Designation Letter satisfies the requirements of Regulations 1 110.1
(cross-referenced in 1 110.2(a)(1)) in effect both on January 1, 1985 and on
January 1, 1986 that a contribution be "designated in writing for a particular

election" in order for a contribution to be made with respect to a future
election. The Designation Letter designates only $5,000 to the Primary, and
all further contributions (which I believe equalled $3,708.34) to the General
Election.



ALSTCN&BIRD
Federal Election Caomission
July 26, 1990
Page 2

BGC I's reports filed with the FEC reflect a total of $8,708.34 of
contributions to the Mattingly Committee. Of this total $5,000 is designated
to "Primary"; $3,583.34 is designated to "Other - Runoff" (since there
ultimately was no runoff, a fact BGC I could not know in 1985 when it filed
its reports since the primary was held in 1986, this entry on the BC I
reports should be read as "General"); and $125 is designated to General.

BGC I designated in writing to the Mattingly Committee that only $5,000 of
its contributions be allocated to the Primary. RGC I's reports filed with the
Commission state the same maximum allocation to the Primary.

I hope that with this new information the Commission will be able to
determine that no further action should be taken since 3GC I did not violate
the $5,000 maximm on its contributions to the Mattingly Committee as to the
Primary.

I will be out of the office until August 27th, but should there be any
need for further information, please contact Bill Venema at (404) 881-7651.

cordully, ...

/~~

Timothy S. Perry

imRmY/,va
Enclosure

cc: William Venema, Esq.
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2989
.m Fw Alston & Bird (including Tim Perry and Bill Venama)

Ano j One Atlantic Center

1201 West Peachtree Street

Atlanta, Georgia 30309-3424

?3L30K:

The aaove-naaed individual is hereby dezignated as my

counsel and is authorized to-receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf befoce

the Com ission. r 4.... I....U,.^_ ,- .... . .

Better Government Committee I and

James D. Dixon as Treasurer

13Wosm rs HAM:

NOWE PUO:

3W18VO OU3:

Citizens &/6uthern Georgia Corporation
Better Government Committee I and James D. Dixon

P. 0. Box 4899 - 12 Main

Atlanta, Georgia 30302

404-581-4837

7-25-90

Date
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July 24, 1990

C..

Federal Election Commission -

Office of General Counsel
Washington, D. C. 20463 >

ATTENTION: JEFFREY LONG or ELIZABETH CAMPBELL 0z

- Re: Your File: MLJR 2989
C. M. Leger

Dear Madam or Sir:

",- This is in response to the letter from the Commission dated July
20, 1990, a copy of which is attached for your convenient

- reference. Also attached is a copy of the FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS which was mailed to me with
the letter of July 20, 1990.

The contribution I made on 5/23/83 was intended to be for the
primary election. The contribution I made 5/28/85 was intended to
be for the general election which followed. Although both
contributions were made before the primary, it was my intent as I
have stated and I believe the problem arises by the manner of the
reporting to the Commission by the Friends of Mattingly.

I am aware that the maximum contribution for each election of a
candidate for federal office is $1,000.00. In the manner that I
handled my contributions, there was no intent to violate the law,
nor do I believe that I have, in fact, violated the law.

I hope that this explanation will resolve the matter. Your
favorable consideration in this regard will indeed be appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

C. M. Lege~
674 Hatley Road
Cordele, Georgia 31015



J. BARNETT WOODRUFF
P. O. Box 750

Columbus. Georgia 31902-0750 ': . jj' : 1 2

July 25, 1990

Federal Election Cres0R 29n 89
washington, D. C. re 1UR 2989

Emily Woodruff
Attn: 145. Elisabeth Campbell C

Dear Ms. Campbell; "

I spoke with you yesterday in regard to the above case ( my sister ) " " .
and also on my case. ( My case is responded to in a seperate letter) :-.

My sister, Emily, is represented by me tbru a Paver of Attorney.
A copy of this is enclosed.

getting poor as far back as 1982; in Oct 1988 she as able to write
her last check. Since then I have been making all of her busiae 4ecislos.

Eily's records @bow tiat she made a contributio to Sen. Httingly's
caaign of $ 1000 in June 1985. This wa for the prtmary and evidently
was not listed on ymw Netual Anal is.

Ln The $ 50 shown as being paid an 1/29/86 was evidently for a local
fund raiser without x no ge and she had forvaGott that she bud
given the $ 1,000 six months earlier.

The $ 1000 that me given on 10/24/86 was for the Geneal elections

C being as it was two .ootla after the Prinury, aud a ew *ks befor
the General Election.

This would put hbr $ 50 over for the Primuy and nothing over for
the General. I hope tlat this will be thought of as an mhiest mistake
and further action will not be taken. Please let me know tat should
bdone further.

Sincer ly,

J. hBrnett
Atty in Noet for
ftily Woodruff



GENERAL POWER OF ATTORNEY

STATE OF GEORGIA

COUNTY OF MUSCOGEE

I EMILY WOODRUFF, of Muscogee County, Georgia do hereby
constitute and appoint J. BARNETT WOODRUFF as my true and

lawful agent and attorney-in-fact (hereinafter referred to as
my "Agent"), for me and in my name, place and stead to look

after, manage and transact all and every part of my business,

and generally, and until this Power of Attorney is revoked, to

represent me and to act for me in any and all matters In which

I am or may be interested, as fully and completely as I could

do if personally present.

IShould J. BARNETT WOODRUFF die, then I do hereby
q;- constitute and appoint KATHERINE WOODRUFF WILLIAMS as my true

and lawful agent and attorney-in-fact (after the death of J.
tn BARNETT WOODRUFF hereinafter referred to as my "Agent"), for me

and in my name, place and stead to look after, manage and

transact all and every part of my business, and generally, and

from the time of the death of J. BARNETT WOODRUFF until this
Power of Attorney is revoked, to represent me and to act for me
in any and all matters In which I am or may be Interested, as

fully and completely as I could do if personally present.

Without in any way limiting the generality of the

foregoing, my Agent is authorized and empowered to sign,

execute and deliver checks on any and all banks, associations

.. . . . . . . II IL



and depositories where I now or may hereafter have a deposit or
deposits; to make deposits therein and to withdraw funds
therefrom; to endorse any and all checks, bills, notes, orders
or other writings; to collect, receive and receipt for all
monies, property or other things due me; to sign or endorse any
and all papers or writings requiring my signature or
endorsement; to collect all loans, dividends, Income, claims or
debts owing to me, and to give proper receipt therefor; to
sell, exchange or otherwise dispose of any of my property, real
or personal, tangible or intangible, at such price and on such
terms and conditions as my Agent may deem best; to purchase for
me any property, real or personal, tangible or Intangible, at
such price and on such terms as my Agent may see fit; to look
after, manage, control, and generally to deal with all property
of every kind, real or personal, tangible or intangible,
belonging to me or in which I am Interested, and to make all
contracts, agreements and arrangements In connection therewith
as my Agent may deem to be In my Interest; to employ other
persons, whether individual or corporate, to assist my Agent
with the execution of the powers granted hereunder, and to pay
reasonable compensation for Such services; to settle, pay, and
adjust all debts, bills, claims or demands of whatever kind or
nature against me; to execute deeds, bills of sale,
conveyances, assignments, stock powers and transfers of any and
every kind and character, of any property, real or personal,
tangible or Intangible, belonging to me or in which I have an
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interest; to b money on my behalf, and * name to

execute notes evidencing such indebtedness and to secure the

same by deed, mortgage, assignment or hypothecation of any real

or personal, tangible or intangible, property, contracts or

writings of any kind or character which I may now or hereafter

own or have an interest in; to vote in person or by proxy any

corporate stock or other securities of mine and to agree to or

take any other action in regard to any reorganization, merger,

consolidation, liquidation, bankruptcy or other procedure or

proceeding affecting any stock, bond, note or other property in

which I have any interest; to enter into any safe deposit box

that I may have and remove any of the contents therefrom;

to make gifts to qualified charitable organizations, to persons

related to me by blood, marriage or adoption and to my friends,

and any such gifts may be in excess of amounts qualifying for

the annual exclusions from gift tax as set out in Internal

Revenue Code Sections 2503(b), (c) and (e); and to prepare or

have prepared and to execute income tax returns and other tax

returns on my behalf.

I do hereby ratify, approve and confirm the acts of my

Agent done under this Power of Attorney, and pronounce the same

as valid and binding as if done by me in person.

My Agent is further authorized and empowered to

transfer all of my property, real or personal, or any portion

thereof, to the Trustee or Trustees of the Revocable Inter

Vivos Trust Indenture created by me on October 9, 1984 or to

r
I
k



the trustee or tt 9ees of any other trust cr ed by me, to be
held, administered and distributed in all respects as if it had
originally been a part of said Trust or such other trust into
which my property may be transferred, and to modify, amend,

revoke or terminate said Trust or any other revocable trusts

created by me at any time, whether in whole or in part.

This Power of Attorney is made In contemplation of, and
is not to be revoked by, any determination made subsequent to

the date of execution of this instrument that I am unable

properly to manage my affairs.

I reserve the right to revoke this Power of Attorney at
any time, but only by instrument in writing signed by me and

delivered to my Agent.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and

affixed my seal, this thej day of _ ______, 1987.

If) Fi _

:. -,"'tg!, 4s1iad and delivered
r01 W (.he2. By of 1 1987,

" _ _ _ e e o _: _ _

, . ... ._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _I

# ---- , u JI.#88 Illk88
MOMMA Im
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J. BARNETT WOODRUFF
P. O. Box 750

Columbus, Geogia 31902-0750

July 25, 1990

Federal Election Ciomission
Washington, D.C.

Attnt Ms. Elisabeth Campbell

90 JUL 30 AMW1O: 10

FS tJR 2989
J. Barnett Woodruff

Dear Ms. Campbell;

Thank you for the helpful way in which you responded to my phone call
yesterday in regard to the above.

I have searched my files for the time period involved and believe
I have found the checks to which you refer. Photos of these checks are
enclosed.

check dated 4/2/85 for $ 1000 was intened for thePrimary

5/29/85 for $ 2000 was for a fund raiser in Atlanta, and was
for my laughte and son in law ( as shown
on the cheek) for the record th" are;

Mr. zruy L. William -%Moo r)
Mrs* ratherine W. wifliam

hige~~ ~ ~ clbDieb ousewife)
la Club Drive,3 0

Atlanta, Ga. 30319

This check also intended for the Prlmary.

check dated 10/A/86 for $ 2000 w nt for the General election
being over 2 months after the Priury, and
les then two vees before the General
It was also intended to be half give by my wife,

Pran"e s. woodruf (housewife)
1909 Carter Ave
Columbus, Ga. 31902 ( se address as mine )

I hope that you can do something for me, and not require me to hire
an expensive attorney. Please let me knov what further action I should take.

Sincerely,

J. Barnett

96-C ~

I!)
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SIMMONS & McANDREWS
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

44 ,o -OUT STREET 90 ,UL 30 Ati 0: 13
:--EE% :CNWA- -cAN'2EvS SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA 90401

4EZQ %AGAQE- S %CNS
'-3) 458-1405

FAX (2*31 394-4028

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

July 27, 1990

Jeffrey Long, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989
Northrop Employees Political Action Committee

Dear Mr. Long:

Colleen C. McAndrews of this firm assumed the Treasurership
- of Northrop Employees Political Action Committee on April 24,

1990. She received your letter concerning MIR 2989 on July 23,
1990. As we discussed on the telephone this morning, our office
did not serve as Treasurer during the period of time in question
nor do we have copies of the reports or backup material for
reports which were filed by NEPAC during that period of time. I
am advised that some of this information is currently in storage.
Due to the fact that it will take some time to retrieve this
information in order to respond, we hereby request an extension
of time to respond.

I also mentioned during our conversation that two of the
enclosures which were said to be included along with the letter
were in fact missing. The omitted enclosures are the enforcement
procedures as well as the Designation of Counsel Form.

Based on the information contained in this letter, we
respectfully request that this extension of time be granted.

Sincerely yours.-..

Jerry Margaret (Simmons

JMS/dm



( 91 2 1 800266
OFFICE

(12) 233-6606

EUGENE B. DAWSON 'fl..'> A!! 10: 57
P-., flox 1"4

SAVANNAH. GEORGIA 31418-2101

July 25, 1990

Federal Election Commission

Washington, D. C. 20463

ATTENTION: Mr. Jeffrey Long

REFERENCE: MUR 2989
Eugene B. Dawson

Dear Mr. Long:

Confirming our telephone conversation of today,( the contributions
made to Mack Mattingly in 1982 and 1985.)

The contribution made 6-9-82 in the amount of $250.00 was a
contribution toward the debt that Senator Mattingly had incurred
in his 1980 campaign for the Senate. The $1,000.00 contribution
on 5-15-85 was for his campaign for the Senate in 1986. He had
no opposition on the Republican ticket and my contribution was
for the general election race against Wyche Fowler.

I hope this will resolve the matter, but should you have further
questions I will be most happy to respond in any way to clear up
the matter.

With kindest regards I am,

Very ruly yours,

X:Da
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VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

July 27, 1990
C3
(..

Jeffrey Long, Esq. C*3
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 r1j

RE: MUR 2989 in
Northrop Employees Political Action Committee

Dear Mr. Long:

Colleen C. NcAndrews of this firm assumed the Treasurership
of Northrop Employees Political Action Committee on April 24,
1990. She received your letter concerning MIM 2989 on July 23,

U') 1990. As we discussed on the telephone this morning, our office
did not serve as Treasurer during the period of time in question
nor do we have copies of the reports or backup material for
reports which were filed by NEPAC during that period of time. I
am advised that some of this information is currently in storage.
Due to the fact that it will take some time to retrieve this

C information in order to respond, we hereby request an extension
of time to respond.

I also mentioned during our conversation that two of the
enclosures which were said to be included along with the letter
were in fact missing. The omitted enclosures are the enforcement
procedures as well as the Designation of Counsel Form.

Based on the information contained in this letter, we
respectfully request that this extension of time be granted.

Sincerely yoursr-

Jerry Maaret 'Simons

JMS/dm
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July 27, 1990

Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

CLEV[N4T rLOOf

THE[ C1TCZ[NS & SOUTHE[RN NATIAL SANK SUILDNOt

as URA STMICT. N W

ATLANTA EOROIA 21012

404 578-6600

Re: MUR 2989
Frank Love, Jr.

Dear Mr. McGarry:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of July 20.

I have gone through my records and retrieved the checks repf
resenting contributions to Mattingly in the time frame discussed'
in your letter. I enclose copies of same herewith. The $250.00
check dated June 10, 1982 was to help defray the debt incurred by
Senator Mattingly in his 1980 campaign. The November 2, 1983 check
in the amount of $1,000.00 was for the 1986 Primary, and the check
payable to "Georgia Tribute To The President" of Kay 28, 1985 in
the amount of $1,000.00 was for the General Election.

I an scrupulous in my efforts to abide by the Federal Elec-
tion Laws and should I ever violate them, it would be through
inadvertence. This, however, is not a violation inadvertent or
otherwise. It is not clear from your correspondence under what
circumstances you require an affidavit, but if you need this
information in affidavit form, please advise.

Fran Lore, Jr.,
FL: j

Enclosure

q
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CENTENNIAL

Cekbf *E P4t * &Mq At fiawM
LAW AND Senior Associate General Counsel
GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS Writer's Direct Dial Number William N. Albus, CLU
DEPAITMENT 202/331-6022 Associae General Counsel

Senior Vice President William R. Anderson
and General Counsel David A. Winston
H. James Douds Danea M. Kehoe

Vice President, Counsel .
Government Affairs David E. Hebert
Michael L. Kerley July 27, 1990 Gary A. Sanders

Vice President. Law
William a. Scher. Jr.

BY MESSENGER

The Honorable Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 2989, National Association of Life Underwriters PAC and Bruce C.
Hendrickson as Treasurer C* r4

Dear Chairman Elliott:

Thank you for your letter dated July 10 concerning MUR 2989. The National Association 4
of Life Underwriters Political Action Committee (NALUPAC) and its connected
organization, the National Association of Life Underwriters, are pleased to cooperate with
the Commission to resolve this matter in an expeditious manner. As indicated on the
enclosed Statement of Designation of Counsel, I have been designated counsel on behalf
of NALUPAC in the above-entitled matter. I am an attorney on the staff of the National
Association of Life Underwriters.

The Commission's factional and legal analysis indicates that the issue involves a
contribution made on October 23, 1986 by the National Association of Life Underwriters
Political Action Committee to the "Friends of Mattingly Committee" in the amount of
$3,850. According to our FEC Reports (copies enclosed), NALUPAC contributed a total
of $5,000 to the primary election and $5,000 to the general election in compliance with
2 U.S.C. 441a(a)(2)(A).

A copy of the check (number 4207 dated October 23, 1986) is also enclosed. While the
contribution was made after the primary election date, the check and NALUPAC's FEC

N'A.L.Ui

The National Association of Life Underwriters
1922 F Street, N.W. *Washington, DC 200064387. (202) 331.6000- FAX (202) 331-2179



The Honorable Lee Ann Elliott
July 27, 1990
Page 2

Report (covering the period October 16, 1986 to November 24, 1986) clearly indicate that
it was intended to retire the debt from the primary campaign. The PAC contribution was
made in good faith reliance upon information supplied by the Mattingly campaign that it
had incurred a primary campaign debt.

This is not a situation in which NALUPAC was in command of the facts. The information
concerning the debt was supplied by the Mattingly campaign, and NALUPAC acted in
reliance upon its representations. It was plausible that the Mattingly campaign had
incurred a primary debt and there was no reason for NALUPAC to doubt the veracity
of the information.

The information given to us by the Commission leads us to believe that the Mattingly
!p> campaign deposited the contribution for the primary campaign debt and rolled it over into

the general campaign. Since the Mattingly campaign had complete command of the facts
in this case, it should have notified NALUPAC of the situation and refunded NALUPAC's
contribution. If there was, in fact, no primary debt, we would appreciate the assistance
of the Commission in recovering these funds from the Mattingly campaign committee.

-- NALU is desirous of resolving this matter and hereby requests an opportunity to pursue
this matter through conciliation. As our records indicate, the contribution was intended
to help retire a primary campaign debt (a fairly common practice here in Washington).
Under no circumstances did NALUPAC intend to breach the applicable campaign
contribution limits.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this matter. If I can be of further
assistance to the Commission in this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Mchael LKrley-Vice President

Government Affairs

MLK:les

Enclosures

cc: Bruce C. Hendrickson, CLU, ChFC, Chairman, NALUPAC
H. James Douds, Senior Vice President & General Counsel, NALU
Judith A. Chalukoff, Director, NALUPAC
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IU 2989

NAM O IP s Michael L. Kerley

ADnlinS 1922 F Street, NW

Washington, DC 20006-4387

?ZLM NOM 2'72/33 1 -A,22

The above-nawe, individual is he:eby designted as z&-

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf befoce

the Commission.

S ignatur
July 26, 1990

Date

335 UDIT' S X lAM:

ADDS:

Bruce C. Hendrickson

National Association of Life Underwriters

Political Action Committee -

1922 F Street, NW, Washington, DC 20006-4387

202/331-6004
NOW1 PUOW,susr Nimam
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(Summery Pgp)

1. fNme of Commiee (in Full)I
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Political Action Cammittee
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1922 F Street, NW

City. State and ZIP Code
Washinton, DC 20006

C Check if address is different than previoudy reported.
2. FEC Identifcation Numoer

Z00005249
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lte)

SUMMARY

L Covering Period 10-16-86 T 11-24-86
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* 7. Totl Diuksme.. (from Lim 23).........................
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83,340.80 S 876,200.43

$265,268.74 $1,102,943.74

S121,680. 0 I 959,355.00
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9. Debts and Oligations Owed TO the Committeej -(Itemie al1 an Slhek C wr Smkoue D) ........... S -0-........
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All pieviev mie oief FEC FORM 3eni FIC FORM 2aw* .bism en eWuN 0 "olM be "".
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Q0bnuarv 31 Year End Report

o Aby 31 Mid Yer Report (No.election Year Only)

o Monthly Report for
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election on in the State of
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' Termination Report
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National Association of Life Underwriters Political Action Committee

A. Full Nume. Mailihn Addftm and ZIP Cede Purpoe of Oeabuw.nt Dte tmonth. Amont of E.cPc

Coble For Congress Howard Coble day. vow) D".wmeIt Th-i P,eriod
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Box 5252 A 500.00 MS-3
Meridian, MS 39302 10-24-86 S 500.00
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Pittsburgh, PA 15220 ov i:Wo, . O0t581$000

a other ,( ,efv1: 1986 0-2S-86 $500.00
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o Oth ,Ispec,, 1986

I. Ful Name. Mail ,q Addren a ZW Cod Pu,"W of Otoswbu t Date (month. Amo ,nt of Eec?
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N&IAW OnalITE Asosonitinf
N ational Association o Life Underwriters Political Action Committee

A. P" Meio. Mlsh. Addhm o" ZIP Coda ll

Joe Sevario For Congress Cmte
208 E. Railroad, #8
Gonzales, LA 70737

Purse of Oabursemrent
Joe Sevario LA-8

.ino00.oQ
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nOffer 40000y 1986
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Pupos of Disbur"Onont

Ken Kramer CO-SEN

Othe Ispecif, I Q2 R0

Doe Imonth.
ay. Ve,)

9-18-86
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Davis For Congress
Box 2397
Joliet, IL 60434
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REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND DISSURSEMENTS

For a Politied Cewmmtu Other Tbn an Authorked Commtts

(ufew Pep)

1. Name of Commmee (in Full)

National Association of Life Underwriters
Political Action Comnittee

Adrs (Numb. end ret)

1922 "F" Street, NW

CO. One and ZIP Cioda

Washington, DC 20006

0 Check if *Wress is different thert Previously i

2. FEC Identifiocetion Nundw

C00005249

4. TYPI
(a) Q

0

0

0

C:
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mittee during this Reporting Period on. 4b) b

SUMMARY
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6) Cush on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Peri ...............
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I

I I

Calumn A
Thie Peiod

ColumnCaedrYiw.Oa
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fte of Commtm tin Pull)

National Association of Life Underwriters Political Action Committee

A. Full owdme. ailing; AddV@ mi ZP Cefe PurDOW of Dsburument Wet lmonth. Amout of Each
Bill Nelson FL 11 d.vy,) Oswmen- ThisPwo

Bill Nelson Campaign Committee $250.00
444 N. Capitol #711 0osbum, fo, o0 ..
Washington, DC 20001 OOler("efyl198 2-19-86 250.00
8. Full Nme. Mleda Adr end ZIP Cede Puros of Disbursement Dote (month. Amount of Each

Friends of Mattingly Committee Mack Mattingly 00 I s
Box GA SEN $150.00

Atlanta 30301Disbu, mIfor 3J mrv G@MrglV tBon198 30301 l r,ve 1986 2-20-86 150.00

C. Full Na". M"q Aidem w, ZW Cae Purmse of D 0iburement Wt, ,month. Amount of Eac
Citizens for Cardiss Collins Cardiss Collins ev. iV urmentTh,sPeriod

210 7th St. SE #1984C IL 7 $2000.00
-j Washington, DC 20003 Dwmnntforw Pmr Orenis

r- 0e ism , 1986 2-21-86 2000.00
D. Full N me. Mede Addrm end ZP Co Puro of Dioeburiment Dote £monh. Am un of Euh

Alan J. Dixon for Senate Corn- Alan J. Dixon IL SEN d., I ment-This,,er
mittee - 245 2nd St. NE $5000.00
Washington, DC 20002 im"Ifr,, 1,e 3

_ N OtmO hmsv): 1986 2-21-86 5000.00
I E. FwN Neie. U " Aedmn and ZIP Coo, P W Of Dt m,,n " O~w fmovt. AnAmount of Eac

Manton for Congress Thomas J. Manton NY9 ft.Yea OIsbmmnw.t-This lriod

46-12 Queens Blvd. #210A $1000 On
Sunnyside, NY 11104 Difrtwmei-ntfor: kPremer OGnee

_ __ OO. (1,rspecify) 1986 2-21-86 1000.00
F. FU Neow. Meil Add em and ZIP Cfe dee of 0ibum,,tn Dn tW.t Amount of Each

Carroll Hubbard for Congress Carroll Hubbard KY 1 ,.w Im Thisoo

Committee - Box 562 $1000.00
Paducah, KY 42002 Obitrmm-tfor: !?Vmrv OGen.el

_ __o Other (specifv)- 1 9 8 6  2-21-86 1000.00
G. Pull .am. Ma ig Adds ed ' 'Cede PUro, of Osburfs, ,n, Date (m.onth. Amount of Each

Larry Smith for Congress Corn- Larry Smith FL 16 da. ea DomwtThisProo
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SCHEDULE B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS
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MIS SONIn 09hOW1015 I for inch
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Mom Of Comhw (i F%0 I i'

National Association of Life Underwriters Political Action Committee

A. P N NO I bM - W Pwn of OXuC,. Mm ofb .Imw A m,, o, of .%

Lujan Boosters Club Manuel Lujan NM 1
Box 2153Aluqe1u53 M870 Owwmt fo: )b, pw o ..o,
Albuquerque, NM 87103 aibute~ OGw 1.1984 10-5-83 250.00

."e tmnM. mg m A .,ood , Ca&,sto of 4.wme: Dan 4~nt?. ,flou,,t of Each

Committee To Reelect Marge Marge Roukema NJ 5 .W Ot.t Th ft vd

Roukerna - Box 625 $500.00

Ridgewood. NJ 07451 Ot or: 10p,,vwv 00e.
oow meft):1984 10-5-8 500.00

C. F ,rmh, Av a ZP Cab f,,m, of Ouwbw , nt... I,. Omo of Eah

Friends of Mattingly Comnitte e Mack Mattingly d..vw) odW11, n.d
Box 2997 GA SEN $1000.00
Washington, DC 20013 obmvwt f : 10 1% iom

o__ Other wsins :198 6  10-5-8 1000.00
0. A N.w. Msikq Mt., - Z Cod Pft= of Ciwium,. . am E,",nh. Af,.ont of Each
Coughlin for Congress Com- Lawrence Coughlin ,., , w
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Richard K. Whitehead, Jr.
1216 Zonolite Road, NX
Atlanta, Georgia 30306

July 26, 1990

Office of John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463 CD

ATTENTION: Ms. Elizabeth Campbell REF: MUR 2989

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Per our telephone conversation regarding this matter, enclosed is a copy of my..
check book stubs showing that on May 29, 1985 I did write a check to "Georgiar4
Tribute to the President" for $2,500.00. I can probably dig through and find' _S
the actual canceled check but this may be sufficient for your needs.

Also enclosed is a copy of the Program for the evening. The event was a $500.00
per person affair and I took with me my wife, and three sons to see President
Reagan in person, get a picture, etc.

I certainly had no idea that this would constitute an infraction of Federal Law
nor apparently the *Georgia Tribute to the President" aware of sam.

I have not listed a Designated Counsel as I would rather hope that being a plain
citizen, unaware of this particular law, seeking no favors from elected
officials, basically inactive in political affairs except voting, and the above
mentioned scenario that the case would be dropped. If however, I need to get
Counsel I shall and will let you know.

I will await your advice in this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard K. Whitehead,1r.

file copy --

- --
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NO -



2679

O •~a - -- " -
09 SALUC

AMUN THISCHEC

&r

C

C.

"A&MUl Jg

NO 2680

1.,

.A...T --

PFOR

Omp9.

"POSI1T

mftAm

E1"IT

OfPO5I1

DIPOST

2681

IOU

-4---

iALAO$Ct

I

I

mwmAU

a!

JARUT"*S CH[Cl

WTI

Ar

W



p



U

Georgia Tribute To The President

President Ronald Reagan
United States Senator Mack Mattingly

Waverly Hotel
Atlanta, Georgia

C C I £. £66 ~
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MACK MATTINGLY
United States Senate

June 5, 1985

Dear Friends:

I'm delighted that you coul join
President Reagan to Atlanta.

This very special Tribute is truly
my Senate Career. Your show of
pride and encouragenicit for our
ward to continuing to.rve m t in

nic ttxlav and welcolne

,C of" the highlights of
sti1ort gives inc great
198( cffort. I look for-
WVashing, ml.

We have planned an excitinig ccninig of eutcrtainnict for
you and The President. I know vo, will cnjoy every
minute of it.

Thank you again and best wishes,

Sincerely,

Mack Mattingly
United States Senator

PR()GRASI

Master of Ceremonies
Paul Coverdell

Chairman, Georgia Republican State Party

Welcome and int roduct ion ............ Paul Coverdell

Introduction of
Senator Mack Mattingly .............. Paul

Introduction of
President Ronald Reagan ...... Senator Mack

Coverdell

IMattingly

ENTERTA INM ENT

North Side I ligh Schel

Spirit of Atlanta



TRIBUTE EXECUTIVE ('CAIRMAN
Carl Knobhck, Jr.

TRIBUTE EXECUTIVE CO- II AI R M EN

Paul Covcrdcll
Sara M(x)rc

CO-CIIAIRY1iN

Fred Alias l)(ug I howard

Stanley F. Birch, Jr. A. Andersm I lucr
James H. Blanchard Richard Jackson
James Caswell, Jr. Liz Klcnannll
Mitt Conncrlv ('harles ,I. (hddv) Legcr
Fred Crx)pcr I $crwd ldcrxn, Nll)

Jay Crouse Mr. & Mrs. ,]ar'iulcvisoti

Dr. Lloyd Darby \Villii 1 l,)rd
Archie H. Davis ('harics I). Millc

Mrs. Robert (Jean) Fcrst (111V N1iincr
lliam A. Fickling, Jr. Earl l'atmn,.Jr.
llam W. Gaston Eric Phillips

Johnny Grcsham .\icc I',itc'int
Joe Hamiltm .1toc Rt)gcrs.Jr.

Joe Hatfield Edward .1. Rut kowski
Richard L. Ilcffncr Earl Smith

Lee lenklc Lillian Wctl
Virgil Iiinsjn T)mi \'lOS

John A. Williamis

U

I IOSTS

Stephen A. Abrams Lynn Ii. Johnston
Charles Ackerman Betty Jones
M. C. Anderson Max L. Kunianski
Oliver Bateman Martell Layfield, Jr.
G. Norman Bishop Ron Levanthal
John A. B)land, Jr. I)avid Liggett
Senator lieskew Brantly ("lay (7. Long
Mrs. James (l)ot) Btrns ("huris A. l,.)tz, jr.
Ms. ,,ycc Carler rotn iL)wc

Sai 0(oate (corge E. Luce
I1. I)Wlght ('avanagh, MI) Nr. j. Lcmuard Nwrgan, Jr.
Jack Coffcr )ave Parrish
Claude C(x)k Carl Patrick

JoDhn Corse Rol)Crt Rcdfcarn
I r. & M rs. (;c irgc Folt ai uc W. klam()nl Shcpar(d

Mrs. Frank ((Carol) (]KxIhnlall Frank Strickland

I liramn E. (rcer Eugcnc Stokcy

Mrs. Jean Ifails, ('E() J)hn Stuckcy

L. S. lartzog Polard Turman

.Johnny Isaksm (laitc Williams, jr.

A. Jalil Stancil (). Wise
Barnctt W(xxrtiff

V.LSL...Lz~ £ (
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The "Georgia Tribute to the President" wishecs to
thank the following businesses who have helped to make
this evening a success

Wav'crly Hotel
Alpha Graphics Print-shop
North Side High School

Spirit of Atlanta
MCI Digital Information

Lanier Business Products
Georgia Republican Party

Southern Bell/A T & T
Cov'erdell Insurance Group

Norrell Services, Inc.
Hertz Car Rental

Reserve Car Rental
Jimmy I arris Trio
The Flower Lady

Special Thanks to Our Volunteer Staff



PETER S. KNOX. JR.
THOMSON. GEORGIA 30824

404/595-2719 (Oi'cE) 404/595.1907 (Howr)
203 MAIN ST. July 25, 1990 ROUTE 3. BOX 312

Yr. John W. McGarry :
Vice C7hai r,,
Federal Election ComissionWashingt on, D. C. Z -C

AiT: Jeffrey Lrg ,." >FJR 2989

z-!zabeth Ca--ceK .
e ntikere n:-

1,is responds o yours of July 1,1990, regarxdirg Z-ssil-
violation of 2 U.S.. 41a)(i><A' , f t, the Federal Elect.on
Campaign Act of 1971. -

I can only plead ignorance and/or L.proper allocation of "
contribution by the "Friends of Mattingly".

I admit any liability I am due. I do not want to incur -2
CO additional expense of retaining counsel. Under the circumstances

I plead your consideration of the following:

1. Our objective was to encourage the developiment of a two r 4 '
party system in Georgia, to counterbalance the century

U" old dominance of the Democratic Party, many of whose mm -
bers in Georgia, philosophically, are as conservative, or
more so, than the typical Republican nationwide.

2. Business-wise we operate as a family partnership, Knox LTD.,
with my two sons, Peter Knox,III and Boone A. Knox and ry-
self as the general partners. In addition there are twenty
or more family member limited partners, consisting of spouses,
children, grandchildren, and now great gSarchildren (in-
creasing annually). My wife, Mary A. Knox and I act in
unison, file joint tax returnis, etc. In net effect rrw con-
tribution was in behalf of all the family, of which I am
the senior member.

If you will give consideration to these factors the amount
contributed will break down to only $400 per person, for the four
couples, - our two sons, daughter, their spouses, wife, and I. I
could easily and justifiedly have allocated the contribution in
this rnner. Similarly Mr. Mattingly or his "friends", knowing
better than I of the limitation, could have alerted me to possible
consquences and could have reported the contribution, allocated as
above.

If you can't or won't consider these circumstances along with



0 0
Federal Election Commission
July 25,1990
Page 2

,, intent to "do good", for the body politic with no personal
cr family favor or benefit sought, just let me know Ur penalty
for ignorance and/or misapplication.

Very truly yours,

PSKJr: pm eter S'. Knox,Jr. 6'

DSorn to and subscribed in rrw presence this 27th day of July
1990.

Dty comission expires to/



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(;ION I)(" 204b

July 31, 1990

Colleen C. McAndrews
Simmons & McAndrews
Attorneys and Counselors at Law
1441 Fourth Street
Santa Monica, California 90401

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Ms. McAndrews:

This is in response to your letter dated July 27, 1990,
which we received on July 30, 1990, requesting an extension
to respond to MUR 2989. After considering the circumstances
presented in your letter, I have granted the requested

Ole extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on August 27, 1990.IT

If you have any questions, please contact Jeff Long, the

staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

rvl Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George r.Rishel
Assistant General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING TON D ( 20461

I R 
August 1e 1990

John E. DeWald
Assistant General Counsel
Law Department
The Prudential Insurance Company of America
751 Broad Street
Newark, N.J. 07102-3777

RE: MUR 2989
Prudential insurance Company
of America Federal PAC and
Milan E. Johnson, as treasurer

Lf) Dear Mr. DeWald:

This is in response to your letter dated July 31, 1990,
which we received on July 31, 1990, requesting an extension of
20 days until August 24, 1990 to respond. After considering the
circumstances presented in your letter, I have granted the
requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the
close of business on August 24, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George ihel.
Assistant General Counsel
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Textron Inc. 40 Westminster Street
Providence, R 1 02903
401 !421-2800

July 27, 1990

VIA TELECOPIER
202-376-5280

Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Elizabeth Campbell

RE: MUR 2989

Textron Inc. PAC and Gary E.
Atwell as Treasurer

I am responding on behalf of both Textron Inc. Political
Action Committee and Gary E. Atwell as Treasurer, to your letter
of July 10, 1990, received July 13, 1990, concerning the above.
Textron Inc. Political Action Committee admits that during the
period September 29, 1983 through June 3, 1986 it made
contributions to Friends of Mattingly Committee, for Mack
Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate, in the total amount
of $8,500. These contributions were mistakenly all designated
as being for the general election.

This designation was a clerical mistake which escaped our
attention. It was the intent of the Textron Inc. Political
Action Committee to contribute $5,000 to Mr. Mattingly's primary
election campaign, and to contribute $3,500 to his general
election campaign. We would be pleased to submit amendments to
the reports of the contributions to Mr. Mattingly, reflecting
that correction.

Accordingly, the Textron Inc. Political Action Committee
and Gary E. Atwell request pre-probable cause conciliation, and
a finding that the clerical error explained above does not
represent a violation of 2 U.S.C. §441a(a). This request shall
not constitute a waiver of any legal defenses which may
otherwise be available.

-'I

o

A987/FTLK.DLY



Federal Election Commission
July 27, 1990
Page 2

Please advise us if there is any further information you
would like us to provide.

Very truly yours,

Thomas L. Kraig,
Group Counsel

A987/FTLK. DLY
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9 2989

HM OF Coa- 8EL&

ADREMS

Thomas L. Kraig, Jr.

Textron Inc.

40 Westminster Street

Providence, R.I. 02903

TNLWBEM: 401-457-2401

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized tonreceive any notifications and othec

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

TEXTRON INC. POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE

Date.
July 27, 1990

RESPONDINT S MANE:

ADDRESS:

S-ignatuf* Assistant Treurer

Textron Inc. Political Action Committee

40 Westminster Street

Providence, RI 02903

HOWE PIOI:X

BUS111 PON: 401-421-2800

LI)n

qql



MM 2989

NAME OF COE8W.

ADDRESS I

TILEON3M:

Thomas L. Kraig, Jr.

Textron Inc.

40 Westminster Street

Providence, R.I. 02903

(401)457-2401

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and othec

communications from the Commission and to act 'On my behalf before

the Commission.

July 31, 1990Date

RZSPONDENT S HAIM:

ADDS:

S ignat

Gary E. Atwell

133 Indian Cave Road

Ridgefield, CT 06877

RUS pEoNE
(401)457-2480

ir

ni

000'Op14cli

Sw Or DESIQtATfO Of _A'S_ .
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01:". e t Wc~rY, Vice Chai rmran
-'le tion Comission

oigton, D.C. 20463
-: Si r-

I received your letter (RE: MUR 2989) dated July 20, yes terday,
notifying me that you have reason to believe I violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971. This is my response as requested:

The contribution referred to of 3/13/86 was to be equally divided
between lt Primary and the General Election and was to be
AttrIbitd .half to my wife, Loretta W. Darby, and half to myself,
Lloyd H.0a rby, III. This was so affirmed at the time of the

rigs .4I'. " retiffrmed when the campaign committee requ et
do in 988 4 . I believe this was in response to your, p? j

~Z2~e f tim t, hope :h last time t at the co 'ibuV$4too *, : -P xr:"y., ...-a,

~ *~en te Prmar and e.a lectionv1rt i
r . h, I-.alf twbe: -and hal - f tme.

~w~e to~ee he ig~resyou report in your Factual&~
.2.57 should be attributed to my wife fOr t" .

-.:- nry-and *.-5 should be attributed to her for the Gone r'*I-
Vi,.t1ui-in.' Similarly, those., same figures should be attributod - - "

. th Pripiary and General Election.

Ai, ydo can see, neither my wife nor I exceeded the legal limit-, 'ora
... paign contribution to Senator Mattingly's 1986 election effort
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JOSEPH A. CALIFANO. JR.
PHILIP W. 8UCHEN
HARRY K. SCH4WARTZ
0. NILE SELL
FENTON J. BURKE
ALAN WM. WOLVFr
FELIX 9. LAUGNUW
CMARLES A. SEVERS, III
DAVIO 04. BROCKWAY"
LAWRENCE t. O'SRIEN, III
W. CLARK McrADOEN. 11
GERALD M. ROS1SMERG
HAMILTON P. FOX. III
JACK M. FEDER

JOMHN J. SALMON

Or COUNSEL
FREOERIC J, TR LOW

.AO AI [ED INV ON.L

R. MICHAEl
LARRY M I
MICHAEL H
MYLES V. L
JOSEPH K.

DcwcY, BALLANTINE, BUSHSY, PALMER & WooD

1775 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W.

WASHINGTON, D.C. O00o

L GADGAW TiLpROwE: iaoZiO a2-IOO
EMtOW TELECOPIER" (2021862 093
. STEIN
YNK TE..Vx: e99o70
DOWLEY CASLt ALL Orrics: DwSAw

KCVIN 6. McAMANY
THOMAS R. HOWELL

LORRAINE SOSTOWSKI
J. GOODWIN BENNETT
MAT? E. EGGER
ALICIA M. KERSHAW
14ARTHA J. TALLEV
OAVID C. GARLOCK
wOWARD J ROSENSTOCR

July 31, 1990

340 BROADWAY, NEW RK. OW.y 000S
101 PARK AVCNU. New OR%.N.y. 10170

tELEPHONr t IlI) ORO- I100
TELEX: 918010 OR 1453s

TELECOPIER 4 I I I3 Io-t403

333 SOUTH 4OE STREET
LOS ANGELES. CALIPORlNIA 5-0071

TELEPH4ONE: I& I S1A SP--33)0
'ELECOPIEP &IS. 6110561

$3S5 TOWN CRN#IN WOA

SOCA RATON, Fi-tx*0 33486
-ELEPHO40N1 K0, 19f 01399

TELECOPPEP ,4C)P lei $790

Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn. Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.

Re: MUR 2989
A.L. Williams & Associates PAC
and Jack Smith as treasurer

Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter and the enclosures hereto, including the

affidavits of Jack Smith, Kevin King and Barbara King, constitute

the Response of A.L. Williams & Associates PAC ("ALE PAC") and

Jack Smith as treasurer ("Respondents") to the Notification

Letter dated July 10, 1990, from Federal Election Commission

("FEC" or "Commission") Chairman Lee Ann Elliott, informing them

that the Commission had found reason to believe that they had

violated 2 U.S.C. I 441a(a), a provision of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. § 431 etjsg. (1983)

("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis which formed the

basis for the Commission's finding was enclosed with this letter.

*1~

C

C3

** .



Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
July 31, 1990
Page 2

Chairman Elliott's letter further stated that the

Respondents would have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken against them in this Matter Under Review

("MURN) 2989. For the reasons set forth herein, we urge that no

action be taken against these Respondents.

I. Facts - The Relevant Portion of the Factual and Legal

Analysis Appears to Be In Error

The Commission's analysis is based on 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)

which provides in relevant part that:

"(2) No multicandidate political committee shall make
contributions --

; (A) To any candidate and his authorized political
committees with respect to any election for federal office
which, in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.0

2 U.S.C. I 441a(a)(2)(A) (1983). The Factual and Legal Analysis

states in relevant part:

"A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly [Committee] reveals that A.L. Williams &
Associates PAC made excessive contributions totaling
$5,000 in connection with the 1986 Pimaxy Election in
Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.
Senate." (Emphasis added.)

This statement appears to be incorrect. The Friends of Mattingly

Committee ("the Mattingly Committee") did not report receiving

any contributions from ALW PAC for the primary election in 1986.

Instead, the Mattingly Committee reported receiving two checks

from AIN PAC totaling $10,000 for the gneral election campaign;

one check for $5,000 on October 28, 1986, and one check for

$5,000 on November 1, 1986. Attached at TAB A is a copy of the



Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
July 31, 1990
Page 3

page where these contributions were reported on Schedule A of the

Thirtieth Day Report filed by the Mattingly Committee following

the General Election on November 4, 1986, and covering the period

October 16, 1986, through November 24, 1986. Therefore, the

statement from the Legal and Factual Analysis quoted above may

include a typographical error, and the word, "primary," was

perhaps meant to read, "general." Substituting the word

"general" for "primary" in the fourth line in the sentence quoted

above would make the statement consistent with the Report of the

Mattingly Committee.

Of course, the Mattingly Committee Report itself was in

error when it indicated that AIM PAC had contributed $10,000 to

the Committee' s general election campaign account. AIM PAC

V~. contributed $5,,000 to the Mattingly Committee for the primary

election campaign, and $5,000 for the general election campaign.

C Each contribution was designated in writing on the face of the

check: one for the primary and one for the general election.

Attached at TAB B are copies of the checks. These were the only

contributions ALW PAC made to the Mattingly Committee. Afiai

of Jack Smith, at 1 2. Thus, only one contribution, totaling

$5,000, was made by the ALW PAC to the Mattingly Committee for

the 1986 Georgia Republican primary election. This single

contribution did not exceed the $5,000 limit as set forth in 2

U. S. C. j 441a (a) (2) (A) . See ao2g, 11 C. F. R. § 110. 2(b) (1)

(1990).



Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
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II. ALW PAC Does Not Know Whether its Contribution Exceeded
the Mattingly Committee's Debts Outstanding from the
Primary Election Camoaign

The only other possible explanation for the reference in the

Factual and Legal Analysis to excessive contributions in

connection with the "primary" election would be if the Mattingly

Committee had no debts outstanding from the primary election.

The AL PAC contribution to the Mattingly Committee's primary

account was made after the primary election had taken place. The

Commission has by regulation provided that:

"A contribution designated in writing for a particular
election, but made after that election, shall be made
only to the extent that the contribution does not
exceed net debts outstanding from such election."

11 C.F.R. j lI0.2(b)(3)(i) (1990). Respondents herein have not

been informed by the Commission or by the Mattingly Committee

C that the Mattingly Committee had no net debts outstanding from

its 1986 Georgia Republican primary election campaign, or that

this contribution exceeded the Mattingly Committee's net debts

outstanding from the primary election by $5,000.

In fact, the ALW PAC contribution to the Mattingly Committee

for the primary election was made only after Robert (Bob) Mason,

the Finance Director and an authorized representative of the

Mattingly Committee, told Kevin S. King that the Mattingly

Committee did, in fact, have net debts outstanding from the

primary election. Affidavit of Kevin King, at 11 2, 4. ALW PAC

reasonably relied on these representations. A candidate's
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authorized political committee is responsible for periodically

calculating the amount of its net debts outstanding:

"The treasurer of the candidate's authorized Dolitical
committee shall calculate net debts outstanding in
accordance with 11 C.F.R. 110.1(b)(3)(ii). The amount
of the net debts outstanding shall be adjusted as
additional funds are received and expenditures are
made."

11 C.F.R. § l10.2(b)(3)(ii) (1990). (Emphasis added.) If a

candidate's authorized political committee receives a

contribution after an election which has been designated for that

election but which exceeds the net debts outstanding from that

election, the committee must either refund the contribution or

__ obtain a written redesignation from the contributor. 11 C.F.R. §

l10.2(b)(3)(1990). This was the responsibility of the Mattingly

Committee. If the Nattingly Committee had no net debts

outstanding after the primary campaign, but nonetheless continued
C

to solicit and accept contributions for the primary campaign, it

failed to comply with 11 C.F.R. § 110.2(b)(3) (1990).

III. The Nattingly Committee Failed to Refund the
Contribution to the ALW PAC or Seek a Redesignation
of the Contribution

Where, as here, a contribution designated for a primary

election campaign and received after the primary election does

not exceed the $5,000 contribution limit for a primary election

campaign, only the recipient political committee is in a

position to know whether the contribution exceeds the committee's
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net debts outstanding from the primary campaign.4/ Therefore,

the Commission has properly placed the responsibility of

compliance with 11 C.F.R. § 110.2(b)(3) on the recipient

political committee. The Commission's regulations are clear:

"To the extent that such contribution exceeds net debts
outstanding, the candidate or the candidate's
authorized political committee shall return or deposit
the contribution within ten days from the date of the
treasurer's receipt of the contribution as provided by
11 CFR 103.3(a) and if deposited, then within sixty
days from the date of the treasurer's receipt the
treasurer rof the candidate's authorized Dolitical
committeel shall take the following action, as
appropriate:

"(A) Refund the contribution using a committee check or
draft; or

"(B) Obtain a written redesignation by the contributor for
another election in accordance with 11 CFR 110.2(b)(5)."

11 C.F.R. § 110.2(b)(3) (1990). (Emphasis added.)

Respondents have never been told that the ALW PAC

contribution to the Mattingly Committee designated for the 1986

Georgia primary election exceeded the Mattingly Committee's net

debts outstanding from that election. The General Counsel's

Factual and Legal Analysis does not claim that it did. The

Mattingly Committee has not refunded the contribution to ALW PAC,

or obtained a written redesignation of the contribution.

/ This is to be distinguished from the case where a
contributor makes a contribution to a political committee
that, on its face, exceeds $5,000. In that case, both the
contributor and the recipient are equally able to determine
that the contribution is in violation of the statute,
2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (2) (A).
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IV. Conclusion

To the best of their knowledge, Respondents did not make an

excessive contribution to the Mattingly Committee for the 1986

primary or general election campaign in Georgia. Accordingly, we

request that the General Counsel recommend to the Commission that

no action be taken against these Respondents in this Matter Under

Review.

Respectfully submitted,

Myle Lynk

Enclosures

(N
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Personally picked up by Kevin King
10/31/86

A. 1. WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES
P.A.C.. INC. 1008

3483 SATELLITE BLVD. STE. 210

DULUTH. GEORGIA 30136 October 31 ,986
PAYTOTHE Friends of Mattingly -------- IORDER OF. , $ 5000.00

- Five thousand and no/100ths .........j 
_DOLLARS

THE BRAND BANKING COMPANY
81$19vI SYST0& SNELLVILLE, GA.Foot Primary -- - ,

&:O 3 O 7 ?: 10 'tO 276u" OO8

'",,"A. L. WILLAMS a ASSOCIATES
PAC.., INC. 10093463 SATELLITE BLVD. STE. 210

DULUTH. GEORGIA 30136 October 31 86
C1,t TOWTN Friends of Mattingly 5000.00

1'iFive thousand and no/100ths ---------------------
I DOLLARS

THE BRANDBANKING COMPANYI MCIA694 F90CRAL
*E5l=.vg S,,YSC SNELLVILLE, GA.

FOR General Election

0o1:OG 1 10 3 2 ?iQ: 10 QOO 27?,1"' oo0



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COIDIISS ION, WASHINGTON, D. C.

STATE OF GEORGIA )
)ss.

COUNTY OF GWINNETT )IN RE: MUR 2989

AFFIDAVIT OF KEVIN S. KING

Now comes your deponent who, being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1.

('4 my name is Kevin S. King and I reside at 590 Widgeon Lane,

N Atlanta, Georgia. I am and was in 1986 Vice President and

General Counsel of Management Financial Services, Inc., formerly

named A. L. Williams & Associates, Inc.

2.

To the best of my recollection, in approximately or just

before September of 1986, I had a discussion with Bob Mason,

C Finance Director of the Friends of Mattingly Committee

("Mattingly Committee"), concerning the purchase of $2500

tickets by pairs of contributors to the October 8. 1986 rally at

the Omni in Atlanta, Georgia that was sponsored by the Georgia

Republican Party for the Mattingly Committee and others. During

that conversation, Bob Mason told me that the Mattingly

Committee had outstanding debts from the primary election

campaign.

3.

In late October of 1986, a Mattingly Committee official who,

to the best of my recollection, was Bob Mason, asked me for a



* 0
contribution from the A. L. Williams & Associates Political

Committee ("ALWPAC") to the Mattingly Committee.

4.

It was my firm understanding in late October 1986 that the

Mattingly Committee had outstanding primary debts. This

understanding was based on my conversations with Bob Mason and

other officials of the Mattingly Committee.

5.

I was aware of the $5,000 per election limit on

contributions from multicandiate committees such as ALWPAC to

political committees such as the Mattingly Committee. I

therefore asked Jack Smith, Treasurer of ALWPAC, to make a $5000

ALWPAC contribution to the Mattingly Committee for the primary

election and a $5000 ALWPAC contribution to the Mattingly

Committee for the general election. It was my understanding

that these contributions were permitted by law.

"K7 6.

I was never informed by any Mattingly Committee official

that these contributions were excessive or otherwise improper.

Further your deponent sayeth not.

Ke'V. King- /

Subscribed and sworn to before me.

on this 5k- day of July, 1990.

Rotary Public
Notary Pubfic, Gwmnt Cut ;u-ty, 7

Mv Commission expires: My Commission Expires Nov 23. 19Q(
- -- v

r
....

P

_ _ .................. L-- .....



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION, WASHINGTON, D.C.

STATE OF GEORGIA )
)ss.

COUNTY OF GWINNETT ) IN RE: MUR 2989

AFFIDAVIT OF BARBARA T. KING

Now comes your deponent who, being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1.

My name is Barbara T. King and I reside at 1819 Kanawha

Trail, Stone Mountain, Georgia. I was on the Board of Directors

-_ of A. L. Williams & Associates, Inc. in 1986. I am now a

f consultant to the A. L. Williams Corporation.

2.

C
I understand that Jack Smith thinks he may have had a

conversation with me in 1986 concerning contributions to be made

by the A. L. Williams & Associates Political Action Committee

("ALWPAC") to the Friends of Mattingly Committee ("Mattingly

Committee").

3.

To the best of my recollection, I did not have any

discussions with Jack Smith concerning contributions to be made

by ALWPAC to the Mattingly Committee. To the best of my

recollection, I did not have any involvement with the affairs of

ALWPAC.



Further your deponent sayeth not.

Subscribed ad sworn to before me
on this 2' day of July, 1990.

4Aotary Public

My Commission expires:
Notary Pubic Gw.-nett C,_nty, Gcxgri
My Commission E.pires Nov. 23, 1990

I 1'



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION, WASHINGTON, D.C.

STATE OF GEORGIA )
)ss.

COUNTY OF GWINNETT ) IN RE: MUR 2989

AFFIDAVIT OF JACK SMITH

low comes your deponent who, being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1.

My name is Jack Smith and I reside at 1658 Temple Johnson

Road, Loganville, Georgia. I am now and was in 1986 Executive

Vice President and Treasurer of Management Financial Services,

Inc., formerly named A. L. Williams & Associates, Inc. I was

treasurer of the A. L. Williams & Associates Political Action

Committee ("ALWPAC") until this separate segregated fund was

terminated.

2.

Attached to this Affidavit are copies of two ALWPAC

contribution checks signed by me, each dated October 31, 1986

and payable to Friends of Mattingly. One check is designated in

writing on its face for "Primary" and the other check is

designated in writing on its face for "General Election." These

were the only contributions that ALWPAC made to the Mattingly

Committee.



I do not now recall, almost four years after these checks

were issued, many of the specific details surrounding their

issuance. To the best of my recollection, these contributions

were made at Kevin King's request. I think that I may have had

a discussion with Kevin King and Barbara King regarding the

contributions, and specifically the primary contribution check,

but I do not recall the substance of that discussion or with

whom I had it. To the best of my recollection, I relied on

Kevin King to determine whether the contributions that ALWPAC

was asked by political committees to make were permissible.

4.

After the above mentioned contributions were made, the

Mattingly Committee never contacted me nor, to the best of my

knowledge, anyone else associated with A. L. Williams &

Associates, Inc. or ALWPAC concerning the contributions, never

*r informed me that the contribution for the primary election

exceeded the Mattingly Committee's net debts outstanding from

that campaign, and never returned or attempted to return either

or both of the contributions.

Further your deponent sayeth not

Jick Smith

Subscribed and sworn to before me
on this day of July, 1990.

Nobtarylic
Notary Pubhc, Gwinnett County, GeorgiaMy Commission expires: M. Cms, Einres Nov. 23,1990
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NUN 2q89 Myles V. Lynk, Esq.
Gerald M. Rosberg, Esq.

MR=mOr COUNSEL: Andrew W. Kentz. Esa.

ADDRESS: Dewey. Ballantine

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW

Washington. D.C. 20006

TELEPHONE: (202) 862-1086

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

July 30, 1990 if :
Date Si ature

RESPONDENT'8 NME: A.L. Williams & Associates PAC

and Jack Smith. as Treasurer

ADDRE88: 3483 Satellite Boulevard, Suite 210

Duluth, GA 30136

HON PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE: (404) 4 7 6 - 58 3 7

=LM
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NUN 2989

NOF 01 COIEL: Nancy Wiagins-Lester. Esa.

ADDUNS8: s_ _ __.

3100 Breckinridge Boulevard

TELEPHONE:

Buildina 1200

Duluth. Georgia 30316

(404) 564-6119

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission. II

July 30, 1990
Date

REIPUD '8 NAM: A.L. Williams & Associates PAC

and Jack Smith. as Treasurer

gqnature

ADDUE88: 3483 Satellite Boulevard, Suite 210

Duluth, GA 30136

HON PHONE:

BU8XN88 PHO: (404) 4537
( 4 0 4 ) 
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HAZLEHURST, GEORGIA 31539 P.O. BOX 806

C-) *

July 28, 1990

Mr. Jeffery Long u
Federal Election Commission-
Washington, D.C. 20463 -

RE: MUR 2989
Cook and Company

C:) Dear Mr. Long:

This will acknowledge your letter of July 20,1990 and con-
firm our phone conversation of July 25,1990.

Cook and Company is a family owned partnership (not incorpor-
ated) owned by myself and my three children, C.P. Cook, Jr.
age 47, Saralyn Cook Sears age 45, and Carolyn Cook Trowell
age 43. I am 73 years old and managing partner of Cook and
Company since its creation in 1945. My children and I
regularly withdraw funds from the partnership for personal
use and other purposes.

We desired to obtain 6 tickets, at $1,000 each, for 6 couples
C" to attend the VIP reception with the President prior to the

main event (see enclosed). I contacted the Mattingly Atlanta
Headquarters via phone and was told that three partners of
our company could contribute $2,000 each to cover $1,000 for
the Primary and $1,000 for the General Election or make
the $2,000 gift on behalf of contributor and spouse.
Attached is a copy of our checks and a letter of certifica-
tion from our Bank dated July 26,1990. This was the extent
and total of our contributions to Senator Mattingly's Cam-
paign. If you have any further question, you may contact
me at 912-375-2595 after August 20, 1990.

Sincerely,

Claude P. Cook



BANK OF HAZLEHURST
O oUT TALLAHASIHE NTRIJT

HA ZLziusT. OKORGiA 31539

July 26, 1990

Mr. Jeffery Long
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Long:

This letter is to certify that the enclosed photo-
static copies are duplicates of the original checks issued
by Cook & Company.

This certification follows physical inspection of
the original checks.

Sincerely yours,

W. Luther Taylor
President

Enclosures

WLT:nhr
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John E. MWid, CLU, FLMI
Assistant General Counsel
Law Department

The Prudential Insurance Company of Ar erica %D
751 Broad Street. Newark. NJ 07102 3177 4=
201 802.8940 Fax 20'1 802.88C,

G')

July 31, 1990

c-n

VIA: F&CIMILZ

Hon. Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.c. 20463

ATTN: BLIZABETE CAMPBELL
JEFFRBY LONG

W

C,

C-

f% -

Re: MUR 2989
THU PRUDZUTIAL IURANN CG OF AUMICA
FZDDRAL PAC AND MILAN 3. JOIImOm as TMASURR

Dear Chairman Elliott:

This letter will formally confirm, in writing, my telephone
request to Jeffrey Long for an extension of 20 days within which to
reply to your letter of July 10, 1990 addressed to Milan E. Johnson
on the referenced matter which by its terms requested submission of
materials within 15 days of his receipt of that letter, which
occurred on July 20, 1990.

In investigating our files to form a substantive response as
indicated in my acknowledgement letter of July 23, 1990, it has
developed that certain files are apparently stored of f site and
will require several days to access and search.

Also, since the activities referred to in your letter appear
to go back several years, it is developing that we are experiencing
difficulty in locating other records on site as well.

Since it appears by my computation that your request for a
response within 15 days of receipt would have required a reply by
August 6 as the first business day after Saturday, August 4, please
accept this letter as my formal request for an extension of
response time to 20 days from August 4 or Friday, August 24, 1990.

Thank you very much for your consideration of this request.

If there are any questions or problems, please feel free to
contact me promptly at this office.

S~c6 r 7/~L

70

OO 4) -.! 0 T Ice 7 00S ,14 TO* FLo!
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Thank you very much.

Very truly yours,

John E. DeWald
Assistant General Counsel

JED/vdm
Info. cc: Milan E. Johnson

Executive V.P.

Richard E. Meade, Esq.
V.P. & Assistant General Counsel

Lr.

C-
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The Pruoential Insurance Comoanv o? America
751 Broso Street. Newarx NJ 07'02-37?7
Z01 802-8940 Fax 201 802-8180

July 23, 1990

VIA: FACSIMILE

Hon. Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

ATTENTION: Elizabeth Campbell
and J*f1 fPfyZWj

Re: MUR 2989
TB PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY 0 AMERICA
FEDERAL PAC AND MILAN 2. JOHNSON AS TREASURER

Dear Chairman Elliott:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter dated July 10,
1990 and received July 20, 1990 on the referenced matter.

I enclose an executed Statement of Designation of Counsel.

Please be advised that I have been informed that the relevant
files are being researched to respond to the findings asserted in
your letter.

I will contact your office as soon as I have had the
opportunity to review the results of this search.

In the meantime, please feel free to contact me if there are
any further questions on this matter.

Thank you very much.

Very truly yours,

/,John E. DeWald
-JAssistant General Counsel

JED/vdm
Enclosure



ETAREHM= OpF AM1?

2989

NAM O John E. DeWald, Esq.

751 Broad Street, 13-Plaza

Newark, NJ 07101-3777

-II S201' 802-8940

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and othec

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Comission.

iA2&~&w~
Mgnacure

miS DS WADE:
ADorS:

The Prudential Insurance
CompAny of America
Federal PAC, 1tU.an E. Johnson, Treasurer

751 Broad Street, 3-Plaza

Newark, NJ 07101-3777

BUSrS PUOE (21 a02-M12
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HUNTER. MACLEAN. EXLEY & DUNN. P.C.

MA0.1r)LM R MACLEA.
WM MAttI E EXLEY 10

H MITCHELL DUNN

JOHN M HEWSON

MA'ry M SILVERS jli

ARNOLD C YOUNG

W BROOKS STtLL*E.L 0,

P .AIJNOERS ALDOIDGE Il'

ROBEtRT S GLENN Rl

LEE # MU40ELL

ANRYPEIII I ERNS5

ROLAN WILL'AMS

DON L 'TERS

LEONARC - PANZ -'&

MOLLY M .4OWAR:

,ONA' .AN 0 S0RA-E
-

jOSEPW Q ROSS GA & .
HAPOLC 8 *ELL N

WAyNE S RACZ

WADE W H ,RRING II
TIH$ER Or POINAR iGA • LA)

K RUSSELL SIMPSON

'.EODOr T CARELLAS

ANNE C MARSCHER (GA a SC)

FRANCES M CASEY (GA a FL)

MARVIN A FENTRESS

EL'ZABETH P THOMPSON

*ILL AM W GODLOVE

n,1 'GLAS M MULLER (GA I SC,
P A C.1 CLARK

E

16 'OROAN

'k E "EU f (;&A & PA

&R9

Q-N4 ALE1 .;A a sZ

ATTORNEYS AT LAw

POST OFCE BOX 9848
SAVANNAH. GEORGIA

31412-0048

(012) 236-0261

July 30, 1990

NELL C PILLARD
MARK W NICKERSON
EDWIN W KING. JR (GA & SCi
IDEBRA J BROOK

COUNSEL

CABLE ADDRESS ANCAN

TELEX 54-6403

FAX 19121 2364936

MAIN OFFICES

200 EAST ST mqiAN SrREEr
TWRD FLOOR
SAVANNAH GfR'Rt;iA 31401

SOUTNS!Df Crr"(. s

S'J!'E '02
7393 HODGSON MEMORA. DR
SAVANNAH GEORGIA 3"40 6
FAT (912

i
944 3?77

Ms. Eli7abeth Campbell
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR 2986
Andrew Gay Labrot

Dear Ms. Campbell:

In accordance
find the Statement
Labrot designating
proper order.

with our prior conversation enclosed
of Designation of counsel completed
me as his counsel. I trust this

As we discussed on the telephone the $2000.00 check dated
May 15, 1985, was made payable o "Georgia Tribute to the
President". As I stated to you on the telephone Mr. Labrot
thought that this was a fund raising event for the Republican
Party on through the national level in conjunction with the
President. You were to determine whether or not this was in
fact a fund raising event of the Mattingly campaign. I look
forwatd to hearing from youi.

Yours very truly,

John M. Hewson, III

JMH/ j a

CC: Andrew Labrct

1,:CAMPBE/JMH

please
by Mr.
is in
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H.+r JrAn ~~y&Dlll P. C.

vannah. Georqia 31412

TIL ,KMZ:
1912) 236-0261

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to=receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

fc?~
D~h te'

iuo m S NA:

IrM8:

Signature

Andrew G. Labrot

Timberlands Associates

P- 0. ao 1§66

Avmi, Geurais 31402

NO= PUSOa

BUSKIl PNOs: (912) 232-4820

D --- n- Anv QAAR

(91 ?) 236-0261
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John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 2989

John A. Conant

IN Dear Mr. McGarry:

This is in response to your letter of July 20, 1990
regarding campaign contributions by me in 1984 and 1985
to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

it was my understanding at the time the contributions
were made that the limitation on individual

LO contributions to Federal election campaigns was $1,000
r^1 per year. I. therefore, would not have realized that

a 1984 contribution to Senator Mattingly should be
considered when a gift was contemplated in 1985.

I was surprised to find that two $1,000 contributions
were apparently made by me in 1985. 1 have reviewed my
cancelled checks for that year mid find that a con-
tribution of $1,000 was made to the Friends of
Mattingly Campaign Committee on April 8,, 1985 (Trust
Company check #1216), and a $1, 000 contribution to the
Georgia Tribute to President Reagan on May 9, 1985
(Trust Company check #1227). The endorsement on the
back of check #1227 shows that it was deposited to the
Friends of Mattingly General Account. My memory is
that the Georgia Tribute to President Reagan was a
seated dinner for which I bought a table, and invited
friends to join me. I think I assumed that it would
benefit the Republican party of Georgia, and not
Senator Mattingly exclusively, but five years after the
event, I'm not sure what my understanding was at the
time. However, I'm confident that I did not knowingly
violate the campaign limitations as I understood them
to be.



Page 2

It does appear that I am in technical violation of the
contribution limitations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, which I regret. I would like to
settle the matter promptly, and I'll wait to hear from
you as to what action I should take to accomplish this.

sincerely yours,,

John A. Conant

JAC:ggb

enclosure
copies of checks #1216, & #1227

cr)

Ir

Ln
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C. L. PATRICK A
P o.B&J.IG -3 A" If: 5 1 '

COLUMBuS. GEovIA

July 30 1990,

Mr. John W. McGarry, Vice Chairman - .
Federal Election Commission .
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. McGarry: t-O

Reference is made to your letter of July 204: 1990,
regarding contributions to Sen. Mattingly.

Since this goes back from five to seven years, it
took some searching to locate all of the data. Two
of the checks had to be photocopied from the computer
files at the bank.

LI) The facts are these: In June of 1983 my wife and I

gave $1,000 to Sen. Mattingly for his campaign (copy
of check enclosed). In May of 1985, we were invited

C") to a party for President Reagan in Atlanta which cost
$1,000 per couple. I wrote three checks for this
affair, each for $1,000 (copies enclosed). One was
for Ray Crowley and one for his son-in-law, G. D.
Patterson. On June 4, 1985, Mr. Crowley reimbursed
me $2,000 which was deposited to my account (copy of
deposit record enclosed).

I also designated my son, Michael W. Patrick, as a
donor of the other $1,000 check, the authorization
for which is enclosed.

Of course, we were told that the money for the

tribute to the President would go to the Republican
*Party for the General Election as the Primary was

almost non-contested.

I am enclosing the data as stated above. If you have

any further questions, please communicate witw21/me.

Sincerely,

CLP:jp
once
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Frinds of Mattirgly
PO Box 1986 * Atlanta Ge",goa 30301-1986

MACK MATTINGLY

C. L. Patrick
2701 Lynda Lane
Columbus, GA 31906

Dear :r. Patrick:

Thank you for your contribution to the Friends of
Mattiingly campaign fund. The Federal Election Commission
limits the amrount that an individual may contribute to
$1,000.00 for the Primary election and $1,000.00 for the
General election. You have recetly exceeded the $2,000.00
limit and we would like for you to indicate below how you
would like the excess contribution listed.

For your convenience, we have enclosed
self-addressed envelope.

Sincerely,

Donald P. Gammon
Campaign Treasurer

a stamped,

Please list
name, which

Please list

name:

NAME:

ADDRESS:

EMPLOYER:

OCCUPATIO

-A-f-

the excess contribution in my spouses's
is:

the excess ccntr.bution in the following

/'I2' ~r / r~ L

/ • .I - . . . ....2% .. /_4_ _-,.,/2 )_:

~-2 /
( --r L

- I I-

i 7-~ i,~ji
-7

N:

Pa d for b, Frencds o! Mattrlnly

iV

m

_/', e - 0
( --.e --z ZJ 'Tizwt- I

f.t~ I) ° - -
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J. BARNEIr WOODRUFF
P. O. Box 750

Columbus, Georgia 31902

July 31, 1990

Federal Election Comission
Washington, D. C.

Attut Ms Elizabeth Campbell

ret MUR 299
Emily Woodruff

Dear Ms. Campbell,

I just ran across the enclosedp and thought I would send.

This Is a letter reeeived from Friends of Mattingly in Dec. 1988

in which they stated Emily was $ 1050 over.

My two sons, Steve and J B, Jr agreed to have half each

applied towmrds thin. I never hard further. Attached to this letter
from Nbttingl is the social security number and occupation of a

two sons - In case this is needed.

Sincerelyp,

;/ Atty in Fact for Emily Woodruff

cc: Steve B. Woodruff
J B Woodruff, Jr.

, A



FRiENDS o MA"nNGLY
December 1, 1988

Ms. Emily Woodruff
1941 Stark Avenue
Columbus# Georgia 31906

5ear Ms. Woodrufft

During the 1986 Senate Campaign we contacted you concerning
your exceeding the contribution limitation. At that time you
indicated how you wanted the excess contribution listed.
Unfortunately, those records were misplaced and cannot be located
in our storage warehouse. We would like to ask for your help
again. Friends of Mattingly Committee is undergoing an audit by
the Federal Election Commission. We ask that you re-affirm how
you wanted your excess contribution of $ 1t050.00 listed. Would
you please help us by indicating below to whom. you would like the
contribution listed, and have the person affirm this by

-- signature.

7We realize that this is an imposition on your time and
memory; however, it would help us reconstructing these records
for the audit.

Thanks such#

Bill Stewart
For The Friends of Mattingly Canuittee

,,,,..Please list the contribution in sy spouse's name:

SPOUSE' S NAM: 0'-

. .Please list the contribution in the following flame!

NAME:

ADDRESS: F?-o' f.- Pug..

SIGNATURE:

MVPLOYLPR: _ _ _ _ _ _

OCCUPATION: Key________________

P.O. 1OX 1q~F6 0 ATLANTA. GRORGIA 30.301.19AR 0 (404) 352-1986

PAM Ff)R RY IRTFNM Fl MAI INCY
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HA3 DELIVERED
C=

July 31, 1990
CA.)

,)ear Sirs, CA)

In reference to your letter of July 20, 1990, I am happy to provide
you with the following information.

: was told by the Mattingly campaign that I could donate $1000.00
for the primary election and designate these donations from each
member of my immediate family. At the time of these donations, I
designated one donation from me, one from Joan Towery, and one from
Marilea Towery.

cr" I had absolutely no intention of violating any federal rules.
Prior to my support of Mack Mattingly I had not given significantly
in any federal races and therefore I relied entirely upon the
instructions provided by the Mattingly finance people. I felt
confident that they know what the laws were and acted in compliance

-_ with them.

I will be more than happy to provide you any additional information
you may need.

Sincerely yours,



STA OF MAT.IO Our ccMSzL

PM

HAMB OF OXGNSWL s

ADDRZSS:

TUZLBPO:

Matthew A. Towery

Towery, Thompson, Gulliver, & Punch, P.C.

Suite 350, 100 Northcreek, 3715 Northside Parkway

Atlanta, Georgia 30327

(404) 223-1050

The above-named individual s %e:-is "e .tv de3*9nated as mv

-ounsel and is autorized 3oece~ve any not i!ca ons and c--.

communications from the Commisslon and to act on my behalls - :*

the Commission.

I liL

RZSPODIlTS HM : Maurice J. Towery

ADOR UM: 4261 Woodland Brook Drive

Atlanta, Georgia 30339

SOB. Pa
BUS INBsS Pu~in

V.-



Date: July 31. 1990

TO: Federal Election Commiission

FROM: Randall and Mary Walker (RE: MUR 2989)
611 Salem Church Road
Carrollton. GA 30117

In response to your letter of July 20, we are declaring at this time that we
are totally unaware of anything that we have done to warrant any action from w~
this commnittee! We contributed $1,250 apiece to the MATT MATTINGLY campaign
fund to attend a rally in Atlanta, GA, and have our picture made with PRESIDEN-:
RONALD REAGAN who was helping them raise funds; we also contributed $150 for
15 tickets @ $10 for others to attend this function. We believed that these u
amounts were totally acceptable. If there is some problem, we were certainly
unaware of it. Please advise us of what steps are appropriate at this point; we
cannot comprehend that we are being prosecuted for anything whatsoever! If
there is a problem, it was inadvertent---and due to misinformation afforded us.

We shall expect to hear from you as soon as possible about this situation.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON 0 C 20463

August 3, 1990

Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. P.C.
102 S. Zetterower Ave.
Statesboro, GA 30458

RE: MUR 2989
Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. P.C.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that

there is reason to believe Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. P.C. ("the

Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision 
of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 
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 your receipt of this letter. Where

appropriate, statements should be submitted under 
oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of1-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.



Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. P.C.

MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

SThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 5S 437g(a)(4)(S) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis

Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CO5MISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. P.C.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. P.C. made a

contribution totaling $150 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mqttingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. P.C. at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

C that Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. P.C. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% 0 C 20461

August 3, 1990

A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.
1140 Hammond Drive
Suite 1290
Atlanta, GA 30328

RE: MUR 2989
A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe A.G. Spanos Development, Inc. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the Offlie 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.



A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

Lf) Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

'IT Sincerely,

C

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that A.G. Spanos Development, Inc. made a

contribution totaling $500 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of A.G. Spanos Development, Inc. at the time

the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that A.G. Spanos Development, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING TON. D C 21043

August 3, 1990

Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.
P.O. BOX 48405
Doraville, GA 30362

RE: MUR 2989
Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 aglinst the Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
the Comission 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 receipt of the request, the Offlice 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.



4

Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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

C\1 other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

'-) of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C.1

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. made a

contribution totaling $240.59 in connection with the 1986

nGeneral Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

nthe U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. at

the time the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason

to believe that Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTO% D C 20463

August 3, 1990

Avail-Ability Inc.
561 Thornton Road
Suite S
Lithia Springs, GA 30057

RE: MUR 2989
Avail-Ability Inc.

Dear Gentlemen:

1 r On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Avail-Ability Inc. ("the Corporation")
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfIT-ce 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.



Avail-Ability Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

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

C-1kmade public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chai rman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COHNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Avail-Ability Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Avail-Ability Inc. made a contribution

totaling $250 in connection with the the 1986 Senate Election

in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

-- The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Avail-Ability Inc. at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Avail-Ability Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).C



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20463

August 3, 1990

Bibb Distributing Co.
P.O. BOX 929
Macon, GA 31202

RE: MUR 2989
Bibb Distributing Co.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Bibb Distributing Co. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

7Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Nl Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

Ln relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C- In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfIT-ce 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.



Bibb Distributing Co.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedurEs for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

nCampbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

MLee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Bibb Distributing co.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or
expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
- Mattingly reveals that Bibb Distributing Co. made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the the 1986

Senate Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for
the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has
verified the corporate status of Bibb Distributing Co. at the

time the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to

C' believe that Bibb Distributing Co. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D C 20463

August 3, 1990

Bill Taylor & Associates
P.O. BOX 16402
Jacksonville, FL 32245-6402

RE: MUR 2989
Bill Taylor & Associates

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Bill Taylor & Associates ("the

CD Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C? that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

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 receipt of the request, the OfTI-ce 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.



Bill Taylor & Associates
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

I'f 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. S5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C
-Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Bill Taylor & Associates

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Bill Taylor & Associates made a

contribution totaling $500 in connection with the the 1986

Senate Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

the U.S. Senate. The Florida Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Bill Taylor & Associates at

the time the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason

to believe that Bill Taylor & Associates violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH1%CTO% DC 204b3

August 3, 1990

Rose Briglevich MD PC
4002 Ridge Rd.
Smyrna, GA 30080

RE: MUR 2989
Rose Briglevich MD PC

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Rose Briglevich MD PC ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfIT-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.



Rose Briglevich MD PC
MUR 2989
Page 2

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
CN 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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Rose Briglevich MD PC

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Rose Briglevich MD PC made contributions

totaling $1,300 in connection with the the 1986 Senate Election

* in Georgia to Rack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Rose Briglevich MD PC at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Rose Briglevich MD PC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
VWASHINCTO% 0OC 2043

August 3, 1990

Brown Brothers Harriman & Co
59 Wall Street
New York, NY 10005

RE: MUR 2989
Brown Brothers Harriman &Co

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Brown Brothers Harriman & Co ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the

'N. Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C_71 in the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

'Il) the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
rN 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT7-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.



Brown Brothers Harriman & Co
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

C11 This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

Cthe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure4s for handling possible violations

t'% of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

NZ, Sincerely,

C-_

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

co A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. made a

contribution totaling $1,000 in connection with the the 1986

Senate Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

the U.S. Senate. The New York Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.

at the time the contribution was made. Therefore, there is

reason to believe that Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICGTO DC 20463

August 3, 1990

Cathedral of Faith Church
Of God In Christ
P.O. Box 7116
Atlanta, GA 30357

RE: MUR 2989
Cathedral of Faith Church
Of God 1n Christ

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Cathedral of Faith Church Of God In

C\1 Christ ("the Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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
If) no action should be taken against the Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where

C appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,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 receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.



Cathedral of Faith Church Of God In Christ
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

0 For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey
Long or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Cathedral of Faith Church
Of God In Christ

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Cathedral of Faith Church Of God In

-T Christ made a contribution totaling $150 in connection with the

the 1986 General Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a

candidate for the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State

Office has verified the corporate status of Cathedral Of Faith

Church Of God In Christ at the time the contribution was made.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Cathedral Of Faith

OChurch Of God In Christ violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%%AASHI%CT0% DC 20465

lip Augjust 3, 1990

Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.
P.O. BOX 926
Dalton, GA 30720

RE: MUR 2989
Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.

Dear Gentlemen:

on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C, In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTce 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.



Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. §5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

Uof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C

'-Lee-Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
cN

Mattingly reveals that Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc. made a

contribution totaling $125 in connection with the 1986 General

trO Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc. at the time

C the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%VASHI%CTO% DC 210461

August 3, 1990

Century 21 Of The Southeast, Inc.
2200 Century Parkway
Suite 190
Atlanta, GA 30345

RE: HUR 2989
Century 21 Of The Southeast, Inc.

Deac Gentlemen:
In)

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
71 there is reason to believe Century 21 Of The Southeast, Inc.

("the Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of
CIN the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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
Lf", no action should be taken against the Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfIT-ce 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.



Century 21 Of The Southeast, Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

CN the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedureb for handling possible violations

nof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C-

Le4 Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Century 21 Of The Southeast, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

CN Mattingly reveals that Century 21 Of The Southeast, Inc. made a

Zcontribution totaling $1,000 in connection with the 1986

"- General Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

LO the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Century 21 Of The Southeast,

Inc. at the time the contribution was made. Therefore, there

is reason to believe that Century 21 Of The Southeast, Inc.

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%GTO% DC 20463

August 3, 1990

Consolidated Tape & Label Co.
641 Smyrna Drive
Smyrna, GA 30080

RE: MUR 2989
Consolidated Tape & Label Co.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Consolidated Tape & Label Co. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the
Comission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the Oft'ce 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.



Consolidated Tape & Label Co.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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)(8) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

LeiAnn Elliott
NChairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



A A

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Consolidated Tape & Label Co.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

0) A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Consolidated Tape & Label Co. made a

contribution totaling $1,000 in connection with the 1986

General Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Consolidated Tape & Label Co.

at the time the contribution was made. Therefore, there is

reason to believe that Consolidated Tape & Label Co. violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



" @ 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
wASH1%(;TO% DC 20463

August 3, 1990

Collins Brothers
RT. 3, BOX 88A
Vienna, GA 31092

RE: MUR 2989
Collins Brothers

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Collins Brothers ("the Corporation")
violated 2 U.S.c. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and

CN 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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C" In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT'ce 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.



Collins Brothers
MUR 2989
Page 2

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

Cthe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/- 1

Lee-Ann Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Collins Brothers

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Collins Brothers made contributions

totaling $125 in connection with the the 1986 Senate Election

in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Collins Brothers at the time the

contributions were made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Collins Brothers violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



0 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICTO% D C 20463

August 3, 1990

Gary Cooper Construction
P.O. BOX 1012
Albany, GA 31702

RE: MUR 2989
Gary Cooper Construction

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Gary Cooper Construction ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Actw).
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 Corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are
lrelevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C" In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.P.R.
$ 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTiie 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.



Gary Cooper Construction
NUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



0 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Gary Cooper Construction

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

CMattingly reveals that Gary Cooper Construction made a

contribution totaling $300 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mittingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Gary Cooper Construction at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Gary Cooper Construction violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



0 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC 2046)

August 3, 1990

Curry Farm Supply
P.O. BOX 326
Shellman, GA 31786

RE: MUR 2989
Curry Farm Supply

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Curry Farm Supply ("the Corporat
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Ele
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual
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 Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

trelevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where

Nappropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Offi'ce 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.



a. 0 9

Curry Farm Supply
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

cO
This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 5s 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee "Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Curry Farm Supply

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

V Mattingly reveals that Curry Farm Supply made contributions

totaling $150 in connection with the the 1986 Senate Election

in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

The Georgia Secretary of State bffice has verified the

corporate status of Curry Farm Supply at the time the

* contributions 'ere made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Curry Farm Supply violated 2 U.S.C. s 441b(a).
C
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% O C 20463

August 3, 1990

Dixie Trucking Company
P.O. BOX 960
Brunswick, GA 31521

RE: MUR 2989
Dixie Trucking Company

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
0D there is reason to believe Dixie Trucking Company ("the

Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfT'-ce 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.



Dixie Trucking Company
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 ccunsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott

rChairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Dixie Trucking Company

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Dixie Trucking Company made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.
U-)

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Dixie Trucking Company at the time the

C contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Dixie Trucking Company violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%GTO% () _46

August 3, 1990

Independent Freight Forwarders &
Customs Brokers Assoc Of Savannah Inc
P.O. BOX 1465
Savannah, GA 31402

RE: MUR 2989
Independent Freight Forwarders &
Customs Brokers Assoc Of Savannah
Inc

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Independent Freight Forwarders &
Customs Brokers Assoc Of Savannah Inc ("the Corporation")
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and
Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's
finding, is attached for your information.

LO Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Corporation. You may

:VJ 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 your receipt of this letter. Where

C" appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
r)- that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

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 receipt of the request, the OfiTIe 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.



independent Freight Forwarders &
Customs Brokers Assoc Of Savannah Inc
MilE 2989
Page 2

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.

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

tL of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

-Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Independent Freight Forwarders
and Customs Brokers Association
of Savannah, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or
expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

Lr) with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 44lb(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that Independent Freight Forwarders and

Customs Brokers Association of Savannah, Inc., made a
contribution totaling $500 in connection with the the 1986
Senate Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for
the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has

C, verified the corporate status of Independent Freight Forwarders
n and Customs Brokers Association of Savannah, Inc., at the time

the contributions were made. Therefore, there is reason to
believe that independent Freight Forwarders and Customs Brokers
Association of Savannah, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. 5 44lb(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~%ASH1%(.T0% [) ( -'4615F August 3, 1990

Homeway Rentals of Montgomery
100 Dexter Ave.
Montgomery, AL 36104

RE: MUR 2989
Homeway Rentals of Montgomery

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that'0 there is reason to believe Homeway Rentals of Montgomery ("theCorporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 agpinst the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

LO relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OffT-ce 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.



Homeway Rentals of Montgomery
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
- of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

'Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Homeway Rentals of Montgomery

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Homeway Rentals of Montgomery made a

contribution totaling $1,000 in connection with the the 1986
Senate Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

U' the U.S. Senate. The Alabama Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Homeway Rentals of Montgomery
1at the time the contributions were made. Therefore, there is
(7 reason to believe that Homeway Rentals of Montgomery violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

August 
3, 1990

Folsom Construction Company
RT. 4, BOX 34
Cordele, GA 31015

RE: MUR 2989
Folsom Construction Company

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
CN there is reason to believe Folsom Construction Company ("the

Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the7' Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the Ofi-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.
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Folsom Construction Company
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

C0 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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have anyoquestions, please contact Elizabeth

tin Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C-1

Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Folsom Construction Company

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Folsom Construction Company made a

contribution totaling $1,000 in connection with the 1986

General Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Folsom Construction Company at

C- the time the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason

to. to believe that Folsom Construction Company violated 2 U.S.C.

OS 441b(a).
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W FEDERAL f LECTION COMMISSIONU , 
August 3, 1990

Fesperman Insurance Co.
424 Memorial Drive
P.O. BOX 77
Waycross, GA 31501

RE: MUR 2989
Fesperman Insurance Co.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Fesperman Insurance Co. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. You may

If) 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfITce 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.
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Fesperman Insurance Co.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedurgs for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

If) Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

.Lee-Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELKCTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Fesperman Insurance Co.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Fesperman Insurance Co. made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Miattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Fesperman Insurance Co. at the time the

c contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Fesperman Insurance Co. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

August 3, 1990

Farmers Tobacco warehouse
P.O. BOX 432
Vidalia, GA 30474

RE: flUR 2989
Farmers Tobacco warehouse

Dear Gentlemen:

on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Farmers Tobacco warehouse ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (0the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for theC11-1Commissionts finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe aretn relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where";z- appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OffilTce 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 thatpre-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.



Farmers Tobacco Warehouse
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

No
This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

t!) Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Farmers Tobacco Warehouse

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Farmers Tobacco Warehouse made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Farmers Tobacco Warehouse at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Farmers Tobacco Warehouse violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

August 3, 1990

Family and Marriage Resources
1221 South Lamar, Suite A
Austin, TX 78704

RE: MUR 2989
Family and Marriage Resources

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Family and Marriage Resources ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.



Family and Marriage Resources
MUR 2989
Page 2

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

C\ the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
-- of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

-.Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Family and Marriage Resources

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Family and Marriage Resources made a

contribution totaling $300 in connection with the the 1986

General Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

the U.S. Senate. The Texas Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Family and Marriage Resources

- at the time the contributions were made. Therefore, there is

reason to believe that Family and Marriage Resources violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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U ? August 3, 1990

Ellis Building Systems
RT. 1, Highway 100 South
Tallapoosa, GA 30176

RE: MUR 2989
Ellis Building Systems

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
- there is reason to believe Ellis Building Systems ("the

Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Actu).The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for theCommission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that-- no action should be taken against the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe aretf) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

CIn the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofince of theGeneral 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 thatpre-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.
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Ellis Building Systems
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

"T Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONrIssIOm

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Ellis Building Systems

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

,MY A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Ellis Building Systems made

contributions totaling $150 in connection with the the 1986

Senate Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Ellis Building Systems at the

time the contributions were made. Therefore, there is reason

to believe that Ellis Building Systems violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A ASHINCTON )( 2'04%J

August 3, 1990

Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.
5481 Chamblee-Dunwoody Rd.
Dunwoody, GA 30362

RE: MUR 2989
Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

C> Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken agginst the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

f relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

c: In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the Of?-ce 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.
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Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. S 437g(a)(4)(8) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
- of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc. made a

T contribution totaling $150 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc. at the time

the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNC(To% D( 204b3U1 August 3, 1990

Reeves, Avary Associates
5063 Fox Forest Circle
Lilburn, GA 30247

RE: MUR 2989
Reeves, Avary Associates

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Reeves, Avary Associates ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the

-Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 agginst the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

9( relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Reeves, Avary Associates
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee-Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Reeves, Avary Associates

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Reeves, Avary Associates made a

contribution totaling $285 in connection with the 1986 General

-- Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Reeves, Avary Associates at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Reeves, Avary Associates violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D ( .1041)3Ui . August 3, 1990

The Pinkerton & Laws Co.
875 Douglas Road, NE
Atlanta, GA 30342

RE: MUR 2989
The Pinkerton & Laws Co.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe The Pinkerton & Laws Co. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are
relevant to the Comission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C thatin the absence of any additional information demonstrating
thtno further action should be taken against the Corporation,

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 receipt of the request, the OflTce 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.



The Pinkerton & Laws Co.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have anj questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee-Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: The Pinkerton & Laws Co.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that The Pinkerton & Laws Co. made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General

-_ Election in Georgia to Rack Mittingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the
corporate status of The Pinkerton & Laws Co. at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe
C- that The Pinkerton & Laws Co. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

do



wFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON [ ( 2t)4bI

U .s August 3, 1990

Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc.
P.O. BOX 1265
Douglasville, GA 30133

RE: MUR 2989
Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. s 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

CN 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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
Cthat no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
M) 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 receipt of the request, the Offi-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.



0 0

Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. S5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

-- of the Act. If you have any uestions, please contact Elizabeth

Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/

--tee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc. made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc. at the time

the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason toC

believe that Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.

5 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(Cf()% M '0410

August 3, 1990

Pickett, Pickett & Pickett
Edge Building
225 N. Main Street
Jasper, GA 30143

RE: MUR 2989
Pickett, Pickett & Pickett

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
'0 there is reason to believe Pickett, Pickett & Pickett ("the

Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 agafnst the Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the Offie 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.



0 ,

Pickett, Pickett & Pickett
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

-_ of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

U-) matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

P01

Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Pickett, Pickett & Pickett

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or
expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
00 A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Pickett, Pickett & Pickett made a

contribution totaling $1,000 in connection with the 1986
General Election in Georgia ta Mack Mattingly, a candidate for
the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has

Vverified the corporate status of Pickett, Pickett & Pickett at

the time the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason
C- to believe that Pickett, Pickett & Pickett violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

A5NI-H%CTO0% D( A)461

August 3, 1990

Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd.
P.O. Box 491261
Atlanta, GA 30349

RE: MUR 2989
Peoples' Transportation
Services, Ltd.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found thatthere is reason to believe Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd.('the Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("theAct'). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis forthe Commission's finding, is attached for your information.
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that117 no action should be taken against the Corporation. You maysubmit any factual or legal materials that you believe arerelevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Officewithin 15 days of your receipt of this letter. WhereNappropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.
In the absence of any additional information demonstratingthat no further action should be taken against the Corporation,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that aviolation has occurred and proceed with conciliation.

ON If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable causeconciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commissioneither proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter orrecommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation bepursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend thatpre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this timeso that it may complete its investigation of the matter.Further, the Commission will not entertain requests forpre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable causehave been mailed to the respondent.



Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

0D This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

S'LeE-Ann Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd.

made a contribution totaling $200 in connection with the 1986

General Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Peoples' Transportation

Services, Ltd. at the time the contribution was made.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Peoples'

Transportation Services, Ltd. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA SHIGT(% D(. Z 04

August 3, 1990

pacelli High School
Trinity Drive
Columbus, GA 31906

RE: MUR 2989
Pacelli High Schcc!

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
Nthere is reason to believe Pacelli High School ('the

Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
~. Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended tothe 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 Corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are
tr relevant to the Commission's consideration of this satter.

Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where

appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information dehmstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfT'ce of the

General Counsel will make recommendations to the Comission
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.



V.'0

Pacelli High School
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 with2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(SB and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. if you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

'Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Pacelli High School

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Pacelli High School made a contribution

totaling $200 in connection with the 1986 General Election in

Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Pacelli High School at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Pacelli High School violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AASHICTO% VL D 04I

August 3, 1990

Patrician Properties
P.O. BOX 8879
Savannah, GA 31412

RE: MUR 2989
Patrician Properties

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Patrician Properties ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

tn relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstratingC that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

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 receipt of the request, the Of-ce 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.



Patrician Properties
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have anyquestions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/ ,

r0Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Patrician Properties

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Patrician Properties made a contribution

totaling $150 in connection with the 1986 General Election in

Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Patrician Properties at the time the

(7 contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

rthat Patrician Properties violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICTJ% M( 204bi

August 3, 1990

Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery
Associates
5243 Snapfinger Woods Drive
Suite 106
Decatur, GA 30035

RE: MUR 2989
Oral & Maxillofacial SurgeryAssociates

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery
Associates ("the Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("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 thatno action should be taken against the Corporation. 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

C. within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfTI-ce of theGeneral 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 thatpre-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.



Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery
Associates
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedur6s for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery Associates

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
0
SMattingly reveals that Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery Associates

made a contribution totaling $500 in connection with the 1986
n Senate Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for

- the U.S. Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has

verified the corporate status of Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery

Associates at the time the contributions were made. Therefore,

there is reason to believe that Oral & Maxillofacial SurgeryC

n Associates violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

W'ASHIN(;Tu% D( 2f)4hl

August 3, 1990

OB-GYN Associates, PA
72 Plaza Highway
Marietta, GA 30060

RE: MUR 2989

OB-GYN Associates, PA

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe OB-GYN Associates, PA ("the

-- Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
r- Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTTe 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.



OB-GYN Associates, PA
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 Commiss:cn by completing the enclosed form

stating the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel,

and authorizing such counse. to receive any notifications and

other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

c2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

C made public.

-/ For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: OB-GYN Associates, PA

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

C A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that OB-GYN Associates, PA made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the'I)

corporate status of OB-GYN Associates, PA at the time the

C contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe
re) that OB-GYN Associates, PA violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

August 3, 1990

Moultrie Surgical Assoc., PC
3004 2ND Street, SE
Moultrie, GA 31768

RE: MUR 2989
Moultrie Surgical Assoc., PC

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Moultrie Surgical Assoc., PC ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

C 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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfrIEe 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.
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Moultrie Surgical Assoc., PC
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

C7 made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee--Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Moultrie Surgical Assoc., PC

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Moultrie Surgical Assoc., PC made a
gr% contribution totaling $200 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Moultrie Surgical Assoc., PC at the time

the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to
believe that Moultrie Surgical Assoc., PC violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

August 3, 1990

Alfred Hammack d/b/a
Morrow Professional Building
221 Upper Riverdale Rd. apt 5-e
Jonesboro, GA 30236

RE: MUR 2989
Alfred Hammack d/b/a

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Alfred Hammack d/b/a ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

C 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 agiinst the Corporation. You may

If) 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C
In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Alfred Hammack d/b/a
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

cO This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
c 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
C made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
__ of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C.

-Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONRISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Alfred Hammack d/b'a

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Alfred Hammack d/b/a made a contribution

totaling $1,000 in connection with the 1986 General Election in

Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a clndidate for the U.S. Senate.

The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

;z- corporate status of Alfred Hammack d/b/a at the time the

C contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Alfred Hammack d/b/a violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D( .D)Es

August 3, 1990

Morris Newspaper Corp.
P.O. BOX 8167
Savannah, GA 31401

RE: MUR 2989

Morris Newspaper Corp.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Morris Newspaper Corp. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal miterials 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a

rviolation 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



* 0

Morris Newspaper Corp.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
C made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
-- of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any 'questions, please contact Elizabeth
,C Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee-Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Morris Newspaper Corp.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Morris Newspaper Corp. made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Morris Newspaper Corp. at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Morris Newspaper Corp. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D ( 204b I

August 3, 1990

Morris Brown College
643 Martin Luther King, JR DR NW
Atlanta, GA 30314

RE: MUR 2989
Morris Brown College

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Morris Brown College ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the

-- Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

C 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 Corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal zaterials 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfZT-ce 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.



Morris Brown College
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
- of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. if you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
U-' Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
Ile) matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONRISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Morris Brown College

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Morris Brown College made a contribution

totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General Election in
Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Morris Brown College at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Morris Brown College violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1% ASHINGrOT% t) ( 204b

August 3, 1990

Maricom Electronics, Inc
P.O. BOX 14287
Savannah, GA 31416

RE: JUR 2989
Maricom Electronics, Inc

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found thatthere is reason to believe Maricom Electronics, Inc ("the'0 Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
- Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

'fl Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe arerelevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfflEe of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter orrecommending 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.
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Maricom Electronics, Inc
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
Cmade public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
-_ of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any 4uestions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

c

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COIKISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Maricom Electronics, Inc

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

co with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
C Mattingly reveals that Maricom Electronics, Inc made a

contribution totaling $150 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Raricon Electronics, Inc at the time the

Vcontribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Maricom Electronics, Inc violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

%WASHI%CTO% m) _,o44BUm August 3, 1990

Lakeside Farm
RT. 1, BOX 223
Hayesville, NC 28904

RE: MUR 2989

Lakeside Farm

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
CK, there is reason to believe Lakeside Farm ("the Corporation")

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
-- Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 agajnst the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

Urelevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfrT-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.



Lakeside Farm
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

0D 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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. if you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C",A

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Lakeside Farm

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Lakeside Farm made contributions

C totaling $1,175 in connection with the the 1986 Senate Election

in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

The North Carolina Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Lakeside Farm at the time the contributions

were made. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Lakeside

Farm violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'AASHINCTON DC 204eh1

August 3, 1990

J&W Farms
P.O. BOX 354
Glenville, GA 30427

RE: MUR 2989
J&W Farms

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
\there is reason to believe J&W Farms ("the Corporation") violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
C\ Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal
C", 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 Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal iaterials that you believe are

U-) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C71 In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a

r"N 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 receipt of the request, the OfT'ce 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.



J&W Farms
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: J&W Farms

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or
expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that J&W Farms made a contribution totaling
$150 in connection with the 1986 General Election in Georgia to
Rack Mattingly, a candidate foi the U.S. Senate. The Georgia

Secretary of State Office has verified the corporate status of
J&W Farms at the time the contribution was made. Therefore,

r there is reason to believe that J&w Farms violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% 0( 204h1

5W August 3, 1990

Lex Jolley & Company, Inc.
300 William-Oliver Bldg
Atlanta, GA 30303

RE: MUR 2989
Lex Jolley & Company, Inc.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Lex Jolley & Company, Inc. ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

CN 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 thatno action should be taken against the Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

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 receipt of the request, the Offlce 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.



Lex Jolley & Company, Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

c the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
-- of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact ElizabethL') Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
:V* matter, at (202) 376-8200.

NZ Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Lex Jolley & Company, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

- Mattingly reveals that Lex Jolley & Company, Inc. made a

contribution totaling $500 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mtttingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

1< corporate status of Lex Jolley & Company, Inc. at the time the

C contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Lex Jolley & Company, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON ) ( 20J463

August 3, 1990

Willis and Veenstra Invstmnt Co

415 East Monroe
Jacksonville, FL 32202

RE: MUR 2989
Willis and Veenstra Invstmnt Co

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that

there is reason to believe Willis and Veenstra Invstmnt Co ("the

Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

C Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

"r Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

no action should be taken against the Corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal iaterials that you believe are

,f) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office

within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where

appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C- In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

nthe 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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of-cTe 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.
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Willis and Veenstra Invstmnt Co
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee'Ann Elliott

(* . Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Willis and Veenstra Investment Co.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Willis and Veenstra Investment Co. made

a contribution totaling $500 in connection with the 1986 Senate

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Florida Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Willis and Veenstra Investment Co. at the

time the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that Willis and Veenstra Investment Co. violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON )( 2461

August 3, 1990

Wright Farms
2004 Nelms Road
Albant, GA 31705

RE: MUR 2989
Wright Farms

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Wright Farms ("the Corporation")
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act*). The Factual and

c 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 Corporation. You may

Vsubmit 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a

r"*. 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 receipt of the request, the OfTIce of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Comission
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.



Wright Farms
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 is 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description-- of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

1Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliotto - Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Wright Farms

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Wright Farms made a contribution

totaling $3,150 in connection with the 1986 General Election in
Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the
corporate status of Wright Farms at the time the contribution

was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Wright

Farms violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D( 20401

August 3, 1990

General Roofing Co. d/b/a
White Roofing Company
P.O. BOX 14423
Atlanta, GA 30324

RE: MUR 2989
General Roofing Co. d/b/a

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe General Roofing Co. d/b/a ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

C 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 Corporation. You may

LO 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

(7,In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfI-ce 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.



General Roofing Co. d/b/a
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

Lr)
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 investigation to be

C made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
__ of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
tn Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: General Roofing Co. d/b/a

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or
expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

11C with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
C- Mattingly reveals that General Roofing Co. d/b/a made a

contribution totaling $275 in connection with the 1986 General
Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.
Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

N7. corporate status of General Roofing Co. d/b/a at the time the
contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that General Roofing Co. d/b/a violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%AHINGTON DC( 2(4hi

August 3, 1990

Weatherly & Associates, Inc.
P.O. BOX 503
Tybee Island, GA 31328

RE: MUR 2989
Weatherly & Associates, Inc.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
IS. there is reason to believe Weatherly & Associates, Inc. ("the

Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
* * Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal uaterials that you believe are
to relevant to the Comission's consideration of this matter.

Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

M) 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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of-ce 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.



Weatherly & Associates, Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.
cO

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 investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any'questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Weatherly & Associates, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or
expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

c" Mattingly reveals that Weatherly & Associates, Inc. made a
contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General
Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.
Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Weatherly & Associates, Inc. at the time

the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to

believe that Weatherly & Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.

5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%VASHI%CT)N M( NM61

August 3, 1990

Bill Walker and Associates
Nc Kinnon Airport
St. Simons, Island, GA 31522

RE: MUR 2989
Bill Walker and Associates

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Bill Walker and Associates ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal baterials 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofil-ce 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.



Bill Walker and Associates
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

c7 made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any 'questions, please contact Elizabeth

V"4 Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

-Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Bill Walker and Associates

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or
expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection
with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

C7" Mattingly reveals that Bill Walker and Associates made acontribution totaling $300 in connection with the 1986 General
-- Election in Georgia to Mack Maitingly, a candidate for the U.S.
Ln Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Bill Walker and Associates at the time the
contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe
that Bill Walker and Associates violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON 0l C 2)400

August 3, 1990

Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth
789 Cobb Parkway, SE
Marietta, GA 30062

RE: MUR 2989
Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

1relevant to the Comission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfI-ce 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.



V. 6

Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for hafidling possible violations
of the Act. If.you have anyquestions, please contact Elizabeth

tn Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

7') Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or
expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

Lr) with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
c,- Mattingly reveals that Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth made a

contribution totaling $275 in connection with the 1986 General
Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.
Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the
corporate status of Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth at the time the

C' contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe
r that Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% Pt

August 3, 1990

Vaughn Lumber Company
P.O. BOX 31
Forsyth, GA 31029

RE: MUR 2989
Vaughn Lumber Company

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
NO there is reason to believe Vaughn Lumber Company ("the

Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("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 Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

in relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

C_-In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfIl-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.



Vaughn Lumber Company
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be

C made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. if you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Ile)
Sincerely,

Led-Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COpMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Vaughn Lumber Company

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,prohibits a corporation from making any contribution orexpenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection
with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends ofMattingly reveals that Vaughn Lumber Company made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General
--) Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the u.s.Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified thecorporate status of Vaughn Lumber Company at the time thecontribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Vaughn Lumber Company violated 2 U.S.C. 5 4 41b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON M( .41

August 3, 1990

Stubbs Shipping Company
P.O. BOX 194
Sea Island, GA 31561

RE: MUR 2989
Stubbs Shipping Company

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that

there is reason to believe Stubbs Shipping Company ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

C 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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where

appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

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.

5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofil-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.
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Stubbs Shipping Company
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.

C) 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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

- of the Act. if you have any-questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



rFDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Stubbs Shipping Company

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Stubbs Shipping Company made a

contribution totaling $200 in connection with the 1986 General
Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Stubbs Shipping Company at the time the

contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Stubbs Shipping Company violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
SASHINCTON D( 204.

August 3, 
1990

Stricklands Pharmacy
111 Bonard
Glennville, GA 30427

RE: MUR 2989
Stricklands Pharmacy

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Stricklands Pharmacy ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

C_ Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

IJn Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

Ln relevant to the Comission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
C that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

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 receipt of the request, the OfIT-ce 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.



Stricklands Pharmacy
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

-- of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

rEnclosures

Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Stricklands Pharmacy

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or
expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection
with any election. 2 U.S.c. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that Stricklands Pharmacy made a contribution
totaling $150 in connection with the 1986 General Election in
Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

'The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the
corporate status of Stricklands Pharmacy at the time the

C- contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe
r. that Stricklands Pharmacy violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WkSHIMGTON D( 20461

August 3, 1990

Standard Southeast, Inc.
6456 Warren DR.
Norcross, GA 30093

RE: MUR 2989
Standard Southeast, Inc.

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Standard Southeast, Inc. ("the

)Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the
Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

C
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

no action should be taken against the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

in Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where

tappropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfIle 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.



Standard Southeast, Inc.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

-%-ee -Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Standard Southeast, Inc.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Standard Southeast, Inc. made a
contribution totaling $150 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Standard Southeast, Inc. at the time the

C contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

t%^, that Standard Southeast, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

-I



FEDERAL EL[CTION COMMISSION
'AASHI%CTO% M) 0d4hiUm August 3, 1990

Southern Energy
P.O. BOX 960
Brunswick, GA 31520

RE: MUR 2989
Southern Energy

Dear Gentlemen:

on June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
co there is reason to believe Southern Energy ("the Corporation")

violated 2 U.s.c. 5 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and
Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's

C finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal masterials that you believe are

U-) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

c in the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a

rN 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.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTce 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.



0 0

Southern Energy
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
-- of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COKEISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Southern Energy

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

C Mattingly reveals that Southern Energy made a contribution

totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General Election in

Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Southern Energy at the time the

C" contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Southern Energy violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.( .'4bI

August 3, 1990

Robert J. Shircliff and Associates
2529 Gulf Life Tower
Jacksonville, FL 32207

RE: MUR 2989
Robert J. Shircliff and
Associates

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found thatthere is reason to believe Robert J. Shircliff and Associates("the Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("theAct"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis forthe Commission's finding, is attached for your information.
Ca

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that!f) no action should be taken against the Corporation. You maysubmit any factual or legal materials that you believe arerelevant to the Commission's eonsideration of this matter.to Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Officewithin 15 days of your receipt of this letter. WhereIn appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

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

xIf you are interested in pursuing pre-probable causeconciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfEice of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commissioneither proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter orrecommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation bepursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend thatpre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this timeso that it may complete its investigation of the matter.Further, the Commission will not entertain requests forpre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable causehave been mailed to the respondent.

L



Robert J. Shircliff and Associates
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey
Long or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this

C' matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures

C, Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

n Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Robert J. Shircliff and Associates

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that Robert J. Shircliff and Associates made

0 contributions totaling $750 in connection with the 1986 Senate
Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the u.s.
Senate. The Florida Secretary of State Office has verified the
corporate status of Robert J. Shircliff and Associates at the
time the contributions were made. Therefore, there is reason

C to believe that Robert J. Shircliff and Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
ASHIN1TO% 0( :I4b

August 3, 1990

Riverside Development
3590 Riverside Drive
P.O. BOX 7006
Racon, GA 31298

RE: MUR 2989
Riverside Development

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe Riverside Development ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (athe 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 Corporation. 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 your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,
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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce 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.



Riverside Development
MUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

tmatter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

-tee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Riverside Development

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Riverside Development made a

contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of Riverside Development at the time the

C- contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Riverside Development violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D( 204bi

August 3, 1990

William L. Reno and Associates
P.O. BOX 606
Statesboro, GA 30458

RE: MUR 2989
William L. Reno and Associates

Dear Gentlemen:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe William L. Reno and Associates ("the
Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the

C- 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 Corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

U-) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit such materials to the General Counsel's Office
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

C that no further action should be taken against the Corporation,

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 receipt of the request, the OfTI-ce 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.

&L., , " - --- i -- 
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William L. Reno and Associates
MUR 2989
Page 2

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.
co

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

C made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

-- of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any tuestions, please contact Elizabeth
un Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this

matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

- eenA n Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: William L. Reno and Associates

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection

with any election. 2 U.S.C. s 441b(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that William L. Reno and Associates made a
contribution totaling $250 in connection with the 1986 General

Election in Georgia to Rack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate. The Georgia Secretary of State Office has verified the

corporate status of William L. Reno and Associates at the time

the contribution was made. Therefore, there is reason to
C believe that William L. Reno and Associates violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).



DAVIDSON, CALHOUN & MILLER, P.C.
ATTONEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW

Tme JOSEPH HouSE P. 0. sOx 2821

J. OUVNTIN DAVIDSON..JR. aze BROADWAY0
MARCUS S. CALLOU. R COLUMBUS, GEORGIA 31994- 599
CHARL[S W. MILI.ER -

TELICCOPI ER
(404)323-5838

August 2, 1990

FEDERAL EXPRESS

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

Attention: Staff Person

Re: M4UR 2989 Lovick P. Corn

Dear Sir:

Enclosed herewith please find Lovick P. Corn's Statement of
Designation of Counsel.

If you have any questions, or desire further information,
-- please do not hesitate to call.

Very truly yours,

DAVIDSON, CALHOUN & MILLER, P.C.

By:

Charles W. Miller

CWM/cp



STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR 2989
LovicK F. Corn

NAME OF COUNSEL:

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

J. Quentin Davidson, Jr.
Marcus B. Calhoun, Jr.
Charles W. Miller

Davidson, Calhoun & Miller, P.C.
Post Office Box 2828
Columbus, Georgia 31994-1599

(404) 327-2552

The above-named individuals are hereby designated as my

counsel and are authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Lovick P. Corn
Post Office Box 140
Columbus, Georgia 31993

HOME PHONE:
(404) 571-6040

Sigitature /AVSignature 

"
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OLIVER MANER & GRAY
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

''4OMA5 S GRAY. jR 218 STATE STRKET. WEST - POST OFrICR BOX 10186 TWIGGS & OLIVER
WILLIAM P FRANXILIN JR 87Qh
JANCS C PANELL SAVANNAH. (IEORGIA 31412
.JULIAN It RICDOMAN (GA & SC ) OLTNVLR & 0 - vEr

WILLIAM T 04OORE ,jR 1906-1941
DAVID H DICKEY VAX (9iS) 236-0725 OLIVER. OLIVER a DAVIS
IGREGORY HODGES 1942-I9-.-
NOSERT W SCHIVERA (GA & N C) OLIVER. DAVIS MANER
PATRICK T O'CONNOR 

19O5-LV . I lTIOMAS A WITHERS
jAMES P GERARD OLIVER CA MANF-P

WENDY W WILLIAMSON July 31, 1990 1963 1')C,
PATRICIA C TANZER
JCE lrREY A FELSER 

JOt IH M i)AVC 0
,AuRA 5 viNCZE VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 1., I.p
PAUL G JUSTICE EDWIN MAI,,

#ill ' ill .1

-ARLES * SPAI41*'A,

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MtJR 2989 M. C. Anderson

Dear Mr. Long: cn

Please be advised that we represent M. C. Anderson in reference to -the above matter. Accordingly, I am enclosing a Statement of
Designation of Counsel signed by Mr. Anderson.

The letter directed to Mr. Anderson by the Federal Election*- Commission, dated July 20, 1990, was not received by Mr. Anderson
until July 26th. The factual analysis shows that the alleged
contributions were made more than six years ago and for this reason
we respectfully request an extension of time to answer to the
Office of the General Council in order for us to investigate and
determine the circumstance under which the contributions were made,
and to attempt to locate the checks. For this reason, we request
that the reply which is due August 10, 1990, be extended for twenty
days or on or before August 28, 1990.

In accordance with our telephone conversation of today, this letter
is being directed to your attention.

Sincerely,

OLIVER, MANER & GRAY

SPARKMAN 
-

c,CLS/ms C0
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K2989
Charles L. Sparkman

Oliver, Maner & Gray

P. 0. Box 10186

Savannah, GA 31412

TinwJPBMB: (912)- 236-3311

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any 
notifications and other

communications f:om the Commission 
and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

July 31, 1990

Date -Signature

R=PONDim S WADS:

ADDRESS:

HOSE POM:

BUS INMSS PHOw:

M. C. Anderson

P. 0. Box 7034

Garden City, GA 31408

964-5712
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
lpASHINCTO% DC 2104bAU August 6, 1990

Charles L. Sparkman, Esquire
Oliver Maner & Gray
P.O. Box 10186
Savannah, GA 31412

RE: MUR 2989
M.C. Anderson

Dear Mr. Sparkman:

This is in response to your letter dated July 31, 1990,
which we received on August 3, 1990, requesting an extension of
18 days until August 28, 1990 to respond to the reason to believe
finding in this matter. After considering the circumstances
presented in your letter, I have granted the requested extension.
Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on

-- August 28, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence H. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel



LASSETER TRACTOR CO., INC.
P. o. Box Me ;'" - M T t: 35 U
Moultvle, Georgia 31776
Phone 912-985.1027

August , 1990

Fepr " zl-.,--:ion Commission
-79 

1 E- c e,-
E . St. ' .

Aahin~:t n, DC 2Th6?

Atterticn: 'r. Jeffrt'" Long .

Dear yr. Lng:

Per cur telephone conversation this 7rorni.g 1 ar, enclosing

copies of all four checks mentioned in your letter. As I teld

you on the phone the check for $1000.00 dated May 5, 198r, was

written to Ga. Tribute to the President. I didnot receive a

written invitation to this event, I wl.s called on the phone to

make a 81000.C0 contribution as President Reagan was to b' in

Atlanta. However, it is true that this check was deposited in

'he Citizens National bank f 'r Friends of Mattingly, thru no fault

of mine. The other three checks mentioned in you~r letter were made

!u* to Friends Cf Mattingl:, the $I000.C check dated January l4,

;.9n. was a contribution for the primary and the other two checks

were _.itended fcr the 4enerai election.

-t was not my intention to do anything wrong. I would appreciate

very much any tning that you can do to help me resolve thir ratter.

Yours truly,

wil!ard Lasseter

enci: 1
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DAVIDSON, CALHOUN £ MILLER, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW

THE JOSEPH HOUSE P. 0. UOx 2628

J - OUENTIN DAVIOSON. JR. 828 BROADWAY
MARCUS S CALHOUN. JR. COLUMBUS, GEORGIA 31994- 1599 404 32?- 2SS2
CHARLES IN MILLER

TELECOPIER
(404) 323-5836

August 3, 1990 -[

FEDERAL EXPRESS

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

Attention: Elizabeth Campbell

Re: MUR 2989 Lovick P. Corn

Dear Ms. Campbell:

-: In accordance with our telephone conversation of today, I
* hereby request an extension of time in which to reply t

Mr. McGarry's letter, dated July 20, 1990, regarding the aboveis, -In
__ referenced matter. A copy of such letter is enclosed herewith.

As we discussed, we feel that an extension to August 22 P% .
1990 would be in order so that we can obtain the informatio -,3

which we requested from you in order to resolve this matter. Yoe
felt that this extension would not be a problem and furthew
stated that you would send us a letter granting the extension to, X
Mr. Corn. AV

Thank you very much for your helpful and cooperative
attitude. I look forward to a successful resolution of the

r'N above-referenced matter.

In the meantime, if you have any questions, or desire

further information, please do not hesitate to call.

Very truly yours,

DAVIDSON, CALHOUN & MILLER, P.C.

By: /;/

Charles W. Miller

CWM/cp
cc: Mr. Lovick P. Corn

Mr. J. Quentin Davidson, Jr.
Mr. David A. Buehler



Emory Winship
13 Peninsula Dr
Stratham, NH

03885

- m r, vv r sr,

;ente! ren

nave receiveo your notice dated 20 o.ly wnlcn was sent to my nome at P x 0 Bo
n ernandina Beach, FL, and forwardeo on to me at the above address, where we are vacation i rQ

This summer I !ve sooen witn your office tns mornng
can assure you of one thing If I have violated the act, and, from my conversation

V ]itn your office this morning, it would seem that I nave, it was totally inadvertant. Noneteess,
,t would seem, from the facts you have laid out, I did. I have all of my records in my home in
Florida, but i oelieve tat I also Wave them in the computer I am writing this on. The program is,
-owever. copy protected (Multplan) and I have requested an unlocked copy of the program so .at
mav check them I do not exect to get this untl Friday or Saturd of this week, utw,!l euout

of town on Wednesday, Thursoev and FridVI anyway
Therefore, although I have little reason to doubt that your records are correct, anc,

indeed, if my memory serves me correctly, thev are. I would still like to check them. and
therefore request an extension long enough to allow me to do this The end of next week Should De
-mole for me to check my records and get back with you.

I am very sure that I made no notetins on my checks or otr records of the reason
V") 'or "%Iese contributions, thinking they were fairly obvIous My ignorance of the law is no excuse

That, too, 's fairly obvious. I made these contributions, however, with no thOught as to whether
the money would be used for in a primary or general election Frankly I .idn't think that Senator
Mattingly was going to have any oposition In the primary, and so fe!t, when I gave the money, 1t
would be used mostly for his general campaign, if i gave any thought to it at all I also thought,
incorrectly it seems, that contributions were 11miteo Dy the year rather than by campaigns. it
seems that ! was still mistaken.

This is the whole story anyway, and, as i say, the only way I would dispute the facts as
you have them is if I should find from my records that they are not correctP lease advise me

Sincerely,



SELL & MELTON
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FOURTEENTH FLOOR CHARTER MEDICAL BUILDING 10: - r Q53
POST OFFICE BOX 229

MACON. GEORGIA 31297-2899

TELEPHONE 19121 746-8521

TELECOPIER (9121 745-6426

C, -
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August 2, 1990 --
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Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989 Albert L. Luce, Jr.

Dear Mr. Long:

Thank you for returning my call and discussing the
above captioned matter with me on Friday.

I am enclosing herewith a Power of Attorney from Mr.
Luce appointing Buckner F. Melton, one of my partners, and me
to represent him in this matter and to receive all
communications.

As I told you on the phone, Mr. Luce has a copy of
the personal check dated May 22, 1985 payable to "Georgia
Tribute to the President" in the amount of $1,000.00, but he
has destroyed his cancelled checks and his checkbook for 1984
and prior years.

He respectfully requests that you send him a copy of
the check indicating that a $1,000.00 contribution was made
on 11/1/83. You also indicated that the figure of $1,300.00
has "totalled excessives in the primary" which probably
indicated that there was a contribution prior to 11/1/83, and
we respectfully request a copy of any evidence that you have
of such prior contributions.

Mr. Luce had no intention whatsoever of violating the
Federal Election laws. We understand that we may supply
evidence of extenuating circumstances on or before August 15,
1990.



Mr. Jeffrey Long
August 2, 1990
Page 2

It will help us greatly if you can supply photocopies
of the missing checks which form a basis of the complaint.

Sincerely yours,

JDC*b OND. COMER
enc. /

cc: Mr. Albert L. Luce, Jr.
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John D. cr and Buckner F. Melton

Sell & Meltcn

P. o. Box 229

Macon, Ga. 31297-2899

(912) 746-8521

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to-receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

July 30, 1990
Date

RZSa SUT S HAM:
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r-) flow vPDoi
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Signature V

Albert L. tUre, Jr.

519 Westview Drive

Fort Valley, Ga. 31030

(912) 825-2021
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July 25, 1990

Lee Ann Elliott, Chairman
Federal Elections Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Xs. Chairman,

I am In receipt of your recent letter regarding
Senator Paula Hawkins and myself as treasurer.

Y1'R 2989, Committee to Re-Elect

Let me assure you that in 1986, sole purpose of the Committee to Re-Elect Senator
Paula Hawkins was just that. We were not in the business of making excessive
contributions to other campaigns. Our main concern was media buys and the massive
dollars they required. We needed every penny our campaign could scrape together.

Although our records from this time frame are not available, I do recall that we
V had a joint fundraising event with Senator Mattingly in Jacksonville. In fact,

I attended that event on behalf of Senator Hawkins. Is is possible that there
was a bookkeeping error in that event? I do not know since the problem was
evidently discovered in reviewing Senator Mattingly's report. Could you send me
the materials that concern you for my review?

Our campaign is inactive. We have a few debts that we are carrying, but we are
Ynot active in any way. Other than the materials we are required to keep by law,

there are no records available. What can I do to help you resolve this matter
" under these circumstances?

C Lncerely,

!an McKinnon

GHXL:tw

,-i

--,n



Citens and InuTru Compeny A -- 7 4Nj 23
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August 1, 1990

C- -'

Mr. John W. MeGarry
Vice Chairman

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989
A. T. Kennedy

Dear Mr. McGarry:

This acknowledges receipt of your letter dated July 20,

1990, addressed to Mr. A. T. Kennedy.

This is to inform you that Mr. Albert Thornton Kennedy

died on September 20, 1985. Our Bank and Mrs. Gayle E.

Kennedy are serving as the executors of the Estate of Albert
Thornton Kennedy.

Please let me know if any action is required by the

executors concerning your inquiry of July 20, 1990.

Cordially yours,

o White

Senor Vice President

cc: Mr. Philip Thompson

JGW: cw



LAW OrrICES

HICKS. MALOOF & CAMPBELL 90A!G-7 F 4:04
A PROrESSIONAL CORPORATION

ROBERP E 0-CAS SUITE 1200 MAROUIS TWO TOWER LiSA WEBB WANNAmA,,,
MAURICE N MALOOF 285 PEACHTREE CENTER AVENUE NE HENRI r SEWi 1  _P
CHARLES E CAMPBELL ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30303-0834 VRGINIA B r'Firt RSO\
ROBERT A BARTETT DARREN K M _ENSLE

CHARLES E WILSON lit (404) 586-e100 VICTORIA A GE0QrF
ROBERT E TR !TT LAWRENCE " Wrx.,[r;
BRUCE N E£DENE:ELD rACSiMiLE (404) 420 '747 EOWAR C [ ) II -
PETER ;.Ou'51 JAMES A -4AQv.'
J MICHAEL .EENGOOI' *P'R - [ ) REC2 CAL N(IMBF THOM6AS Q R m

DAVIC, CA%'ZE 420-7403 STEP-( % w
STEVEN BENCIR A..-MA

,7

August 6, 1990

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

- Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RU: 3U329S9 Zuqene Kelly.

Dear Mr. McGarry:

We represent Mr. Eugene Kelly in regard to the above matter
and enclose herewith the Statement of Designation of Counsel
executed by Mr. Kelly.

This letter is to notify the Federal Election Commission that
Mr. Kelly is interested in pursuing pre-probable cause conciliation
puruant to 11 C.F.R. §111.18(d). We have discussed this matter
with Staff Counsel for the Federal Election Comission and
understand that in the event the Federal Election Commission elects
not to pursue pre-probable cause conciliation or no agreement is
reached as a result of pre-probable cause conciliation that Mr.
Kelly may thereafter submit such evidence as he desires to
demonstrate that no action should be taken against him. Under
those circumstances, Mr. Kelly hereby requests pre-probable cause
conciliation.

We will transmit to your office by the end of this month such
statements in affidavit form and such documents as Mr. Kelly
desires to submit in connection with the pre-probable cause
conciliation effort.



LAW OFr6CES

HICKS. MALOOF & CAMPBELL
A fb*OPrESlONAL CORPORATION

Mr. John W. McGarry
August 6, 1990
Page Two

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

HICKS, MALOOF & CAMPBELL, a
Pr fessional Corporation

By: __ _ __ _ __ _ __ _ __ _ __ _

CHARLES E. CAMPBELL

CEC/Jlc
- Enclosure

cc: Mr. Eugene W. Kelly
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?he above-named indLvidual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and othec

comunications from the Comission and to act on my behalf befoce

the Comiission.

Date
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LAW OFFICES

GLASS, McCULLOUGH, SHERRILL & HARROLD
t409 PEACHTP-E STPEET, N. E.

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30300
Tel[CPWOCIE (4041 Ss- I500

TELIER 643Z31

CLC COPIC" (404) 092-1&0t
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(404)-"5174 aa
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July 30, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Jeffrey Long

Re: MUR 2989
John M. Stuckey, Jr.
Request for Extension
of Time to Answer

Gentlemen:

In accordance with my telephone conversation of today's date
with Mr. Jeffrey Long in your office, please accept this letter
as written request for a thirty (30) day extension of time in
which to respond to the above referenced MUR. My request for an
extension is based upon the fact (i) that I have changed office
addresses from 1005 Virginia Avenue, Suite 200, Atlanta, Georgia
30354 to 1409 Peachtree Street, N.E., Atlanta, Georgia 30309 and
received the Commission's letter dated July 20, 1990 and mailed
to my former office address this date, and, (ii) that it will be
necessary for me to retrieve my check records and other financial
data relating to calendar years 1984 and 1985 contributions from
dead file storage.

for your attention to this matter.Thai



Gny W. Ruuvs 19AV, 3. 9~2

July 31, 1990

General Counsel's Office
Federal Election commission-v -'

Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention Jeffrey Long

Re: I4UR 2989
Gary W. Rollins

Dear Mr. Long:

This letter is in response to Mr. McGarry's letter to me
dated July 20, 1990. Enclosed is the form designating s.
Jarvin Levison as my counsel. Hiis direct dial number is
(404) 527-4602.

There is not much that I an able to explain. Until I
received Mr. McGarry' s letter,, I was unaware that I had
made any contribution to the Mattingly Senatorial Campaign
that exceeded authorized limits. I have searched my tiles
and the best that I can recall is that on several different
occasions over a two-year period I was contacted by
different friends to make contributions to the Mattingly
campaign. I did not give any thought to the matter other
than Mr. Mattingly vas a good Senator.

I probably assumed that the campaign committee would be
aware if my contribution exceeded the proper limit and
advise me (or remove my name for possible additional
contributions).

I do note that one of my checks was made payable to "Georgia
Tribute to The President" on behalf of my wife and me (our
two social security numbers are on the check). I probably
was unaware that the money was going to the Mattingly
campaign. I believe I was called and told the President
was coming to Atlanta for a Republican function.

I considered all of the contributions to be on behalf of
my wife and me, and that they would be used for both the
primary and the general election.



S S

General Counsel's Office
July 31, 1990
Page Two

I would like to pursue the pre-probable cause conciliation
referred to in Mr. NcGarry's letter. I assume r. Levison
will be contacted.

Sincerely,

GWR/ch

Enclosure
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MM 2989

S o0' .a Jarvin Levison

Arnall Golden & Gregory

55 Park Place

Atlanta, GA 30335

-on= (404) 527-4602

The above-named Individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authocized to-ceceive any notLfLcations and other

comunications from the Comi.ssion and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

July 31, 1990
Date

in~uinw* s uainu~
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Gary W. Rollins

c/o R.F.I. Company
P. 0. Box 647

Atlanta, GA 30301

(404) 888-2300
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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August 8, 1990

Charles W. Miller, Esquire
Davidson, Calhoun & Miller, P.C.
Attorneys and Counsellors at Law
The Joseph House
828 Broadway
Columbus, Georgia 31994-1599

RE: MUR 2989
Lovick P. Corn

Dear Mr. Miller:

This is in response to your letter dated August 3, 1990,

tfU) which we received on August 6, 1990, requesting an extension

until August 22, 1990 to respond to MUR 2989. After considering
the circumstances presented in your letter, I have granted the

requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the

close of business on August 22, 1990.

C- If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

oCampbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned 
to this

matter at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel



BILL TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES, INC.
4161 CARM~ICHAEL AVENUE, SUITE 135 / JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32207 (904) 396-0000

6 August 1990

Federal Elections Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989
Bill Taylor & Associates

To Whom it May Concern:

We are responding to your letter of August 3
Taylor & Associates.

, 1990 addressed to Bill

There appears to be some confusion about the account on which Bill Taylor,

an individual, made a contribution to the Friends of Mattingly in connection

with the 1986 Senate Election.

I am enclosing a photocopy of this check, it is clearly a personal account
and has always been. When I incorporated in 1983 the Corporate account was
changed only to the extent of adding a (,)and (INC) It is still shown that
way. Enclosed is a corporate check specimen for your reference.

Please be assured my records are available to you and I am pleased to assist
in this matter of clarification.

I
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August 8, 1990

Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989 C
William A. Fickling, Jr.
P. O. Box 209
Macon, Georgia 31298

Dear Mr. McGarry: P -

I have received your July 20, 1990 letter relating to my
contributions to Senator Mack Mattingly during his primary campaign
in 1985. Although it is difficult to reconstruct the circumstances
of my 1985 contributions at this time, I have pulled the two
cancelled checks that you identified in your Factual and Legal
Analysis as resulting in the excessive contributions, and I believe
the explanation is straight-forward.

Copies of the two cancelled checks are attached. Both checks are
payable to "Georgia Tribute to the President", but the endorsement
reflects that they were deposited to "Friends of Mattingly". I
have no explanation for that discrepancy. My recollection is that
I was asked to contribute to a dinner honoring President Reagan.
Apparently the proceeds of that dinner went directly to the
Mattingly campaign. I do not recall knowing that the event was a
Mattingly fundraiser, and I am surprised today to discover that the
checks were deposited to the Mattingly campaign.

In any event, one of the $1,000 contributions was intended to be
from my wife, Neva L. Fickling, and I expect that each of the

r checks was submitted with some direction reflecting that the
contributions were to be allocated $1,000 to me and $1,000 to my
wife. I have not found copies of anything in my own records that
reflect those directions, but I would not have contributed $2,000
to a single event, and I don't believe that anyone in my family or
anyone in my company who might have recommended that I make a
contribution would have allowed me to make such a contribution. I
believe that whoever was responsible for the bookkeeping for the
dinner failed to follow our directions that those two checks be
allocated $1,000 to me and $1,000 to my wife.

Perhaps a reason that our directions were not followed is that both
checks were written on preprinted blank checks that listed only my
name and address. In fact, those checks are drawn against a joint
account, account number in the name of "Mr. Wm. A.
Fickling, Jr. or Mrs. Neva L. Fickling". Attached is a recent
account statement that identifies that account accurately as being



John W. McGarry
August 8, 1990
Page Two

a joint account. Adding further to the confusion, both of the
checks in question were signed by my son, William A. Fickling, InI,
who is an authorized signatory, although not an owner, of the Joint
account. While it would have been less confusing if I had signed
a check from the joint account bearing my printed name and my wife
had signed a separate check against the joint account bearing her
name, in point of fact, I believe that we made an effort to give
separate directions when we delivered the checks to assure that
they were attributed separately to each of us.

While this is a complicated explanation five years after the event,
I believe it to be accurate. I hope this satisfactorily
demonstrates to you that no further action should be taken. I am
not sure what further information I can provide you, but if you
need anything further, please contact me so that we can resolve
this matter promptly.

Thank you for your assistance.

sincerely,

William A. FickL*A, Jr.

.* f V
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577 MULBERRY ST. P 0 BOX 200

MACON. GA 312U:1
'iijli

WE. A. FICKLIG JR.
577 MULBERRY ST. P 0 BOX 201
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August 7, 1990

Federal Election Commission C)
Office of General Counsel -
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: Mr. Jeffrey Long

Re: Mr. J. Eliott Barrow
MUR 2989

Dear Mr. Long:

We are counsel to Mr. J. Eliott Barrow, the Respondent in
the captioned Matter Under Review. A duly signed Statement of

*Designation of Counsel is attached to this letter.

Mr. Barrow received your letter dated July 20, 1990 on
August 1, 1990. We understand that he has spoken with you by
telephone and that you confirmed that the response date to your
letter would be 15 days from his actual receipt of the letter.

NThe FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS attached to your letter
reflects that two contributions are in question - one on 10/21/86
in the amount of $2,000, and a second on 12/15/86 in the amount
of $1,500. Mr. Barrow advises that the $2,000 contribution was
not made by him. We understand that during a telephone
conversation with Mr. Barrow, you double-checked the records and
confirmed that this contribution was not made by him and is no
longer in question. If we are incorrect in our understanding,
please let us know.

On its face, the $1,500 contribution appears to exceed the
limits of 2 U.S.C. §441 a(a)(1)(A). The contribution was made in
response to a request from former Senator Mattingly's Campaign to
assist in paying off debts incurred during the Campaign. At the
time the contribution was made, Mr. Barrow believed it was proper
and that it would be handled properly by the Campaign. Mr.



TROUTMAN, SANERS, LOCKENCAN &fOOR0
& "summ ae 00MBIoN"

Federal Election Commission
August 7, 1990
Page 2

Barrow is a semi-retired businessman, age 69. He is not an
attorney, nor is he well-versed in the intricacies of Federal
Election Laws. The mistake made was truly innocent, and he would
like to rectify the matter as soon as possible.

We request an opportunity for pre-probable cause
conciliation. I would appreciate your contacting me at 404-658-
8364 to discuss this matter further.

Respe,_tf u!! submAIitted,

TROUTMAN, SANDERS, LOCKERMAN & ASHMORE

Staney\H. Hackett

SHH:bjs

Attachment

cc: Robert H. Forry, Esquire
Mr. J. Eliott Barrow

Enclosure
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Mu 2989

NAM O HSZL$ qt-i- Wnsti And- Robert H. Forry

AWUSI$ Troutman. Sanders. Lockerman & Ashmore

Candler Building, Suite 1400

127 Peachtree St., N.E.Atlanta, G3orga 30303-A 0

T3LUOS : 404-658-8364

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and othec

comunications from the Comission and to act on my behalf before

the Comission.

Date Signature

RUPOSSDUT'S NA M Elitt RArrow

AD inS 280 Rurch Lake Road

Favetteville, GA 30214

ONE IO~
Enow i__

BUSIMii Pn_ _ _



Emory Winship
13 PenInsula Dr
Stratham, NH

03885

W .srognton-. , 2j46 .

Pe MijP. 299 Emorv WifsnlD

Attn E11zateth .ante -

Deer Sirs

In furtherance to my conversation with Ms C<robell of this date, I am writing to
reuest pre-probable cause conciliation in tr:s matter

As stated in my previous correspornce, ; nave received my unlocked program ano
nave been able to check my records for the years '985 and 1986 l do not have the records for
I 83 with me nere, but t believe that your recoras, alcordng to my memory, are correct. Those
for whcn I do nave records are exactly as you 'iave shown do not have the cancelled checks here.
but I am certain that no notations were made on them

's's violation was entirely inadvertant. and was a result of not understan ing the law
Now, however. that I do. I will see to it that you won't be contacting me in the future - at least not
about anything like this.

$incerelv yours,
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION SER VE

In the matter of )

MUR 2989

Friends of Mattingly et al.

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to be; .'

that Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treas:'e:.

violated 2 U.S.C. 55 432, 434(b), 441a(f), 441b(a), and

S 110.6(c)(3); 17 political committees violated 2 U.S.-.

5 441a(a); and 55 corporate entities violated 2 U.S.C. 5 4;: a.

On that same day the Commission also found reason to belie%-e that

72 individuals who contributed more than twice the legal ::a:t

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A). After looking over the :eport

in this matter, the Audit Division pointed out to staff frza this

Office that two additional individuals not named as respondents

contributed more than the legal limit to Friends of

Mattingly. Mr. Winburn E. Stewart made excessive contributions

totaling $1,125.00 in the primary election
1 and Mr. Charles B.

West made excessive contributions totaling $2,000 in the general

2
election . In order to maintain consistency in the Commission's

handling of this matter, this Office recommends that the

Commission find reason to believe that these two individua.s

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).

1. See final audit report, attachment 1, page 31.

2. See final audit report, attachment 1, page 34.
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1. Find reason to believe that Winburn E. Stewart violated
2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).

2. Find reason to believe that Charles B. West violated
2 U.S.C. S 44la(a)(1)(A).

3. Approve the attached Factual & Legal Analyses.

4. Approve the appropriate letter.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Date BY: L . erner
Associate General Counsel

Attachments:

1. Factual & Legal Analyses (2)

Staff assigned: Elizabeth Campbell



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Friends of Mattingly et al.
MUR 2989

CERTIFICATION

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

Commission, do hereby certify that on August 3, 1990, the

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

actions in MUR 2989:

1. Find reason to believe that Winburn E.
Stewart violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)
(A).

2. Find reason to believe that Charles B.
West violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).

3. Approve the Factual a Legal Analyses,
as recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated July 30, 1990.

4. Approve the letter, as recommended in
the General Counsel's Report dated
July 30, 1990.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald, RcGarry,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date erjori• W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Tuesday, July 31, 1990 11:17 a.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Thursday, Aug. 1, 1990 11:00 a.m.
Deadline for vote: Friday, Aug. 3, 1990 11:00 a.m.

dh

O

01

Cr



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTO% DC 20461

August 9, 1990

Mr. Charles B. West
3340 Peachtree Rd., N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30026

RE: MUR 2989
Charles B. West

Dear Mr. West:

on August 3, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act

C) of 1971, as amended ("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 you. 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 your

U") receipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OflT-ce of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

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



Charles B. West
NUR 2989
Page 2

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 investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey
Long or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Charles B. West MUR 2989

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

$ 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that Charles B. West made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $2,000 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Ul) General election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

C-, General Total Contributed Total ExcessivesDate for the General in the General

11/4/86 $1,000 - 8/19/86 $2,000
$2,000 - 9/01/86

Because these contributions were for the general

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $2,000. Therefore, there is reason to believe that

Charles B. West violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOn, DC 20463

August 9, 1990

Winburn E. Stewart, Jr.
P.O. Box 929
Macon, GA 31202

RE: MUR 2989
Winburn E. Stewart, Jr.

Dear Mr. Stewart:

On August 3, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act

V) of 1971, as amended ("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 you. 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 your

, receipt of this letter. where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, 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 receipt of the request, the OfT-ce of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.

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



Winburn E. Stewart, Jr.
MUR 2989
Page 2

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. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey
Long or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

nn Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

t , Designation of Counsel Form

Is
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Winburn E. Stewart, Jr. MUR 2989

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

-- Mattingly reveals that Winburn E. Stewart, Jr., made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,125 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:

C" Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives
Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $1,000 - 2/24/86 $1,125
$ 25 - 5/29/86
$ 100 - 7/07/86
$1,000 - 7/10/86

Because these contributions were for the primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,125. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Winburn

E. Stewart, Jr., violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Im WooAugust 10, 1990

John M. Stuckey, Jr.
Glass, McCullough, Sherrill & Harrold
1409 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

RE: MUR 2989
John Mi. Stuckey, Jr.

Dear Mr. Stuckey:

This is in response to your letter dated July 30, 1990,
which we received on August 8, 1990, requesting an extension of
30 days until September 7, 1990 to respond. After considering
the circumstances presented in your letter, I have granted the
requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the
close of business on September 7, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
C-- Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
C matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Ile) Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel
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TROTTER SMITH & JACOBS
A PrlmiaMm CmvPoiubm

400 Colony Square
1201 Peachtree Street
Atlanta, Georgia 30361
(404) 881-0500

Telecopier 872-1110

Michael V. Coleman
Dirm Dud (404) 881-3918

11~pj: 07

20 Technology Parkway
Norcros", Georgia 30092
(404) 441-790

Telecopler 448-6548

-I'

-
o

August 7, 1990

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Elections C:. sson
Office of the Genera-' Counsel
9999 E Street
Washington, D.C. 204i2

Re: MUR 2989
R. M. ChanneL1

- Dear Ms. Campbell:

Pursuant to our tel&ephone conversation, I am writing to
confirm that the time period for responding to the July 20,

-- 1990, letter from your office with respect to the above-referenced
matter has been extended until August 17, 1990. We appreciate
your cooperation, and look forward to working with you to resolve
this matter.

Best regards.

Sincerely,,

Michael V. Coleman

MVC/ fb

cc: R.M. Channell

2042MVC wrd
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August 8, 1990

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.-
Washington, DC 20463 CD ".

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Ms. Campbell: i

I have received your July 20 letter citing an apparent violation
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 wherein I
contributed $2,250.00 on May 15, 1985 to the campaign of Mack

00 Mattingly.

- At the time I made the contribution I was not aware of a restric-
tion of $1,000.00 for each election in a federal election. Being
a resident of the state of Georgia, I was under the impression
that the federal election law was the same as that in Georgia in
that an individual could give an unlimited amount of campaign

-contribution to a candidate for office. My assumption was
obviously wrong, and I have indeed apparently violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act. My check was made payable to
"Georgia 's Tribute to the President". As I have stated
previously,, I knew that the money would be going to the campaign
for Mack Mattingly, but I did not knowingly violate the federal
law. Given my ignorance of the law,, I make no excuses but do ask

o for leniency in that I simply made a mistake.

I would appreciate any consideration that you would give me.

Very truly yours,

.Doa::Cilrss

JDC/ ljp

ism.
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August 8, 1990

FEDERAL ELECTION COtISSION
W;ASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989

J & W FARMS

TO V"HOM IT MAY CONCERN:

5'4
-Ti

xe

In response to your letter of August 3, 1990, I am
informing you that J & W FARMS is not now and has
never been registered as a corporate entity.

Sincerely,

fi~atrrence
LO
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VAUGHN ' P & ASS E SC

August 8, 1990

a-

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Election Commission

2 ' Washington,
D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989
Vaughn Lumber Company

Dear Ms. Campbell:

In regard to our telephone conversation today,
1990, I am attaching a copy of our check which
to the President.

r- After receiving your letter, and. locating this
endorsed by Friends of Mattingly.

and your letter of August 3,
was made out to Georgia Tribute

old check, I note that It was

As I told you on the phone, It is hard to remember that far back, but
c .. best of my knowledge, at the time I wrote the check, I thought It was

toward some programs of the President, not to Mack Mattingly.

If you need any further information, please let me know.

Sincerely,

A. Lee Vaughn
President

ALV/law

Attach
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COOK REALY, UC.
108 South Thornton Avenue 4
Post Office Box 926
Dalton. Georgia 30722-0926
(404) 278-2115 August 8, 1990

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Election Comission
999 "' IStreet, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463 C4

Dear Ms. Campbell:

CNU Thank you so much for returning my telephone call today and for
providing me with information that the check in question was written 0%
on May 24, 1985.

However, I have been through all my cancelled checks for the month
Ln of May 1985 and find there were no checks written to any political candi-

date or organization.

I then checked through my personal records and found that I had
written a $125.00 check on hy 31, 1985 and am attachting a copy of this
for you records.

Should you be able to provide me with a copy of the check I was
supposed to have written on my corporate account, or even the check nuber,

CI will be most happy to go back and look again.

Please advise as to what I should do now or the disposition of this

matter. Thank you.

Very truly yours,

BROAtahmn

Attachment

Each Office Is Independentty Owned And Oprtd
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONIi' AAugust 14, 199.0.

Michael V. Coleman, Esquire
Trotter Smith & Jacobs
400 Colony Square
1201 Peachtree Square
Atlanta, GA 30361

RE: MUR 2989
R.M. Channell

Dear Mr. Coleman:

This is in response to your letter dated August 7, 1990,
which we received on August 10, 1990, requesting an extension
until August 17, 1990 to respond. After considering the
circumstances presented in your letter, I have granted the
requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the
close of business on August 17, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel
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LEX JOLLEY & CO., INC.

MUNICIPAL AND COWORATE SECURITIES
M II$1 P C

TELEPHO% E IX JOLLEY
#* ) 25- 1iKIA (i()Rr)N %ORTIN

FAkX (MM iZ 4 1414 FlD WALt.

August 7, 1990

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
office of General Counsel
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 2969
Lex Jolley & Company, Inc.

C14 Dear Ms. Campbell:

In relation to the above, enclosed are copies of the
unused/returned check and Senator Hattingly's letter thatqA q

to was enclosed with the returned check.

Lex Jolley & Co., Inc. is a small, family-owned
company. Each of the stockholders have personal accounts on
our company books. It is not unusual for us to pay personal
bills of the stockholders with company checks and debit the
amount of the check to the personal account of the respec-
tive party.

C On November 12, 1985, I sent a corporate check for what
was a personal contribution. Unfortunately, I did not think
about the connection that would be made between a corporate
check and the Federal Campaign Finance Law, but Senator
Mattingly's campaign staff realized that the check was a
corporate check and returned it on November 26, 1985. Since
all of this happened in the month of November, 1985 before I
closed my books for the month, this check was never credited
to a personal account on our books, but the check was simply
voided as shown on the attached copy.

I submit this statement to you under oath.

Sincerely yours,

Malinda J. Kortin
Secretary/Treasurer

MJM/km

34 PFACHMM STREET. N.W. * SUITE 00 * ATLANTA, GO9 IA 3083-2316



MACK MATTINGLY

FRIENDS OF MACK MATINGLY CLUB

November 26, 1985

>.r. Gordon K. ,'ortin
L~e Joliev & Company, Inc.
300 William-Oliver Building
.Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Mr. Mortin:

Thank you for your contribution of $500 to

Senator Mattingly's re-election campaign. The
Senator appreciated your support very much.

Unfortunately, a provision in the Federal
Election Commission (FEC) law prohibits
contributions drawn on corporate funds. Therefore,
we are enclosing your check in order that it might

be replaced with a check drawn on your personal
bank account.

I apologize for any inconvenience that this

has caused you.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Miller
FRIENDS OF MATTINGLY

P.A11) IX)H HY ,H IEN *()I." M ATINGL"
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LAW OFFCE

TROTTER SMITH & JACOBS
A ProhioWs Ca4NyW~m

400 Colony Square
1201 Peachtree Street
Atlanta, Georgia 30361
(404) 881-0500

Telecopier 872-1110

Michael V. Coleman
Direct Dial (404) 881-3918

20 Technology Parkway
Norcroa, Georgia 30092
(404) 441-7900

Telecopier 448.6548

August 13, 1990

VIA FEDREAL EXPRIBB

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Elections Commission
Office of General Counsel
999 East Street

co Washington, D.C. 20463

""' Re: MUR 2989
R. M. Channell

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, I enclose an
original and one copy of a Statement of Designation of Counsel
which has been executed by R. M. Channell in connection with the
above-referenced matter. We look forward to working with you to
resolve this matter.

Sincerely,,

Michael V. Coleman

MVC: mj m

Enclosures

2048mvc wrd
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2989

NM ( a$ Michael V. Coleman

ADoSI Trotter Smith & Jacobs

1201 Peachtree Street, Suite 2200

Atlanta, Georgia 30361

(404) 881 -0500

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf betoce

the Commission.

" Date Signature

ir-ofu' s NMI I L-AD ms / 7 ?9'/-f

o74 z". 7 34' 6 _
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Independent Freight Forwarders and Customs Brokers Asoation
of Savannah, Inc.

PO5I OFFICE Box 1465

SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 31402

,t, trs .t.

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989 - "

Dear Sirs.

We write in reference to your letter of August 3, 1990 concerning
a possible violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 by the
Independent Freight Forwarders & Customs Brokers Assoc. of Savannah, Inc.
We intend to cooperate fully with your investigation and wish to pursue a . -
pre-probable cause conciliation to expedite handling of this matter.

Our organization is a professional association of member firms of the 4
local custom house brokerage and freight forwarding industry. The objectives4 1 ,
of our association are to further the interests of our industry, encourage

__ professionalism and integrity, and maintain goodwill among our members. We hold
monthly meetings to conduct our business and elect our officers annually. As
none of the officers of 1984 are currently involved with our association we
have consulted bank records and minutes of our meetings to determine circumstances

-- of the alleged contribution. We have found that our association sent two
representatives to a reception in honor of Mack Mattingly at the Hyatt Regency
Hotel in Savannah, Ga. on March 16, 1984. The cost of the function was $500.00.

As our organization has become more politically active we have become more
famaliar with laws governing contributions on the state and federal level. Our
association is much more attuned to its responsibilities in this regard and

C follows them accordingly. We hope the information provided above will assist
you in your investigation and allow for a quick resolution to this matter. If
we can be of further help please contact the undersigned.

Sincerely yours,

Gerald JI Bresnihan
Treasurer
912-233-8402

CC: Gloria Faircloth
President
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August 9, 1990

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Electionn Commission
1036 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-6612

RE: MUR2989, Alfred Hammack d/b/a

Dear Ms. Campbell,

In 1978 I built a 9000 square foot office building at Hammack's
Southlake Junior Shopping Center. This building was financed
through a new lender and as a result I had to have a separate
bank account. For a two (2) month period I had a partner on this
project which was terminated after a three (3) month period. A
letter was sent to the Secretary of State dissolving that
partnership. From that period I operated as an individual using
the bank account Alfred Hammack dba Morrow Professional Building
as a title only. I never petitioned the Secretary of State for
an extension for a corporation and paid no fees or assessments
after the initial fee.

tO
I at no time made a contribution or a donation to any candidate
State or Federal, that I wasn't assured that I was in compliance
with regulations.

Yours truly,

Alf-ed Hammack
221 Upper Riverdale Road, Apt. 5-E
Jonesboro, GA 30236



MARICOM ELECTRONLS INC.
ELECTRONIC SALES AND SEKIMCE

P.O. sOx 14287 SAVANNAH. GA. 31416

(912 364-4542

Federal Election Commission August 9, 1990

Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989, Maricom Electronics, Inc.

Dear Lee Ann Elliott,

You are correct in stating that a Maricom Electronics, Inc.

check was used to make a contribution of $150.00 to Matt
Mattinglys Senatorial Campaign. I am president of this -#

corporation and this amount of money was to have been charged 5
to my personal account. I have instructed our accountant

to check and be sure that this was done.

For your further information this corporation is controlled by 9 .

five equal parteners and we have never supported or made

a contribution to any political party or candidate.

Sincerely. -
"ZIT,

Bill Willinghati
President

o ,

eo -
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August 14, 1990

Ms. Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 2989
Lockheed Employees' PAC and

Stephen E. Chaudet, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Elliott:

This letter sets forth the facts and circumstances surrounding contributions

to Friends of Mattingly by the Lockheed Employees' PAC from March, 1982

through February, 1986. According to our records we did not violate 2 U.S.C.

Sec. 441a(a)(2)(A) in either the primary or general election cycle.

Attached please find copies of checks and associated letters sent to Friends

of Mattingly. Please recognize that we have gone to great lengths to

re-create our contribution history and have included information that dates

back further than the FEC record-keeping requirements. A summary of the

attachments is provided below:

Check Date

3-3-82

10-6-83

11-18-83

2-8-85

2-13-85

5-15-85

* 6-7-85

2-26-86

Amount

$ 500

$ 500

$1,000

$1,000

$1,000

$ 500

$1,000

$4,500

Designation

None (Letter unavailable)

None

None

None

None

None

$500 Primary
$500 General

General

Lockheed Employees Political Action Committee
4500 Park Granada Boulevard * Calabasas, CA 91399-0610 0 (818) 712-2461

Cn

G) .G-

r-

04
CO Z.



Ms. Lee Ann Elliott
Page Two
August 13, 1990

From 3-3-82 to 5-15-85 our operating assumption under 11 C.F.R. Sec. 110.2

was that these contributions were for the primary election; clearly we did
not intend for the candidate to have to hold the checks for several years
until the general election cycle began. Note in particular our contributions
on 6-7-85: here we reached the $5,000 limit for the primary cycle and clearly
indicated the split between primary and general on both the check and the
letter. In sum, our records show no excess contribution in either the primary
or general cycle.

Note also that I recall a great deal of confusion in the early 1980's over
the issue of designating funds. Indeed, I believe that the FEC held a
nationwide series of meetings to discuss this issue.

Given these facts, and after discussions with Elizabeth Campbell, I respect-
fully request that the Commission close the file on this IMUR. If the
Commisssion is not inclined to do this, I ask that we pursue pre-probable
cause conciliation. Please contact me on (818) 712-2450 or Bob Cannon
(818) 712-2461 if you require additional information.

Sincerely,

Stephen E. Chaudet
Treasurer, Lockheed
Employees' PAC

SEC:rp

cc: Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
C_ Office of the General Counsel
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Senator Mack Mattingly
Friends of Mattingly Comittee
P. 0. Box 2997
Main Post Office
Washington, D. C. 20013

Dear Senator Mattingly:

The 3000 members of the
to express appreciation
service.

Along with the enclosed

Lockheed Political Action Comittee wishfor your outstanding record of public

check for $500, we send our best wishes.

Sincerely,

Stephen E. Chaudet
Treasurer

YAC4A.0p

Enclosure
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OF Friends of )Mattingly

*We thousand and no/100**
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Senator Mack Mattingly
Friends of Mattingly
P. 0. Box 2997
Main Post Office
Washington, D. C. 20013

Dear Senator Mattingly:

The 3000 members of the Lockheed
to express appreciation for your
service.

Political Action Comittee wish
outstanding record of public

Along with the enclosed check for $1,000 we send our best wishes.
.h
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Treasurer
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January 31, 1985

The Honorable Mack Mattingly
Friends of Mattingly Committee
Post Office Box ?997
Main Post Office
Washington, D. C 20013

Dear C 4ttingly:

The 3000 members of the Lockheed Political Action Committee
wish to express appreciaton for your outstanding record of
public service.

Along with the enclosed check for $1000 we send our best
wishes.

Sincerely,

< an V. torwatt
Assistant Treasurer

JVH:me

attachment
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The Uonorsblo teok ttilngly
Friends of kttlngly
P. 0. lol 2997
Nain Post Office

bainton , D. C. 20013

DOr Smtor Nattia gy:

T"e 3000 ONrs of te Lockheed
wish to pm p lation for
public aelvioe.

Politiaml Lotion Citt.
yow outstsol reord of

AloU with the anoloeed check for $100, we send our beet
wl~ws.

Slawsely,

IV bI a*tt
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CIA OF The Gesorgia Tribute to the Presidnt $ 1000.00

**one Thousand and no/1O0****
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June 7, 1985

The Honorable Mack Mattingly
The Georgia Tribute to the President
c/o Friends ot Mattingly Committee
P0 Box 1986
Atlanta, GA 30301-990

Dear Senator Mattingly:

The 3000 mbers of the Lockheed Employees' Political Action
Committee vish to express appreciation for your outstanding
record of public service.

Along with the enclosed check for $1,000, w send our best
wishes. Our contribution Is designated as follows: $500
tor the primary election and $500 for the general election.

Sincerely,

vesn V. Nor att
Assistant Treasurer

JVH:m

Attactuent

cc: S. K. Ctmudet
Barbara Rogan

tfi Ab@
rWU I Afte

I
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February 26, 1986

The Honorable Mack Mattingly
Friends of Mattingly Committee
P.O. Box 2997
Main Post Office
Washington, D.C. 20013

Dear Senator Mattingly:

The 3000 mbers of the Lockheed Employees' Political Action

Committee wish to express appreciation for your outstading

record of public service. Our contributio is dsignated

for the general election.

Along with the enclosed check for $4,500, w send our best
wishes.

Sinceely,

V. Norwtt

I,criw mm Ne 1033

LocMUD VOLfl1CAL AWWCO4M
Feb. 25 W 86_

S 4,500.00

PAY OF .ATT..G. ...U
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142 L. ouve AVe&, Suibai, CA 91502 to
FO Contribution for general election
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SIMMONS & McANDREWS
ATTORNEYS ANO COUNSELOAS AT LAW

,441 FOQjRPT S PEE
. .- . "..SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA 90403

f2 3 458- 4C5

FAY '2 3: 394-4028

August 9, 1990

Jeffrey Long, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 P 'qtreet, N.W. -
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Mr. Long:

Enclosed for your records please find a Statement of
Designation of Counsel completed by the Northrop Employees PAC
representative authorizing me to act as their counsel in
connection with MUR 2989.

I have received your letter dated July 31, 1990 in which you
have granted an extension of time to respond. We appreciate your
courtesy in this matter.

Sin rely your

Jerry Mar areS/ons

JMS/dm

Enclosure
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2989

UM3 Or COUNsE Jerry SimUmns

ADDMISS: SimnTm & ndrews

yLq 4 OF 4

1441 Fourth Street

Santa Nkxiica, CA 90401

(213) 458-1405

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

b~b : _Signatlr

Lily Ring Bal n cn f of Northrop
" S pploes PAC

33S-0UD S DM13: Notr En~Qoyees til~aL ktion Q(zwittee

AD m:

Santa !k~nica. CA 90401

Nam -at

8sIms lOEi

not applicable

(213) 201-3421 (Ms. Balian)

(213) 458-1405 Nepac

'4

1441 Fourth Street



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

1776 K STRMoET N. W.

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20006

(202) 429-7000

TELECOPIER
JAN W BARAN August 15, 1990 (202)429-7049
(202 429-7330 TELEX 248349 WYRN UR

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 -- ,

ATTN: Jeffrey Long -o

Re: MUR 2989 

Dear Mr. Noble:

This office represents John Treacy Beyer, Marion R.
Buisson, Frank F. Dineen, Carol Falcone, Jacob Jerigan,
Claire A. King, Jane A. Miller, William A. Orender, John
Roig, Dennis Schechter, and Harlen Zeitler in Matter Under
Review 2989. Executed original Statements of Designation of
Counsel are enclosed for John Treacy Beyer, Frank F. Dineen,
Carol Falcone, Jacob Jerigan, Claire A. King, Jane A. Miller,
William A. Orender, Dennis Schechter, and Harlen Zeitler.
The two remaining executed originals will be forwarded to you
as we receive then.

Si rely,,

J an Witold Baran

Enclosures

cc: John Treacy Beyer
Marion R. Buisson
Frank F. Dineen
Carol Falcone
Jacob Jernigan
Claire A. King
Jane A. Miller
William A. Orender
John Roig
Dennis Schechter
Harlen Zeitler
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-M 2989

Una. or|I- Wiley, Rein & Fielding

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

T~~8 (202) 429-7330

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and othetr

comuncations from the Comisslon and to act on my behalf befoce

the Comission.

Date ? d

NUW'5 NMU:

M3:

3c..7

amml

0
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m- 2989

NAM (W-It/ €llR

The above-

counsel and is

comunications

the Commission.

8/10/90

Date

muouinrl 's K
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0 0
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ii Jan W. Baran

Wiley, Rein & Fielding

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

202) 429-7330

named individual is hereby designated as my

authorized to'receive any notifications and o

from the COmmission and to act on my behalf b
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776 -K Str-eet. N.W.

202) 429-7330

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorixed towreceive any notifications and other

comunications from the Commission and to act on my behalf befoce

the Commission.

'K;
Date Signatcure - -
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M 2989

*M (V inin.l Jan Witold Baran
A~ams U41~i, D4.q

1776 K Street. N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

T3L~: (20Z) 429-7330

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and othec

comunications froe the Comission and to act on my behalf bf re

the Commission.

7/25/90
Date 

~r
lMS 'Is MS

-g
John TreacBever

353 Argonne Dr., HE

Atlanta, GA 30305
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STAT&UT 0? D,_ ZAT! or c4whzL

NAM OF ZUWs

ADRSS:

ThLLSPEOU:

Wiley, Rein & Fielding

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) 429-7330

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to-receive any notifications and ot er

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date sture

RESPONDMT'S ANMi:

ADDREUS:

ROM3 PIKQX:

BUS riM PalmE:

&A, A. flttLL4.u,..

-- 64 L L)Lr & I .... #

LI) - I a_a7/f,

Jan W. Baran
i

film

- r --



S 3
STATEUM Or DZNAZ/ZON OF __ XNsRL

gn 2989

NAM or CO0C1U1Ls

ADOII:

T3LA Um:

an W. Baran

j,,,,. Rein & Fielding

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) -429-i330

The above-named individual A.s hereby designated as my

counsel and is aut.1o:zed to=receive any notIf ications and ctner

communications from t!.e Comm ssion and to act on my behalf tef-re

the Comission.

Av6,u 1 5Date .

RESPONDI ' S NAn:

ADDRU8:

S ;gnaf tre
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HOnK P3MS:

BUSZ1S PlOE:
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N A OF CUf r.$ Jan Witold Baran

ADO Wiley. Rein & Fli
elding

?ZLUUW.:

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

(22 429-7330

,he above-named Individual is hereby designated as my

ou.nsel and 1s author:zed to--receive any noti!,ca~tons and ot.-er

comaunications from the Commission and to act on my behalf tef~oe

the o~mission.
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MM R 2989

HM OW Jan W. Baran, Esq.

SWiley, Rein & Fielding

?mmouu.

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington
n D.C. 20006

20.) 429-7330

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to-receive any notifications and other

comimunications from the Co mission and to act on my behalf befoce

the Commission.
I-,

8/10/90
Date

ADOIUSA:

no= 1p30
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SELL & MELTON
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FOURTEENTH FLOOR CHARTER MEDICAL BUILDING

POST OFFICE SOX 39

MACON. GEORGIA 31207-29
TELEPHIONE (0021 746-S521

TELECOPIER 10121 745-6426

August 14, 1990

9011. 3 i. 10: 3 3

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989 Albert L. Luce, Jr.

Dear Mr. Long:

Mr. Luce has attempted to locate written evidence of
the check dated November 1, 1983 which is referred to in a
factual and legal analysis which was furnished to him by your
office. As I told you, he has discarded his check stubs and
his cancelled checks prior to 1985, so he has been
unsuccessful in his quest. He has no present recollection of
a 1983 donation.

However, he has located a check of his brother,
George E. Luce, dated November 1, 1983 payable to "Friends of
Mattingly", a copy of which is enclosed.

As I mentioned to you over the phone, George E. Luce
died on July 5, 1990, so we are unable to assemble any
additional information about his check. The two were
brothers.

I am wondering if the audit may possibly have shown
the contribution of George E. Luce on November 1, 1983 as a
contribution from Albert L. Luce, Jr.

If you have a copy of a check from Albert L. Luce,
Jr. dated November 1, 1983, please be good enough to furnish
me with a copy.

40-

CD -



Mr. Jeffrey LonP
August 14, 1990
Page 2

Even if this possible mix-up explains the
contribution of $1,000.00 which the analysis states was made
by Albert L. Luce, Jr. on 11/1/83, there still remains the
question of an additional $300.00 contribution. Albert L.
Luce, Jr., has no record of this. Bill Stewart of Gammon and
Stewart, certified public accountants, 500 F Street,
Brunswick, Georgia 31520, who apparently kept the books for
the Mattingly campaign, tells us his available records show
contributions of $200.00 on 11/1/83 and of" $100.00 on 5/29/85
from George E. Luce. We are wondering if the audit is
perhaps in error and that the $300.00 contributions made by
George E. Luce were erroneously charged to Albert L. Luce, Jr.

I suppose that the bottom line of all of this
confusion is that, if you have evidence that Albert L. Luce,
Jr. made contributions totalling $2,300.00 to the August 12,
1986 primary, that we be provided with copies of this
evidence.

As previously stated, Mr. Luce has a copy of his
check dated May 22, 1985 which was deposited to the Mattingly
campaign account in the amount of $1,000.00, so there is no
question about this contribution. The question is about the
contribution allegedly on November 1, 1983 and the $300.00
contribution to which no date has been ascribed.

Your assistance will be appreciated. I tried
unsuccessfully to reach you by phone on Monday, but this
letter will explain the purpose of my call.

Sincerely yours,

SN.

JDC*b DCOMER
enc.
cc: Mr. Albert L. Luce, Jr.
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DABBS, HICKMAN HILL & CANNON
',., Certifled Public Accountants

P.O. Box 727.319 South Mm Strw.Staboom, Georgia 3045.912-?04451 FAX 912-7644795

Members
Afmian Inatus of Cer d

Puific Accountants
Privae Compaiee Practice Sectai"

Georgia Society of Certified
Public Accountants

August 10, 1990

Federal Election Commission G --

Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Sirs:

Re: John C. Adams. Jr., P.C.

MIR 2989 -

The political contribution in question for the year ended December 31,
1986, was not in any way taken as a credit or as a deduction on the
tax return for the corporation. This check was written on the

fcorporate account because no personal account existed for Dr. John C.
Adama, Jr. This check upon being written was then treated as a
personal expense and added to the corporate shareholder's receivable
account. This receivable account is periodically reimbursed by Dr.
John C. Adams, Jr. It was solely a personal expenditure.

Please review the enclosed information and if this does not clarify
this matter, please let us hear from you.

Very truly yours,

DABBS, HICKMAN, HILL & CANNON

Edwin G. Hill

EGH/bh

Enclosures



Jo C. c. R.

STATEKENT REGARDING POLITICAL CONTRIBUTION

DR. JOHN C. ADAMS, JR., deposes and says that he is the president
and sole shareholder of John C. Adams, Jr., P.C.

DR. JOHN C. ADAMS, JR., says that in October 1986, he did not have
a personal checking account.

DR. JOHN C. ADAMS, JR., says that in October 1986, the corporation
submitted a check as a political contribution on his behalf.

DR. JOHN C. ADAMS, JR., says that he was personally charged for
this political contribution.

DR. JOHN C. ADAMS, JR., deposes and says that his political
contribution was not taken as a credit or as a deduction on the
corporate return for the year ended December 31, 1986.

LA
DR JR.

DATE
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

1776 K *Tf hCT, N. W.

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20006

(8M0) 4&0-7000

JAN WITOLD BARAN

(202) 429-7330

August 15, 1990
FACSIMILE

(202) 429-7049
TELEX 248349 WYRN UP

,,,. * =-,

nor
Q 4-

Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re:

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us this
morning to discuss the details of MUR 2989 as they affect our
clients.

As we promised, please find enclosed the Designation of
Counsel form for John Roig. I believe we still need to
provide you with a Designation of Counsel form for Marion
Buission. I will forward that to you as soon as we receive
it.

Additionally, per our request today, I would appreciate
it if you would send me copies of the following materials
from your records:

1. Copies of checks #113 ($2,000) and #114 ($500) by
John Treacy Beyer.

2. Copies of check #339 ($300) by Frank Dineen and the
corresponding letter of allocation.

3. Copies of a check for $300 by Carol Falcone and the
corresponding letter of allocation.

4. Copy of a check for $750 for Claire A. King.

5. Copies of checks #198 ($2,000) and #199 ($500) by
Jane A. Miller.



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

Elisabeth Campbell, Esq.
August 15, 1990
Page 2

6. Copies of a check for $150 by John Roig and the

corresponding letter of allocation.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

S"ncerely yours,

Jan Witold Baran
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

1776 K STP 'T, N. W.

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006

(20) 429-7000

August 16, 1990

-4

Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W. .O
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re:

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Enclosed please find the
of Counsel form for Marion R.
morning via Federal Express.

original, executed Designation
Buisson which arrived just this

Sincerely,

4464.-2t44JL
Mrs. Robin Barbee
Secretary to Jan W. Baran

Encl.
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(202) 429-7330

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

camunications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Comission.
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Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.
Federal Election Commission 

',
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re:

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Enclosed please find the original, fully executed, copy
of the Designation of Counsel for Frank T. Dineen.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Sincerely,

or Potter

Encl.
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AUGUST 10, 1990

Mr. Jeffrey Long
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989
Cathedral of Faith Church
of God In Christ

Dear Mr. Long,

Regarding a letter we received dated August 3, 1990
from Ms. Lee Ann Elliott, Chairman, Federal Election
Commission, stating a reason to believe Cathedral of
Faith Church of God In Christ violated 2 U.S.C.
441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971. We understand that ignorance of the law is
no excuse. Cathedral of Faith Church of God In Christ
acknowledges making this donation to the campaign re-
election of then Senator Matt Mattingly. Although we
did not know then as we do now that our actions are a
violation, please know that our intentions were
honorable and sincere and not meant to violate any law.

As best as we can remember, we were approached by
the Mattingly Campaign Office to solicit volunteers to
help in his campaign in Southwest Atlanta. The
volunteers' task were to distribute campaign literature
and receive donations from persons who wish to
contribute. These contributions totaled $150.00 and
were freely given by the general public. As a result,
one check was given as the donations were cash in
various denominations of money.

1137 3?Lm 3Lr.u,. ~J V_'

-'I

@% -4r

men,



Mr. Jeffrey Long
Page Two
August 10, 1990

As a church, we regret what our actions has caused.
h wa trying to aSsist in

the civil affairs :f our immeciate community, we can now
see how we errei. e respectively request that the
Federal Elections Commission will forgive us for this
oversight.

Thank you for every consideration.

Sia y

Dr. Jonathan Greer II, Pastor
LO Administrative Assistant

CATHEDRAL OF FAITH C.O.G.I.C.

/gas



BILL WALKER.& ASSOCIATES
August 8, 1990

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR2989, Bill Walker & Associates. Alleged Violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971

Dear Mr. Long, 3W

Thanks very much for your returned telephone call regarding this case.
Attached is an explanation of my situation. I hope you will find this explanation in
order.

1. Bill Walker & Associates is a 100% wholly owned coporidion owned by myself..

2. This business was a proprietorship using my only personal chekin account for
business purposes but was later turned into a corion. The checking account
was then placed into the corporate use before I opened a persoal account. I did
not think I needed an account as my wife's account wasn used for
household purposes. I tried to handle the few financal masrs of my own by
issuing corporate checks and charging my personal vei account
within corporate books. I later saw that my personal check writlng was more than I
had predicted, recognized the impracticality of this system and opened a
personal account; not before this incident, however.

3. For a period cf time aftar t,", transi;tion to a co,'oratios ce-air pe.sonl bis
were paid with corporate checks from my old checking account then being used
for corporate purposes. Our internal accounting staff was instructed to reimburse
the corporation from my personal account for any corporate checks written for
personal expenses. This was done internally and later reviewed and confirmed
by the Certified Public Accounting firm which reviews corporate and personal
records and prepares our tax returns.

4. All the contributions in question were charged directly to my personal account
and were paid for by myself in after tax dollars. Evidence of this fact is shown on
the face of at least one of the two checks in question and in personal and
company accounting records. Please review the check copies you have.

P1

-

.Zi



Page 2 Jeffrey Long edera Election Commission 8-89

5. Being a small and infrequent political contributor and having only made these
contributions to the Mattingly campaign because Senator Mattingly and his
family are neighbors and personal friends, I was unaware of the details about
how contributions must be made. If some detail of this small contribution was In
violation to the Election laws, my violation was inadvertent and unintentional, was
a paper error and the tax consequence remained proper due to the internal
charge backs issued at the time.

Mr. Long, I ask that you favorably consider this letter along with the copies of the
checks you have in you file, at least one of which shows the personal charge back
directions on the face of the check. Any consideration you can give to me for this small
and absolutely innocent infraction, if an infraction actually existed, would be very
gratefully received by me and my family. We work hard to comply with the laws, have
no other charaes. vioations or even traffic tickets and do sincerely wish and strive to
be the very best law abiding citizens possible.

Thank you for your consideration.

V711

William 0. Walker, Jr.

C'--4D-% t4, t,-,s &,--' *,P5r C:ru Maio."
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AUGUST 7,1990,

FEDERAL E7EC''Y;(-:N CQMM15-$51UN4
WAS1INGTON,7. , 20463

RE.rMTJR -1989
w > AN.- V;EENSTRA TNVESTMENT COMPANY, ict a corporation

ATTN-MS ELIZABETH CAMPBELL OR MR. JEFFREY T.ONG

Dear Lady or Gentleman

Please be advised of the following:

l.Willis and Veenstra Investment Company is not a Florida
Corporation.T' is a General Partnership that was formed on Augustv
3,1973 and is still in exjstence.Attached for your use is a copy
of the original partnership agreement.Also attached is a copy ofl J
check No.2750 drawn on that partnership accounlt that was made "ft
payable to the Friends of Mattingly.

2.Willis and Veenstra Investment Co.,INC.is a Florida Z i
Corporation,however,it has never been utilized nor has it ever.%.
had a bank account.

I trust tnat this will conclude this matter.howeverif I cu be
of any further service please do not hesitate to call on me. I
can be reached at (904)358-3898.

fedelec. let

C.

T-ynwond G. ]"i ,A I .



February 15,
WILLIS AND VEENSTRA INVESTMENT CO.

415 EAST MONROE
JACKSONVILLE. FLORIDA 32202
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Minis, Russell, Mayhew, Inc. "'j~ane ---_ _ 90 AUG 16 PH 12:(

p.O. sX urn
Savannah, Gogia 31403

July 24, 1990

Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR2989 A. MINIS, JR.

Dear Mr. McGarry:

I have received your letter of July 20 and naturally

regret that I have violated any law. Enclosed is a copy of

the "factual and legal analysis" of my contribution.

It shows $100 in February 1984 and $1000 in May 1985.

Is it possible that these contributions, more than a year apart,

could have been for the same election? I doubt it.

My records, however, do not let me question your figures.

I would like to pursue pre-probable cause conciliation, as

suggested in your letter.

Sincerely yours,

AMJr:jmv Ao
Enclosures
P.S. This letter was dictated on July 24 and through an

office error not mailed.
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LAW RE

TROTTER SMITH & JACOBSA JAO BSCm

400 Colony Square
1201 Peachtree Street
Atlanta, Georgia 30361
(404) 881-0500

Telecopier 872-1110

Michael V. Coleman
Dii Dial (404) 881-3918

CONFIDEN'IIAL

August 16, 1990

Mr. John W. McGarry
!,f) Vice Chairman

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street
Washington, D.C. 20463

20 Technology Parkway
Norcross, Georgia 30092
(404) 41-7900

Telecopier 448-6548
-.q

CA-

" C. .Z,

"" "- 0

Re: MUR 2989
R. M. Channell

Dear Mr. McGarry:

We have been designated as counsel for R.N. Channell, and
are writing in response to your letter dated July 20, 1990,

Nr regarding the above-referenced matter. In your letter, you set
forth the factual and legal basis for the finding by the Federal
Election Commission (the "Commissionw) that there is reason to
believe that Mr. Channell violated the contribution limits of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act").
For the reasons set forth below, we believe that no action should
be taken against Mr. Channell in connection with this matter.

The basis for the Commission's finding were two checks drawn
on Mr. Channell's account totalling $2,800.00, which were applied
to Mack Mattingly's 1986 campaign for election to the United
States Senate. The first check, in the amount of $300. 00, was
dated September 29 and made payable to "Friends of Mattingly."
The second check, in the amount of $2,500.00, was dated October 3
and made payable to "Georgia Victory '86". A notation on that
second check indicated that it represented payment for a
photograph opportunity with the President of the United States.

While the first check was clearly a contribution to the
Mattingly campaign, Mr. Channell delivered the second check in
response to a solicitation for a photograph opportunity with the

20S3mvc. wrd
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TROTTER SMITH & JACOBS
A PmIhewaW QwpmruWof

Mr. John W. McGarry
August 16, 1990
Page 2

President of the United States. The purpose of the second check
was to purchase the photograph opportunity, and not to make a
contribution to the Mattingly campaign. While Mr. Channell wps
probably aware that some of the funds would flow through to the
Mattingly campaign, and maybe other Republican campaigns, his
primary motivation was to pay for an opportunity to have his
photograph taken with the President. The fact that the check was
made payable to "Georgia Victory '86", rather than to "Friends of
Mattingly" as was the earlier check, supports the view that it
was not Mr. Channell's primary intent to make a contribution to
the Mattingly campaign.

Mr. Channell relied on the persons making the solicitation
to apply contributed funds in accordance with the applicable
federal election laws. He had no reason to believe that his
payment to hay his picture taken with the President would

7 . constitute a violation of such laws.

For the foregoing reasons, we respectfully request that the
Commission take no further action against Mr. Channell with
respect to this matter. Alternatively, Mr. Channell would like
to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation negotiations with
the Commission.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Michael V. Coleman

M4VC/fb

Enclosures

cc: Elizabeth Campbell
R.M. Channell

20S3mvc wrd
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J. PAUL CRANMER

SEW*C' \aci PU

August 14, 1990

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission

. 999 9 Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

THE FINRERTON AND LAWS

COMPANY

675 DOUGLAS ROAD. N E

ATLANTA. G9OIIG9A 30342

.m.J

~

'n~i

- Re: NUR 2989
The Pinkerton and Laws Company

Dear Mr. Long:

In response to the letter of August 3, 1990 alleging that a contribution
..'had been made by our company in connection with the 196 General Election

in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, we have reviewed our records. We found that
a check was processed through our accounting system, but subsequently

c-- was voided. Enclosed is a microfilm copy of the voided check for your
inspection.

After a diligent search of our accounting records, we can find no instance
of any contribution in connection with the election campaign of Mack
Nattingly or any other candidate for public office. Based on this infor-
nation, we respectfully request that this matter be closed with no action
against our corporation.

Yours Truly,

ANY

ftsuo4wI 404 25-m0 TUU]K80444" P AND L
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PERRY., WALTERS & LIPPITT 90 AI 17 PM 2: 2/
ATTOUNEYS AT LAW

409 NORTH JACKSON STREET

POST OFrICE BOX 469

H NOLCOMSE PERRY -/ ALBANY, OEORGIA 31703-8401
JESSt W WALTERS TELEPHONE

S 6 LIPPiTT. JR 1912) 432-7438

JAMES E REYNOLDS JR 432 748;

MARVIN W MIXON TELECOP-,

C RICHARD LANGLEY (9121 436 7

DONALD W LEE
C lAYTON M lH. August 14, 1990 -.

Federal Elections Commission C) ,
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: Lee Ann Elliott, Chairman

Re: NUR 2989 - WRIGHT FARMS N

Dear Ms. Elliott:

Your letter of August 3, 1990 (received August 9, 1990),
- acknowledged.

Pursuant to the second paragraph of your letter, there is
herewith submitted Affidavit of Henry T. Wright, President of
Wright Farms, Inc., and Affidavit of Reid Mills, Assistant Vice
President of Trust Company Bank of South Georgia.

Mr. Wright's affidavit advises that Wright Farms, Inc. has
been a dormant corporation for many years, made no political
contributions during the year 1986, filed no tax returns for that
year, owns no real estate and does no farming or other business
activity. Mr. Wright's affidavit further is to the effect that he
individually made contributions to "Friends of Mattingly" during
the year 1986.

Mr. Reid Mills' affidavit is to the effect that the account
upon which the enclosed copies of checks were drawn, was on the
account of Henry T. Wright and the account was not a corporate
account, but was the individual account of Henry T. Wright.

It appears to the writer that this should clarify this
situation and reveals that Wright Farms, Inc. did not make any
political contributions to any one during the year 1986. However,
if you desire further information, please advise and the same will
be promptly furnished.

e truly your,

/'Jesse W. Walters
JWW:rd
enclosures



GEORGIA,

DOUGHERTY COUNTY:

Personally appeared before the undersigned, an officer

authorized by law to administer oaths, HET T. WRI=HT, who upon

oath, deposes and says, that he is President of WRIGHT FARKS, INC.,

a Georgia corporation that has been dormant for a number of years,

including the years 1985, 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989 and 1990 to date,

that WRIGHT PARKS, INC. has filed no tax returns for the

aforementioned years, that WRIGHT PARKS, INC. owns no real estate,

does no farming or other business activity, and made no political

- contributions during the year 1986;

Affiant further deposes and says that during the year 1986 he

individually made contributions to "Friends of Mattingly" in the

amount of $550.00 by checks drawn on Trust Company Bank of South

Georgia, N.A., a copy of such checks being attached hereto; that

the account on which such checks were drawn was the individual

account of Affiant and Affiant was doing business as "Wright

V) Warms". Affiant further deposes and says that he individually made

a contribution to "Friends of Mattingly" during the year 1986 by

check drawn on First National Bank of Albany in the amount of

$200.00, a copy of said check bei g attached hereto.
7-Z I A -e,

Sworn to and subscribed before
me, this / A day of August,

Notary Public
M" Commission expires:



0

GEORGIA,

DOUGHERTY COUNTY:

Personally appeared before the undersigned officer

authorized by law to administer oaths, R3ID MILLS, who upon oath,

deposes and says that he is Assistant Vice President of Trust

Company Bank of South Georgia, N.A., and that as such, he has

checked the records of Trust Company Bank of South Georgia, N.

A., and that the account in Trust Company Bank of South Georgia,

N.A., on April 7, 1986 and October 3, 1986, Account #6006062019

in the name of Wright Farms was the individual account of Henry

T. Wright and was not a corporate account.

This the /L 1 day of August, 1990.

REID MILLS

Sworn to and subscribed before
me, this !z day of August,
1990.

Notary Ptbic '~~n ~ ~ '
My Commission expires:

PERRV WALTERS
A UPPITT

AT'K Y AT LAW

400 MOh- 4Cr.SOf STREET

POST O.Si SOx 469
ALBA80 GIORGLA 31703

91Z! 327438

II
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IRIGHT FARMS

Jesse W. Wa]ters - PERRY, WALTERS & LIPP

,09 iiorth Jackson Street

Post Office Box 469

Albany, Georgia 31703

'ITT

--O : (912) 432-7438

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

August 14, 1990 -

- Date 4 na e" KO

HENRY T. WRIGHT - U.RIGHT FARMS, INC.

AD0.35: 2004 NeIms Road

Albany, Georgia 31705

swzin $ (912) 883-2024
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August 14, 1990

Ms. Lee Ann Eliott, Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Ms. Elliott

I received your letter (your reference MUR 2989) about a donation in the
amount of $285 I made to the campaign of Mack Mattingly, a Geogiae
candidate for the U. S. Senate. Reeves, Avary Associates, Inc. had been a
corporation made up of myself and a partner to provide management CD
consulting services to companies wishing to improve their productivity.
However, our business effort was not successful, and the corparation was

-' dissolved in 1985 and the Georgia Secretary of State's office was moiaed. In ,
1985,1 became a full time person with the insurance marketing firm of
A. L. Williams. As an independent business ontractor associated vith
A. L. Williams, my business became Robert F. Reeves, iba Reeves, Avery

- Associates. But Reeves, Avary Associates was no longer a urporaton but a
~~dba hame only

In 1986, The A. L. Williams organization supported a fund raisin8 raly far
Mack Mattingly at the Omn" complex in Atlanta. As an RYP (contract ve in
ALI. Williams) I had to purchase the tickets for all the people in my dawn line
gniation. Since this was a personal business expense for me, I paid far the

tickets with a check from my personal business acount dba0 Oams, Avary
Anodatels. Reeves, Avary Associates was W1 a corporation at that time. The
misunderstanding has occured because the records at the Georgia Sewtat y of
State's office are not accurate. I have contacted them before about this error.

In no way have I tried or intentioned to circumvent the election laws of the
United States. Reeves, Avary Associates was not a corporation at that time,
and did not violate 2 U. S. Sect. 441b(a).

sincerely,

Robert F. Reeves



1609 WHITEWAY * EAST POINT, GEORGIA 30344 * 767-8202

August 17, 1990

Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989 -nn

Patrician Properties

Dear Mr. Long:

After three attempts to reach you by telephone, I 3A
am answering the Commission letter of August 3, 1990.

The Patrician Properties, Incorporated, registered
in Fayette County, Ga. with 1609 Whiteway, East Point,
Ga. 30214 as office address, has never contributed to
anyones campaign. As you will note, your address for
a Patrician Properties is in Savannah, Ga.

I am enclosing a copy of the ledger sheet for this
fCorporation indicating how small an operation it was.

The Corporation was dissolved in 1988. The bank account
was at the Farmers and Merchants Bank in Fayetteville, Ga.,
now known as Barnett Bank.

- I trust this will explain that there was no violation.

Sincerely,

Marjorie D. Moseley
(former Sec./Treas.

Patrician Properties, Inc.)

Enc.
copy ledger sheet

L TILES * CARPETSLINOLEUM



BUTLER. WILLIAMS & WYCHE
CERTIFiED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS
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.. A .August 16, 1990
JAM VPt FWrA"WE L CPA

Mr. Charles H. Jones
D/B/A Riverside Developments
P.O. Box 7006
Macon, Georgia 31298

Re: Federal Elections Commission
Letter of August 3, 1990

Dear Charles:

Being your accountant and tax advisor for over 33 years, you have asked
us to comment on the communication from the Federal Election Commission
concerning your $250 contribution to Mack Mattingly's political campaign
in 1986 through Riverside Development's bank account. Our comments are
as follows:

(1) Riverside Developments is not now a corporation and never has been*since you adopted the name as a "trade name" over 25 years ago.

(2) The name is used for a bank account to account for all of your
personal business income and expenses; that is, rents, interest,

'" dividends, and related business expenses. In addition, you pay
charitable contributions, property taxes, life insurance premiums
and some personal non-business expenditures through this account.

(3) For income tax purposes, all items of income and related deductible
expenses have always been reported on your personal tax return,
form 1040. It is in the same category as a sole proprietorship,
but the business transactions are all related to investment type
income. The income and expenses never have been reported or deemed
to be associated with a corporation.

Internal Revenue Service has reviewed this account, Riverside
Developments, on several occasions during a routine audit and the
account was accepted as being a personal operating account with no
implications whatsoever as being a corporation.

(4) If by chance the Georgia Secretary of State's office has on record
a corporate name "Riverside Developments",, it must belong to
another party and not to Charles H. Jones.
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OCMULEE FIELDS, INC.

P. 0. Box 7006

MACON, OEORGIA 31298

1-912-741-1230
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August 17, 1990

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989

Riverside Developments

Dear Mr. Long:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of August 14, 1990, I
asked that our accountant, Mr. Roy W. Wyche, review your letter
and respond accordingly. Upon his review, Mr. Wyche summarized
Riverside Developments' status in his letter of August 16, 1990
to Mr. Charles H. Jones, which I have enclosed herewith.

I would appreciate your review of our accountant's response and
advising me by letter the status of same at your earliest con-
venience.

Enclosure

CHARLES J. JONES. PESIONT
DWIGHT C. JONES, v.P. oPCoATioNS
CHARLES H. JONES, CHAIRMAN

PAUL P. WARD. V.P. MO(L OPERATIONS

ANTHONY J. CLARK. CONTROLLER

NX

-IO

"- rn
ca r-

j o,
W* 

IKl"



i. '2 J 2:0
S e 0 ... 31907-3299

IRJI(TrAL

404 ,51-6243
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Federal Election Commission
Washington

DC 20463

ATTN: Ms. Fli7Theth Campbell C 4.

15 August 1990

Dear Ms. Campbell,

In response to your letter of 3 August, reference
MUR 2989, I have located the transaction in question.

The $200 check #796, dated 23 October 1986 and payable
to Friends of Mattingly was not considered a donation.
The voucher (supporting documentation for check *796)
indicates that this was for two tickets to the presidential
breakfast for Robert Deslauriers and Rick Iden and was
expensed to Student Services (our acct #8525). Robert
Deslauriers at that time was president of our student
council. Rick Iden was a member of our social studies

rl department.

It was indeed an honor for the city of Columbus when
the President of the United States came to visit and our
students naturally wished to take advantage of this opportunity
to see him in person. Our social studies department took a
large group pf students to see him, but only one representative
of the student body, their president, could attend the
breakfast, together with his social studies teacher, at school
expense.

Pacelli's participation in this event was not in support
of any candidate or either party. If we are ever again honored
with a visit by the President of the United States, regardless

A PRIVATE, CATHOLIC SCHOOL DEDICATED TO THE PURSUTT OF EXCELLENCE



of party affiliation or the purpose of his or her visit,
our student turn out will be the same.

Secondly, Pacelli High School is not a corporation. We
operate under the auspices of the Catholic Diocese of Savannah
and all property is owned by the Diocese.

I can only speculate that, when the Georgia Secretary of
State was contacted, we were confused with the Paceii
Educational Foundation, Inc. (now inactive). It was also
possibly around that time that the Pacelli Home and School
Association submitted an application for incorporation. L11
that this is contrary to Diocesan policy, this parent group
continues to operate as an auxiliary organization of the
school.

I am confident that a second call to the office of the
Georgia Secretary of State will clarify the situation and
confirm that Pacelli High School is not, and never has been,
incorporated.

If you have any questions or require any supporting
documentation, please feel free to call me at (404) 561-
8243. I would appreciate confirmation once you have
closed the investigation.

I appreciate your courtesy and your assistarnce in identifying
this transaction.

LO Sincerely,

A.ea r
Of ic aagep
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DISBURSEMENT VOUCHER

DATE: /6

PAID . -
-,

A
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FOR:

POSTING DATA:

BUDGET AREA: -ADMINISTRATIVE
STAFF & CURRICULUM
BUILDING AND GROUNDS
ATHLETIC
INCOME
ACTIIPI.TY FUNDS
oHtpR;

-7- ---

NME OF C

NAME OF ACCOUNT

NAME OF ACCOUNT

NAME OF ACCOUNT

NAME OF ACCOUNT

ACCT

ACCT I

ACCT I

ACCT

ACCT #

DV NR yZ

CHECK NR ?
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AMT

AMT

$

$

$

$

$
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'Payable 'to:4" S. 0

For :~4 z A~~C ___

Requested by: f __ .__
(I anat0re 'f it LIe) (Date)

(S 1-j n a t u re )% ... . T i t ie ) -'D at - -

Are. of Budget from which thi., L'.V;.-:., 1- ' ", df'ducted?

Adm ir S & C B & G A11i A(-- Y INCOME N/A

Name of Account ACCT 1,.1__
__ACCT NR

ACQT t4_ _

I NCOME
ACTIVITY FUNDS

--- _OTHER

NAME OFACC 4T ACCT __ AMT

NAME OF ACCOUNT ACCT # AMT $

NAME OF ACCOUNT ACCT# AMT$

NAME OF ACCOUNT ACCT # AMT$

NAME OF ACCOUNT ACCT # AMT$

DV NR ," Z. _

CHECX NR NR'



HURT. RICHAmsoN GARNR. TOw & CADaNHAD
A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROrPESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

SUITZ 1400 c
SSO PACMTNEKr STNRET. N.C.

ATLANTA. LOR01A SOSO-3

TELEX 54-3668 14041 80-5 ONE LAKESIDE COMMONS

TELECOPIER 4041 670-6020 990 HAMMOND DfevE SUITE 105C>

670-6047 ATLANTA GEOIA 30326

August 15, 1990 1404,39-9070
WRITER S DIRECT DIAL N~UMBER

870-6127

Federal Elections Commission

Washington, D.C.

ATTN: Mr. Jeffrey Long

RE: MUR 2989
Teresa Crossland

Dear Mr. Long:

Pursuant to our conversation today regarding the
above-referenced matter, it is our understanding that you have
given us a reasonable extension of time in which to respond to
the investigation by the Federal Elections Commission of the

-- alleged payment made to 'Friends of Mattingly." We appreciate
your professional courtesies and look forward to resolving this
matter. We also look forward to hearing from Elizabeth
Campbell regarding her investigation of the Mattingly Campaign
and the name of the counsel for that Senate Campaign.

If we can return any courtesies to you or answer any
additional questions, please contact the undersigned at his
direct dial number.

Sincerely,

S n T. La Briola
FOR THE FIRM

STL/bl



90. 73 rM 2: 31

August 14, 11990

Elizabeth Campbell 1
Federal Election Commission 7I-7

Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Ms. Campbell,

In reference to our conversation of Wednesday, August 8, 1990, please ~ -

find enclosed copies of said checks to Friends of Mattingly campaign. -

Collins Brothers is a general partnership and not a corporation. There
is a Collins Bros. Inc. located in or around Atlanta, Ga. however,
there is no connection with Collins Bros. Partnership of Vienna, Dooly
Co., Georgia.

If additional information is necessary to clear up this matter, please

advise. Unless I hear further from you, I will assume this is sufficient.

LI) Thanking you for your prompt attention to this matter, I am

Sincore ly,

Larry Co in, Partner
Collins Bros. Farms

enclosure
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August 14, 1990

Ms. Capbe 1,

Per our telephone conversation this
afternoon, enclosed is voided check
number 1350, dated May 24, 1985.

I could not imazine anyone letting me
make a contribution that was against the
law, so I guess this solves that mystery.

Will look forward to hearing that this
matter has been cleared on your end.
Thank you for your help.

e6 tt

dft

A4

-- -- -. w



flKING & RNCE
SEAFOOD CORPORATKN

100 LANIER BOULEVARD
POST OFFICE BOX 899
BRUNSWICK, GEORGIA 31521 USA

Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice-Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE : MUR 2989
J. Roy Duggan

Dear Mr. McGarry:

4)

August 14, 1990

CI)

. ., 0,

I am both surprised and puzzled by your letter of
(which, incidentally, was not postmarked in Washington
August 9), and the attachments.

July 20
until

In reply, first of all I would like to say that I write
the checks for all political contributions and most all of our

charitable contributions for both my wife and me. Each of the
checks for $1,000.00 which you show in your analysis were
considered by me and my wife to be joint contributions. To the
best of my recollection, the Mattingly Campaign Committee asked
me if I could confirm this purpose and sent me a form which
both my wife and I signed confirming that our contributions
were joint contributions. This was in the form of a letter

dated December 7, 1988, which I sent to the *Friends of
Mattingly Campaign Committee". I believed that I had supplied

all the information regarding these contributions that was

necessary.

I do not believe at this time, almost seven years later on

the older contribution and more than five years later on the
1985 contribution, that I could even find my records on this

contribution. The Internal Revenue Service requires you to

keep records supporting tax returns for three years, and I con-
sistently do this, but I had no idea that I should keep records
of campaign contributions for the period of time involved in
your inquiry. I hope that my confirmation now of the manner in

which these contributions were made will satisfactorily answer

your inquiry. Apparently your regulations permit a contribu-

tion of $1,000.00 per person in an election and for my wife and
I this does represent $1,000.00 each per election. Looking at

your figures I am at a loss to understand where the figure
$1,100.00 entered this picture.

TELEPHONE: 012) Zt,5- 55 o EASY LINK: 6282-8013 0 TWX: 810-782-5074 0 FAX: (912) 264-4812

P1



(.
Mr. John W. McGarry
Federal Election Commission (2) August 14, 1990

In considering the promptness of my reply, please consider
the fact that although your letter was dated July 20, I did not
receive it until August 12, which is reasonable, considering it
was not mailed until August 9. I believe that my reply at this
time should be considered prompt reply. This letter has
arrived on the eve of my departure with my wife on a trip to
Ireland and London from which I will not return until August
25. If you should require any further information which I
could possibly supply, pleae advise me.

Yours very truly,

JRD: sw

Enclosure:

tf.
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FRIENDS OF MATTINGLY . ..__

December 7, 1988

MC. 3. Roy DugganDE 098
P . 0 . Box 9 13 C A MA NDON
Sea Island, Georgia 31561 AND STWARr

Dear Mr. Duggan:

During the 1986 Senate Campaign we conLacted you concerning
your exceeding the coritzibution limitation. At that time you
irdicated how you wanted the excess contribution listed.
Unfortunately, those records were misplaced and cannot be located
in our 3torage warehouse. We would like to ask for your help
again. Friends of Mattingly Committee is undergoing an audit by
the Federal Election Commission. We ask that you re-affirm how
you wanted your excess contribution of $ L,100.00 listed. Would

-_ you ploase help us by indicating below to whom you would like the
contribution listed, and have the person affirm this by
,ignature.

C11 We realize that this is an imposition on your time and
memory; however, it would help us reconstructing these records
for the audit.

Thanks ver much,

: Bill Stewart
For The Friends of Mattingly Committee

pl" Please list the contribution in my spouse's name:
SPOUSE'S NAME: 6 . 2-
SPOUSEiS SIGNATUFZ: V

Please list the contribution in the foloi name:

NAME:

ADDRESS:

SIGNATURE:

EMPLOYER:

OCCUPATION:

r N~ '0-

1"At') FOR BY FlUE-N . W M"A rl .L.L ,

-- =



ORAL AN*AXILLO'CIAL SURGERY AC IATES
A Profess oaAssocledon

06-e 7<353

J. DaM Alien, D.D.S.
Richard S. Singer. D.D.S.

Mumbwf of to AMwtw AMuolon of Oralnd M4aiaoacW Surgm
bWbosm of me Gemsr Dnta Anm m

Gordon L. Brady, D.M.D.
Robert E. Going. Jr.. D.D.S.

Agust 14, 1990

TO: Federal Elections OCamission

RE: MUR 2989
Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery

Associates

S

r4~

0
C.)

Gentlemen:

I believe that the enclosed information will demonstrate that no further
action will be necessary fra the Commission against Oral and Maxillo-
facial Surgery Associates in the issue addressed in your oor.reL pcnien
(of which copies are attached).

As you will see fra the phot y of the check in question, the check
was never processed, but, rather, was returned to us ummed. We, therefore,
voided the check in our recxrds to corresp with the check being returned.
YOu will see that no P -Anam t was made, and no effort to use the check
in any way. Apparently the financial advisor to the - gn auht our
(un intied) error, since were not fully informed as to the differene
in the Georgia laws versus the federal laws at that time.

If this information is insufficient in some
any acitonal data that may be needed. We
information will settle the matter.

Thank you for the grant of time in which to
a correct reply to the inguiry.

way , please advise us as to
will assume, thugh, that this

research our records and offer

Sincerely,

Beverly Allen
Business Manager

Deatur Offie. 5243 S&apfinger Wot Dvme. Suite V5 * Decatur GA 3M 9 (404) N1-9400)
Conr Offce 14&3 Konbdke RoW, Swt C. Cors. GA 3007o (404) 4&3-O

CoV*Ogtn Off0W. 4136 Afil! S~ *t Cono, GA 302O o (4) 7?-2205
GwwwwvWfff #We tieoffice. =30 Ok Rad, Bldg. F - Snoffft. GA 3078. (404) 09-UCW
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August 14, 1990

Attention: Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Mur 2989
Curry Farm Supply

Dear Ms. Campbell:

I am a CPA and I do the accounting and income tax work for J. R. Curry, Jr
d/b/a Curry Farm Supply. The political contribution mentioned in your letter
was a personal contribution made by J. R. Curry, Jr. using a Curry Farm Supply
check. Curry Farm Supply is sole proprietorship operated by Mr. Curry and
reported for income tax purposes on Schedule "C" of his individual form 1040.

-- Curry Farm Supply is not a corporation. You should be able to verify this fact
from his federal I.D. number

We do not understand how the Georgia Secretary of State office could
have verified the corporate status of Curry Farm Supply unless they got
the name confused with a different business, Curry Farms, Inc.

If you need any additional information, please do not hesitate to call
me at (912) 732-3694 or Mr. J. R. Curry, Jr. at (912) 679-5558. Your help
in getting this matter resolved will be greatly appreciated.

Very truly yours,

GARLAND, CRAFT & ARNOLD, CPA's

Eddie E. Arnold, Jr.

EEA: jam

Enclsoures

cc: Mr. J. R. Curry, Jr.
P.O. Box 291
Shellman, Georgia 31786
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&LCONSC ATED TAPE & RBEL I
P. 0. B0X 2355 30Q

641 SMYRNA HILL DRIVE e MYRNA (ATLANTA). GEORGIA 30060-400S
PHONE: 404-434-3156: FAXS: 404-434-5361

August 14, 1990

Federal Election Commission
Ms. LeeAnn Elliott, Chairman

Wasnington, DL 20463

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Ms. Elliott:

We have conducted a manual and computer check register audit of expenditures

through our numeric voucher system of the 1986 Calander vear. Consolidated

Tape and Label, Inc. did not give a donation of in kind or check/cash

to the Mattingly Senate Campaign. He has never been listed on our

vendor list for contrtbutions or otherwise. I am enclosing a check

copy of the membership dues paid to the Georgia Pepublican Foundation

for ConSolidated Tape and Label, Inc. in the same amount as indicated

in your letter dated August 3, 1990.

We are a very small company whose profits have been reduced by the

economic cut back and inturn, we have canceled our membership in

the Georgia Republican Foundation and like associations.

Please let me know if I can be of further help.

Sincerelv

W. B. Hendry
President

G) --

I"
z

c.
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I THOUSAND 000 DOLLAFS AND 00 CENTS
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Trust Compomy Bank
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TRUCKING COMPANY
(912) 265-61I 4 P.O. BOX 960 BRUNSWICK, GEORGIA 31521

August 14, 1990

Federal Election Commission
WashingtonD. C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989
Dixie Truckinq Company

Dear Gentlemen:

In refernece to the contribution to the 1986 General Election
in Georgia to Mack Mattingly as reported by Friends of
Mattingly, pleased be advised that the first check for this
contribution was returned by the Mattingly campaign because
of being a corporate contribution. This was replaced by a

04 check which was in turn charged to three of the corporate
officers. These officers were F. M. Fairman, John A. Stubbs,
and Carl G. Prendergast. We advised the Friends of Mattingly
of this change at the time the second check was issued to
them.

On September 30, 1986, a portion of the assets of Dixie Trucking
Company ( a Corporation ) was sold to Michael G. Hazel, an
individual. He is operating Dixie Trucking Company as an
individual since he did not buy the Corporation.

C I was employed by Dixie Trucking Company ( a Corporation ) at
Vthe time this contribution was made and therefore I have tried

to answer this inquiry as I remember it.

If you have any further question concerning this matter, please
contact F. M. Fairman, President; Dixie Trucking Company ( a
Corporation ); P. 0. Box 960; Brunswick, Georgia 31521.

We hope this will help clear the matter to your satisfaction.

Sincerely,

Dixie Trucking Company

Marie L. Massey
Manager



BROWN BROTHERS HARRIMAN & Co.
umNasmus EWsTALzsnD OIs

PRIVATE BANKERS

59 WALL STREET. NEw YORK. N.Y 10005
CASLE AD0 1SURSS" 8&NUAM. Nw YORNK"

(aa) 463- 118

August 13. 1990

Ms. Lee Ann Elliott
Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463

Re: MJR Z989
Brown Prothers Harriman & Co.

Dear Ms. Elliott,

We are responding to your letter of August 3, 1990 in which you

indicate there is reason to believe we violated the Federal Election

Commission Act of 1971. We are enclosing evidence to show that the
contribution of $1,000 was not made by Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.

Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. is a licensed Private Bank and in the

ordinary course of business it issues Cashier's Checks for its clients at
their request. The contribution of $1,000 made to "Matt Mattingly for Senate"

was in the form of a Cashier's Check that we issued, as a bank, to our

client, J. M. Ireland, who in turn made the contribution. The Cashier's
Check was issued persuant to her instructions on 6/5/86 and the $1.000 was
debited to her principal account as indicated on the Cashier's Check

In summary, Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.'s only role in this

transaction was as a bank issuing a Cashier's Check to its client. I enclose
a copy of the Cashier's Check, the instructions to debit the client's account
and a copy of our latest Statement of Condition as Private Bankers.

If you have any questions please contact me at 212-493-8351.

Vepr truly yours,

Edward W. Hoenig
Deputy Manager

/bh

enclosures

'.0

1*

r~%3 -

'I.'.

cJ~ ~-

N

114

cr



Q

Q14
i 41

t I.,

a.-
1

Llz
dI

r-4j 0
2go

'pc
~Mu.

-e

4

o 
P

°



- J ". V

'U.

o

-a,
w

t
owEg

411qIxm
IV -4

1.

.1
1

.4
*'.1
-.4.

'a:

A

1

4,

* a.

4r:

I
'4?;

St

ZI

pi

IE 4 -i



C;ORP"k DJwJic and Iiwgn
Banking rwifih

D+poSlT Act (IUNS

COMW IA LOAN AND [)1 )IJNT%

C'0)MMtItt IAI 6411-R% OF (CIIFI)I

AN) At ( FPfAN( tS

F(iRtIhN ( FX( IIAN(,FI

(11A)RAI (CUTODlY O)f St, l 111l %'

2 :sR1b'b BR( I-fEiS HARRIMAN & CO.
PRIVATE BANKERS

NEW YORK
LOS ANGELES

LONDON

BOSTON PIIIIAI)FLPHIA
DALLAS I HOUSTON

LUXEM8OURG PARIS
TOKYO HONG KONG

GRAND (AYMAN GUERNSEY

Comwpondtjuk throghow the World

St44mxt 4 o/Conitn, jolie il), 1990

I. ABILI TIES

I)omt and Intrmattonal

Corporate 'namrnual

(;omnming

0

Af ergnr and A (qui i lion . enw i

CASH AN) DuE FROM BANKS ........
O.S. GOVERNMENT SFL:URITIES

DIRECt AND GUARANTEED ......

STATE AND MUNICIPAL SECURITIES -.

FEDERAL FUND SOLD ...........

LOANS AND DISCOUN'S ............

CUSTOMERS' LIABILITY ON
ACCEPTANCE .................

INTEREST AND OTHER RECEIVABLES...

PREMISES AND EQUIPMENT, NET .....

$ 260,0W5,921

154.161,497

50,870, 161

95.250,(M)1

489,840,814

23,119.7 1

I.383, 189
31A4W0041

n HER r .............................. .-- I64,_1

... $ 952,7,3,926

Fut)FRAI. FUNDS PR(IHASF) AN[)
SEM Ii RI'IES SOLD IJNIER
A(,REFMEN'I 1-o RF.PItRC HI,.

A( ( FPTAH( mi% LFSS AMOIJN1 IN
PoR'IT I.I( ....

Ac.RuJEi) EXPENSES ...... .....

OTH R .IABILITIES ... ........

(:APITAI.

SuRfI'I s

S 16,(X0,000

67,050,000

$1,14387,517

Penaw l Fin anci Sesrtin
Peronal Trwut and Eaat Adkrisratton

Licen ed a Peivw BAnm andl subo" to eamination and ereultin by the Superintendent 4, Banks of ,he Sate 4 New York and by the Depwtment ciBanking of the Camumonweakh of Nfwsylvacua, Subpc to supervision and eaurinatio by the (mA)n ioner of Banks of the Commonweskh ofMaimaakhue . Th ili its of Ow Clikap . Lin Arpes., Mia. Houaton, and Naples offes ace limited ro innestment =e . bm.e, andlatncial deimy seski. Th fcilitiesorte lblipo ofe dthe tHon 8 Ki". London. Fluit. and Zurich mbediaa ae lmite to w4uis booltetand kamil advlmy sevUiri. T1 fici dt d the (3mmy subsidiary ame limited to invetent manqemew awcn i areuieg ro,,wnBoodws Haim.s Limusad. Leads, is a umeher of The Secses Auiition Limited M-A). DISH Advisory Services Laieid ia a wxof thelmmew _ "- - Oepmmion Lisised( IMI Bown Breotets Hariman (Laxnembour) S.A.. bats. is supieiaed by the Inauicut

(HI( A()

NAPLES

ZIRI(H

ASSETS

42.(X)5,I)0()

16,798,508

9,780,30

S

......... 23,119,733

$ ,1083,5,00



FRIEDMNAm SISSMAN, P.C.
Mu IUNYIH IN UI8IU

August 13, 1990

ImeG. -I11
3ALLA W. AUTON
LAWcOaM W. WNgTBE'ncoc

0-c 7?Vq

PHONE (901) 526-,W5
FACSIWMLE (901) 5273633

M& LYNN N. COULEY

PARALEGAL
MS. NANCY K. MORROW

Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989
Kenneth W. Anderton

Dear Mr. McGarry:

This letter is to advise that my partner, Robert M.
Friedman, has been sent you letter of July 20, 1990, by Mr.
Kenneth W. Anderton, regarding the above-referenced matter.

This communication was received in the office on August
1990, the day after Mr. Friedman left for his vacation. We
expect him to be back in the office on September 5, 1990.

moo

C) -=

944 :$

:z

I enclose with this letter the Designation of Counsel Form
which we have sent to our client for his signature. As soon as I
have received same, I will forward it to you.

I would appreciate an extension of time to respond to this
matter until such time as my partner has had an opportunity to
return and review this himself. As he is the personal counsel
for Mr. Anderton and Mr. Anderton has specifically requested that
he handle this matter.

I would appreciate it if you would let me know if there is
any problem with this and look forward to hearing from you soon.

Many thanks for your kind cooperation and I remain, CD

Yours very truly, -.

FRIEDMAN SISSMAN, P.C.

Ben G. Sissman

BGS/ac

Enclosure

t 4_1
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4UR 2989

S Or COUSEL: Robert M. Friedman

ADD3ZS: Suite 3010

100 N. Main Bldq.

Memhis, Tennessee 38103

TLHPME: 901/526-5975

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date Signature

RESPONDENT' S HAM:E

ADDRESS:

HNE PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONX:

Kenneth W~Anderton.

Route 1 Box 340B

Collierville, Tennessee 38107

901/756-1913

Kenneth W. Anderton
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August 9. 1990 n

Lee Ann Elliott, Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Chairman:

RE: William L. Reno
d/b/a William L. Reno and Associates
P. 0. Box 606
Statesboro, Georgia 30458
MUR 2989--) ,

This is in response to your letter dated August 3, 1990. I am--,
CN sending your STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL * completed" :,u

and signed by William L. Reno. N "?

The contribution made to Friends of Mattingly was made by Mr.
Reno personally. I am sending you a copy of the front and back of

,f) the check that was written on November 15, 1985. You will see
from the check that the money did not come from a corporation.
The check was drawn on a personal account of Mr. Reno's.

Mr. Reno is the sole shareholder of the corporation 0 William L.
Reno and Associates, INC 0. The contribution did not come from a

corporate bank account.

Mr. Reno operates a real estate agency as follows:

Mr. William L. Reno
d/b/a William L. Reno and Associates

If I can provide any additional information please let me know.

Sincerely yours,

Francis C. Lonng, Art

xc:William L. Reno
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3 2989

"M alp Fr ncis C. Lone. NRA. CPA

A m: 13 A South Kulberrv Street

P.O. Box 272

Statesboro, GA 30458

912-764-9001

The above-naaed individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

Ccommunications from the Comiission and to act on my behalf before

- the Comission.
CN

Date Si gnature

....... -DEI : Willim L. Reno

C A~amg~: P.O. Box 606

Statesboro, GA 30458

912-681-679

~inO Win:O 912-681-6790

RNDmZOMOI



WALKER & SWEAT
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DINUCE W ALKER AugustUN
f0-I SWEAT J9 August 9, 1990 AQ A C(I-i .

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Office of General Counsel 3
999 East Street, N. W'.
Washington, D. C. 20463 I -

Re: Fesperman Insurance Company
MLR: 2989

Dear Ms. Campbell: 0
Pursuant to our telephone conference earlier this week, I have enclosed an affidavit

from Tommy Fesperman which states that Fesperman Insurance Company did make a
contribution in the amount of $250.00 to the Friends of Mattingly election campaign.
Prior to Lee Ann Elliott's letter of August 3, 1990. Mr. Fesperman was not aware that

-such action was in violation of any federal statute. Therefore, he did not have any
criminal intent to violate such statute. As you can see from the affidavit, he has

C'*1 never made a contribution to a political organization in the past, and I seriously doubt
that he ever will again.

-_ Since my client is interested in pursuing a pre-probable cause conciliation, please
contact me and advise me of your office's recommendation to the Federal Election
Commission. In your recommendation to the Commission, please stress the fact that
Mr. Fesperman did not have any criminal intent to violate the federal statute and

" that he has never made a political contribution in the past.

" Thank you for your assistance in this matter, and if you have any questions

* concerning Mr. Fesperman, please do not hesitate to contact me.

With best regards, I am

(N.

Very trul s

Forrest W. Sweat, Jr.
F % Sjr:ebf

Enclosure

cc:

Mr. Tommy Fesperman
Post Office Box 77
Waycross, Georgia 31502



GEORGIA, WARE COUNTY.

PERSONALLY appeared before me, the undersigned officer duly authorized to

administer oaths, GEOR(,E T. FESPERMAN, JR., who after being duly sworn deposes

and says that he is the President ot Fesperman Insurance Company. Deponent states

that Fesperman Insurance Company did make a contribution of $250.00 on April 25.

1985 to the Friends of Mattingly election campaign. I'p until recently. deponent nor

any officer of Fesperman Insurance Company knew that such an action was in

violation of a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. Deponent also

states that Fesperman Insurance Company nor the deponent himself has ever made a

political contribution in the past. The said contribution to the Friends of Mattinglv

campaign was in the amount of $250.00.

The deponent makes this affidavit in order to pursue a pre-probable cause

conciliation with the Federal Election Commission.

George T. Fesperrfan, Jr.,/ -

Sworn to and subscribed before me

this day of August, 1990.

MNtary Public, State of Georgia

. bw G"1 1 Cr, G



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGION O( 2ol

August 22, 1990

Robert M. Friedman, Esquire
Suite 3010
100 N. Main Bldg.
Memphis, TN 38103

RE: MUR 2989
Kenneth W. Anderton

Dear Mr. Friedman:

NThis is in response to your letter dated August 13, 1990,
which we received on August 21, 1990, requesting an extension
to respond. After considering the circumstances presented in

Qyour letter, I have granted the requested extension.
Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on
September 12, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

r1N BY: George . ishel
Assistant General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(;ION 01C 20461

August 22, 1990

Stephen T. LaBriola, Esq.
Hunt, Richardson, Garner, Todd

& Cadenhead
Suite 1400
999 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-3999

RE: MUR 2989
Teresa Crossland

CD

Dear Mr. LaBriola:

This is in response to your letter dated August 15, 1990,
C\! which we received on August 21, 1990, requesting an extension

to respond to MUR 2989. After considering the circumstances
presented in your letter, I have granted the requested

-_ extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on September 4, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel



(STATIONARY OF CLAUDE WILLIAMS)

Federal Election Commission
Attention: Jeffrey Long or

Elizabeth Campbell
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989
Claude Williams, Jr.

Dear Mr. Long and Ms. Campbell:

This letter is in response to a letter dated July 20 f roffi
Mr. John W. McGarry to me at my former residence. The actual
postmark on the envelope is August 9, 1990. I actually
received the letter August /Z . I presume, therefore, that
this letter is within the 15 days of my receipt of Mr.
McGarry's letter.

Frankly, Mr. McGarry's letter and the enclosures are
confusing to me. Even though I have no recollection of the
circumstances or the contributions, the "Factual and Legal
Analysis" enclosed with Mr. McGarrys letter says that I made
excessive contributions of $1,100 to Senator Mattingly's

- Primary Election in Georgia and then discloses that I made two
contributions of $1,000.00, one in October, 1983 and a second

rl in May of 1985. I considered the contributions were made on
behalf of my wife and me. We were supporters of Senator

* Mattingly and I do recall the early contribution to his Primary

--7 campaign. I thought the second contribution was for the
general election, even though I made it prior to the Primary.
I do not recall that Senator Mattingly expected any opposition
in the Primary and I do not believe he had any. My making
those contributions as early as I did in each of those
instances, I thought, was so we could for each campaign and
would not be involved in any subsequent fund raising activities.

I think you have made the assumption that my second
contribution was also to the Primary campaign. Even so, I do
not understand how you came up with an excessive contribution
of $1,100.



I am not familiar with the procedures you outlined in your
letter, but it does appear to me that pre-probable cause
conciliation will be the most appropriate way to dispose of
this matter in the event the information set out above is not
sufficient for you to make the decision that I did not make an
excessive contribution. Consequently, I do request
pre-probable cause conciliation. I am enclosing "Statement of
Designation of Counsel" identifying S. Jarvin Levison of the
law firm of Arnall Golden & Gregory as my counsel.

You truly,

Claude Williams, Jr.

7\.
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S. Jarvin Levison

Arnall Golden & Gregory

55 Park Place, Suite 400

Atlanta, Georgia 30335

(404) 547-4602

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to-receive anY notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date Signature

RPOSWUT S NAM:
ADDRSS:

3W16 P3a:

1AWdo Wi I 1I Alan -Tr

P.O. Box 5875

Athens, Ga. 30604

,,(404) 546-0100

II

II
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POST OFFICE BOX 6167. SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 31412 a PHONE (012) 233-1261

August 17, 1990

C: : , ,

Elizabeth Cx~pbell
Federal Election Conission -.
Washington, 6.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989

Morris Newspaper Corporation

Dear Mrs. Campbell:

We have received a notice stating that our cpany (ris Newspaper
Corporation) made a contribution to the" Friends of Mattinglys totaling
$250.00, and thus being a violaticn of 2 U. S. C. section 441b (a). We
have researched our files and are unable to either confirm or refute this
allegation.

In the absence of any info tion, m uust assume that the contribution
was made and nde out of ignorance to the facts of the law. As such, we
would like to persue pre-probable cause ooniliation with the ommission.
Please let us know of your intentions regarding this matter. Should you
have any questions please contact me at (912) 233-1281.

Sincerely,

Christopher H. Beecher

CHB/nw



Folsom Construction Co.
Ca

August 20, 1990 F&3

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

Re: MUR 2989 - Folsom Construction Co.

Dear Sirs:

As per your correspondence regarding the above this check was
written inadvertently on the company account. Please contact
us if you should need additional information.

Sincerely,

Brenda Clements
Folsom Construction Co.

RD:bc

1 US Hwy. 41 South
rdsls Grg~a 31015
(912) 273-662

i (912) 273-7579

31
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GARY COOPER CONSZTfltCTION CO.
2507 WEST DOUBLEGATE MI.

ALBANY, GA. 31707
0 i y. 2.3 [.1" 10 147

AUGUST 17, 1990

JEFFREY LONG
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

,WASHINGTON9 D..C'. 20465

RE: IMUR 2989

GARY COOP&iR CO

DEAR SIR:

PER OUR PHONE CONVERSATION ON THIS DATE I WAS
UNAWARE THAT THIS CONTRIBUTION VIOLATED THE ACT. I WA6
SOLICITED BY THE MATTINGLY CAMPAIGN MANAGER FOR ALBANY,
GEORGIA A MRS. LIL KLEIANN. I HAVE NO DEFESE OTHER
THAN IGNORANCE OF THE ACT. SEVERAL HOURS AFTER OUR
PHONE CONVERSATION I HAPPENED TO EAT LUNCH WITH OUR
LOCAL COIGRESSANN CHARLES HATCHER AND HE AWISED ME
THAT THE CANDIDATE SHOULD HAVE RETURNED MY CHECK AND
THAT THE RESPONSIBILITY LIES WITH THE CANDIDATE.

NSTRUCTION CO.

r'm

SINCERELY

GARY D. COOPER

V

I
I'



OLIVER MANER & GRAY
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

THOMAS S GRAY. Joe 218 STATE 8TREFT. WEST - POST OFFICE1C BOX 10186 TWIGGs a ()LIvrR

WILLIAM P fRANKLIN. JR 1a97 1DO%

JAMES L PANNELL OAIVANNAH GORV RA 314 I
JULAN01OLIVLR 

& 0I) IV'R

JULIAN R FrRICDMAN (GA & SC ) TELEPIIONE 9121 236-3311 190G- 41

WILLIAM T MOORE. J15
OAVID H OICKEY rAX (Wit) I30I66S5 OLIVER OLIVrf4 ft DAVISc

I GREGORy HODG S 14 1GES

O IRT W SCHIVERA (GA &1 NC ) OLIVER tiAVI', 1% MANER
PATRICK T O'CONNOR 1')55 19f),)

THOMAS A WITmER-

JAME1S P GERARD 
OLIVER & MAN9, , R

WENY W WILLIAMS01N August 27 1 1963 "07

PATRICIA C TANZEN

JErfFote A FCLSER JOSEPN M OLIVER

LAURA 5 V NCZC 1907-1969

PAUL G J '
C 

E
EDWIN MA NI Fi jR

910 '984 On

C-=

co

John W. McGarry, Vice Chairman -,

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

N. RE: MUR2989
M. C. Anderson

Dear Mr. McGarry:

This letter is in response to the letter from the Federal Electi
Commission directed to M. C. Anderson, dated July 20, 199
advising that there is reason to believe that he may have violat '
the Federal Election Campaign Act and requesting that we submit a
factual or legal materials which may be relevant to t3 -,o
Commission's consideration of this matter. Accordingly, in answr
to the same, we respectfully submit the following information: 9r

1. The factual and legal analysis attached to the letter is
incorrect which states that Mr. Anderson made contributions
to Mack Mattingly in the amount of $3,000.00 on May 13, 1985,
and $250.00 on June 14, 1985. On the contrary, Mr. Anderson
made only one contribution to Mack Mattingly of $500.00 on
June 14, 1985, which is clearly within the limitations imposed
by 2 U.S.C. §441a(a) (1) (A). A copy of his check made payable
to the "Mack Mattingly Campaign" in the amount of $500.00 is
attached for your information and consideration.

2. The factual analysis showing a contribution to Mack Mattingly
of $3,000.00 on May 31, 1985, is incorrect. Mr. Anderson, in
researching and locating his checks over five years ago, finds
that the only contribution made on that date was $3,000.00
made payable to the "Georgia Tribute to the President", which
is clearly within the limitations imposed by 2 U.S.C.
§441a(a) (2) (C). A copy of this check is attached for your
information and consideration.



3. The check for $3,000.00 made payable to the "Georgia Tribute
to the President" was solicited from Mr. Anderson on the basis
that this contribution would entitle him to sit at the head
table with the President at a dinner honoring the President
of the United States. Due to a conflict in his schedule, Mr.
Anderson, unfortunately, was not privileged to attend this
dinner and sit with the President. While this event occurred
over five years ago, to the best of his knowledge, the
contributions were solicited on behalf of a Political
Committee of the Georgia State Republican Party for the
express purpose of honoring the President and was not intended
as a contribution to Mack Mattingly or any other particular
candidate. This is clearly obvious and supported by the check
being payable to "Georgia Tribute to the President". It is
further supported by the f act that when it was intended by Mr.
Anderson to make a contribution to Mr. Mattingly only two
weeks later, he made a check for $500.00 payable to the "Mack
Mattingly Campaign". only plain logic would conclude that Mr.
Anderson, in making this $500.00 payable to the "Rack
Mattingly Campaign" within two weeks of his contribution of
$3,000.00 to the "Georgia Tribute to the President", had no
knowledge at that time that this earlier contribution was
intended for or otherwise directed to Mattingly.

4. In this case it is clear that the only contribution made to
Mack Mattingly Campaign was $500.00. It is equally clear that
the $3,000.00 was clearly made to a Political Comittee
honoring the President and was not intended for AMy particular
candidate. At no time was it solicited on behalf of
Mattingly, nor was Mr. Anderson advised that it would be used
for the benefit of any particular candidate. The only
representation made to Mr. Anderson in soliciting the
contribution was that it would entitle him to sit at the head
table with the President of the United States at a dinner
honoring him.

Under the above facts, there has been no violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act. To hold otherwise, would make every citizen
of this nation accountable for any appropriation or
misappropriation of funds to a state political committee.

Accordingly, no action should be taken against Mr. Anderson and we
respectfully request that this matter be dismissed or withdrawn.
If you need any additional information, please do not hesitate to
call me as you can be assured of our cooperation in furnishing you
with any information necessary for the Commission to make a
decision in this matter. I do intend to be on vacation following



a4

Labor Day until September 18th. If any further information is
required, I will be glad to furnish the same upon my return.

Sincerely,

OLIVER, MANER & GRAY

S PARKMAN
Of Counsel

CLS/ms

cc: Mr. Jeffrey Long
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DAVIDSON, CALHOUN & MILLER, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW -

THE JOSEPH HOUSE P. 0. BOX 262 " 6 
'

,

J. OUENTIN DAVIDSON. JR. 682 BROADWAY
MARCUS 6. CALHOUN. JR. COLUMBUS. GEORGIA 31994-1599 (4041 327-ZSS2

CHARLES W. MILLER TELECOPIER
(4041 323 - 5836

August 22, 1990

CERTIFIED RETURN -

RECEIPT REQUESTED NO.: P 151 647 362

Federal Election Commission ?CZ;
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Elizabeth Campbell

Re: MUR 2989 Lovick P. Corn

Dear Ms. Campbell:

On July 24, 1990 our client, Mr. Lovick P. Corn, was
notified by the Federal Election Commission ("FEC"), that the FEC
had reason to believe that he had made political contributions in

1986 which violated 2 U.S.C. S441a(a)(1).

It is our understanding after telephone conversations with
you that the FEC believes that Mr. Corn's October 27, 1986 check
in the amount of $2,000.00 made payable to "Georgia Victory in
'86", amounted to an excessive contribution to the campaign of
then U.S. Senator Mack Mattingly. It is also our understanding
that an FEC audit of the "Friends of Mattingly Committee"
revealed the allegedly excessive contribution.

Our investigation of this allegation reveals Mr. Corn's
total contributions to the Mattingly campaigP amounted to
$1,000.00. This contribution was made on September 6, 1986 by a
check made payable to the Friends of Mattingly Committee. The
October 27th contribution which you are investigating was not a
contribution to Mattingly's campaign. The Georgia Republican
Party, has advised us that Georgia Victory in '86 was a program
which it established and maintained and that it was not one of
Mr. Mattingly's authorized political committees. Please see the
attached letter from the Georgia Republican Party acknowledging
its establishment and maintenance of Georgia Victory in '86.

The statute which you cite, 2 U.S.C. 5441a(a)(1), limits an
individuals contributions to an authorized political committee of
a candidate, such as the Friends of Mattingly Committee, to
$1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S441a(a) (1) (A). The statute also impliedly
limits a person's contributions to political committees



DAVIDSON, CALHOUN & LLER, P. C.

maintained by state political parties to $5,000.00. 2 U.S.C.
S441a(a)(1)(C).

In light of the above, we are convinced that Mr. Corn's 1986
contributions, $1,000.00 to Mattingly's authorized political
committee, and $2,000.00 to a state political party program, did
not violate 2 U.S.C. S441a(a) (1), but fell instead within the
contribution limitations established by the statute which the FEC
alleges he violated.

We are confident that once the FEC has had an opportunity to
fully review the facts concerning this matter, it will conclude
that Mr. Corn's contributions were permissible. Following this
conclusion we anticipate a quick resolution.

In the meantime, if you have any questions, or desire
further information, please do not hesitate to call.

Very truly yours,

DAVIDSON, CALHOUN & MILLER, P.C.

By: ,ptt- J

Charles W. Miller

CWM/cp
cc: Mr. Lovick P. Corn.

David A. Buehler
Marcus B. Calhoun, Jr.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of SENSITIVE
Friends of Mattingly and
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer ) MUR 2989
72 Individuals
17 Political Committees
55 Corporations

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to believe

Friends of Mattingly ("the Mattingly Committee") and Donald P.

Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 432, 434(b), 441a(f),

and 441b(a), and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.6(c)(3). The Commission granted

C14 the Mattingly Committee an extension of time to respond until

August 31, 1990.

On the same date the Commission also found reason to believe

72 individuals had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A), 17

political committees had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a), and 55

corporations had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Because of the

number of these respondents, staff of this Office undertook

training in the use of the "List Processing Menu" on the computer

system. Letters and factual and legal analyses for these

respondents have been prepared using this menu, thus saving a

considerable amount of staff time. Nevertheless, several

problems were encountered that required some time and effort to

overcome. The notifications were prepared and sent in batches.

Those to the 17 political committees were mailed on July 10 and

11, 1990. Those to the 72 individuals were mailed on July 20,
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1990. Those to the 55 corporations were mailed on August 3,

1990.

Responses and phone calls have started arriving on a daily

basis. 1 The following respondents have, to date, requested

preprobable cause conciliation:

Political Committees

American Financial Services Association PAC and Thomas
L. Thomas, as treasurer

Associated General Contractors PAC and John R. Gentille,
as treasurer

Bankers Trust New York Corporation Political Action
Committee and Nancy C. O'Connor, as treasurer

Gold Kist Political Action for Farmers, Inc. and Paul G.
(NJ Brower, as treasurer

The Morgan Companies Political Action Committee and Cory
N. Strupp, as treasurer

,jX, Political Action Committee of the Dun a Bradstreet
Corporation and Philip C. Danford, as treasurer

Textron Inc. Political Action Committee and Gary E.
Atwell, as treasurer

Individuals

A. Jalil
(N

See Attachments. As previously noted, the Mattingly Committee

has been given an extension of time to respond until August 31,

1990. Therefore, this Office concludes it would be premature to

1. A number of notifications, all to individuals, have been
returned by the Post Office as undeliverable or not forwardable.
Staff of this Office are undertaking several steps to locate
these respondents and determine their current address. As that
is done, the notifications will be remailed to the new address.
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enter into conciliation with the above respondents prior to

receiving a response from the Mattingly Committee. At that point

all responses and the audit workpapers can be reviewed to

determine the facts prior to entering into conciliation.

Accordingly, this Office recommends that the Commission

decline at this time to enter into conciliation with the above

respondents. The form letter notifying the respondents of this

decision will explain that the reason for declining to enter into

conciliation at this time is to complete the investigation and

that the request will be reconsidered at that time.

* II. RECOIMMENDATIONS

1 1. Decline, at this time, to enter into conciliation

with the following respondents prior to a finding

of probable cause to believe:

a. American Financial Services Association PAC and

Thomas L. Thomas, as treasurer

b. Associated General Contractors PAC and John R.

Gentille, as treasurer

c. Bankers Trust New York Corporation Political

Action Committee and Nancy C. O'Connor, as

treasurer

d. Gold Kist Political Action for Farmers, Inc.

and Paul G. Brower, as treasurer

e. The Morgan Companies Political Action Committee

and Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer

f. Political Action Committee of the Dun &

Bradstreet Corporation and Philip C. Danford, as

treasurer

g. Textron Inc. Political Action Committee and

Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer

h. A. Jalil
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2. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ BY: _ _ _ _ _ _Date Lois-G. Verner
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
Requests for Conciliation

Staff Assigned: Elizabeth Campbell

V-.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of)

Friends of Mattingly and )MUR 2989
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer; )
72 Individuals;)
17 Political Committees;)
55 Corporations.

CERTI FICATION

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

Commission, do hereby certify that on August 24, 1990, the

Commission decided by a vote of 5-1 to take the following

CN actions in MUR 2989:

Vr)
1. Decline, at this time, to enter into

conciliation with the following respondents
Ln prior to a finding of probable cause to

believe:

a. American Financial Services Association
PAC and Thomas L. Thomas, as treasurer.

Cb. Associated General Contractors PAC and
John R. Gentille, as treasurer.

c. Bankers Trust New York Corporation
Political Action Committee and Nancy C.
O'Connor, as treasurer.

d. Gold Kist Political Action for Farmers,
Inc. and Paul G. Brower, as treasurer.

e. The Morgan Companies Political Action
Committee and Cory N. Strupp, as
treasurer.

(continued)
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f. Political Action Committee of the Dun &
Bradstreet Corporation and Philip C.
Danford, as treasurer.

g. Textron Inc. Political Action Committee
and Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer.

h. A. Jalil.

2. Approve the letters, as recommended in the
General Counsel's Report dated August 21,
1990.

Commissioners Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald, McGarry and

Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner

Aikens dissented.

Attest:

- -d.A-d '0
Date

Received in the Secretariat:
Circulated to the Commission:
Deadline for vote:

n~rone W. Cmmons
Secretary of the Commission

Tues., August 21, 1990 4:55 p.m.
Wed., August 22, 1990 11:00 a.m.
Fri., August 24, 1990 11:00 a.m.

dh

I
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August 28, 1990

A. Jalil
250 Dogwood Lane
Elberton, VA 30635

RE: MUR 2989
A. Jalil

Dear Mr. Jalil:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that you violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). On July 25, 1990, you submitted a
request to enter into conciliation negotiations prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

The Commission has considered your request and determined,
because of the need to complete the investigation, to decline at
this time to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

At such time when the investigation in this matter has been
completed, the Commission will reconsider your request to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200 or 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY Li ernerBY: r
Associat General Counsel
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August 28, 1990

Robert E. McKew
Assistant General Counsel
American Financial Services
Association

1101 14th St., N.W. 400
Washington, D.C. Z0005

RE: MUR 2989
American Financial Services
Association PAC and Thomas L.
Thomas, as treasurer

CN
Dear Mr. McKew:

On July 10, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that American

t') Financial Services Association PAC and Thomas L. Thomas, as
treasurer violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On July 25, 1990, you
submitted a request to enter into conciliation negotiations prior
to a finding of probable cause to believe.

The Commission has considered your request and determined,
because of the need to complete the investigation, to decline at
this time to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

At such time when the investigation in this matter has been
completed, the Commission will reconsider your request to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell

or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200 or 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lo Lerner
Associ e General Counsel
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August 28, 1990

John R. Gentille
Treasurer
Associated General Contractors PAC
1957 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 2989
Associated General Contractors
PAC and John R. Gentille, as
treasurer

Cl Dear Mr. Gentille:

On July 10, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Associated

-- General Contractors PAC and you, as treasurer violated2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On July 17, 1990, you submitted a request
d to enter into conciliation negotiations prior to a finding of

probable cause to believe.

The Commission has considered your request and determined,
because of the need to complete the investigation, to decline at

9- this time to enter into conciliation prior to a finding ofprobable cause to believe.

At such time when the investigation in this matter has been
completed, the Commission will reconsider your request to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200 or 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G Lerner

AGeneralAssoci te eea Counsel
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August 28, 1990

Thomas L. Kraig, Jr.
Group Counsel
Textron, Inc.
40 Westminster St.
Providence, R.I. 02903

RE: MUR 2989
Textron Inc. Political Action
Committee and Gary E. Atwell,
as treasurer

Dear Mr. Kraig:

On July 10, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Textron Inc.

- Political Action Committee and Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On July 27, 1990, you submitted a

41 request to enter into conciliation negotiations prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

The Commission has considered your request and determined,
because of the need to complete the investigation, to decline at
this time to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

At such time when the investigation in this matter has been
completed, the Commission will reconsider your request to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200 or 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois Lerner

Associ te General Counsel



0 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

a "AA SH IN (. O N D 2 1)4 %1 A u g u s t 2 8 , 1 9 9 0

Nancy O'Connor
Treasurer
Bankers Trust Company
P.O. Box 318, Church Street Station
New York, N.Y. 10008

RE: MUR 2989
Bankers Trust New York
Corporation Political Action
Committee and Nancy C.
O'Connnor, as treasurer

Dear Ms. O'Connor:
CN

On July 10, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Bankers Trust
New York Corporation Political Action Committee and you, as
treasurer violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On July 20, 1990, you
submitted a request to enter into conciliation negotiations prior
to a finding of probable cause to believe.

The Commission has considered your request and determined,
because of the need to complete the investigation, to decline at
this time to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of

C probable cause to believe.

At such time when the investigation in this matter has been
completed, the Commission will reconsider your request to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200 or 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associ e General Counsel
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August 28, 1990

Ellenore O'Hanrahan, Esquire
The Dun & Bradstreet Corp.
299 Park Avenue
23rd Floor
New York, N.Y. 10171

RE: MUR 2989
Political Action Committee
of the Dun & Bradstreet
Corporation and Philip C.
Danford, as treasurer

Dear Ms. O'Hanrahan:

On July 10, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that the Political
Action Committee of the Dun & Bradstreet Corporation and
Philip C. Danford, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a).
On July 27, 1990, you submitted a request to enter into
conciliation negotiations prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

The Commission has considered your request and determined,
because of the need to complete the investigation, to decline at
this time to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

At such time when the investigation in this matter has been
completed, the Commission will reconsider your request to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200 or 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G Lerner
Associ te General Counsel
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J. David Dyson, Esquire
P.O. Box 2210
Atlanta, GA 30301

RE: MUR 2989
Gold Kist Political Action
for Farmers, Inc. and Paul G.

00 Brower, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Dyson:

C~i On July 10, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Gold Kist
Political Action for Farmers, Inc. and Paul G. Brower, astreasurer violated 2 U.s.c. 5 441a(aL. On July 18, 1990, yousubmitted a request to enter into conciliation negotiations priorto a finding of probable cause to believe.

The Commission has considered your request and determined,
because of the need to complete the investigation, to decline atthis time to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

C- At such time when the investigation in this matter has beencompleted, the Commission will reconsider your request to enterinto conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbellor Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
202) 376-8200 or 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G Lre
Associate General Counsel
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August 28, 1990

Richard Moe, Esquire
Davis Polk & Wardwell
1300 I Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 2989
The Morgan Companies Political
Action Committee and Cory N.
Strupp, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Moe:

On July 10, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that your clients,
The Morgan Companies Political Action Committee and Cory N.
Strupp, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a). On July 25,
1990, you submitted a request to enter into conciliation
negotiations prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

The Commission has considered your request and determined,
because of the need to complete the investigation, to decline at
this time to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of

-7 probable cause to believe.

At such time when the investigation in this matter has been
completed, the Commission will reconsider your request to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200 or 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. derner
Associate General Counsel
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VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

August 24, 1990

Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.
Jeffrey Long, Esq.
Federal Election Commission 0 '
999 E Street, N.W. C=
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Ms. Campbell and Mr. Long:
CA

This letter has been prepared in response to your letter C _,
dated July 11, 1990 in which you advised Northrop Employees
Political Action Committee (NEPAC") that the Federal Election
Commission has found reason to believe the Committee has violated
2 USC Section 441a(a)(2)(A). Specifically, the Factual and Legal
Analysis alleges that NEPAC made excessive contributions
aggregating $2,000 to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the United

-- States Senate from Georgia, in connection with the 1986 primary
election.

As you know, Colleen C. McAndrews of this office assumed the
responsibilities of Treasurer of NEPAC on April 24, 1990.
Although our office has worked with NEPAC and with the
Committee's prior Treasurer and counsel, we have been unable to
determine if all NEPAC records dating back to the early 1980's
have been retained.

We have reviewed the available information regarding the
contributions made by NEPAC to Senator Mattingly's authorized
committee in connection with the 1986 primary. These
contributions include the following:

- 1982 - $500.00

- September 23, 1983 - $1,000.00

- March 1, 1985 - $3,000.00

- June 28, 1985 - $500.00



Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.
Jeffrey Long, Esq.
August 24, 1990
Page 2

We have enclosed copies of the FEC 3X Reports of Receipts
and Disbursements filed with the Federal Election Commission
disclosing these contributions (with the exception of the
contribution made in 1982).

Based on our review of NEPAC's contribution activity, we
believe there may be some confusion regarding a contribution of
$2,000 to Senator Mattingly's committee made on March 10, 1986.
This contribution was disclosed as being designated for the 1986
primary election on the April monthly FEC 3X Report of Receipts
and Disbursements filed on April 9, 1986. This was incorrect and
an amendment was filed soon thereafter on April 16, 1986 revising
the Report to disclose that the contribution was made in
connection with the 1986 general election. We have also enclosed

- copies of these Reports.

Thus, the contributions made to Senator Mack Mattingly for
the 1986 primary did not exceed the $5,000 per election limit
provided for in 2 USC Section 441a(a) (2) (A).

I greatly appreciate your courtesy in extending the deadline
- to respond. Please feel free to contact me if you need anything

further regarding this matter.

Sincerely yours,

Jerry Margaret Simmons

JMS/dm

Enclosures



WILLIAMS & JENSEN
GEORGE 0. BAKER A P OFESSIONAL COROLRATION
CAROLYN F BIGDA
WILLIAM T. BRACK LAWYERS

ANN S, COSTELLO 1101 CONNECTICUT AVENUE. N W
WINFIELD P. CRIGLER
.JNE E. EDMONOSON WASHINGTON. D.C. 20036 TELrPHONE

ROBERT E GLENNON (202) 659 8201
- STEVEN HART
POBERT IE.JENSEN TELECOPIER
wAREN .jUOD LEWIS
R'OBERT J MARTINEZ (202) 659- 5249

_ Z'"N J MCMACOIN. RP
EORGE G OLSEN OF COUNSEL

SAL- B PFUN 
BARNABY W ZAL..

0a C A S'ARR

'*&R" LYNNE WHALEN
VV ,. AMS August 24, 1990

Ms. Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

ATTENTION: Mr. Jeffrey Long IOU
Office of General Counsel _t-=

RE: MUR 2989 #ftj
Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc.

Dear Ms. Elliott:

Respondent Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc. hereby files a
preliminary response in the above-roferened enforcement proceed-
ing. Respondent submits with this response certain relevant
factual materials, described below.

Respondent respectfully requests that this action be dis-
missed, and that the file be closed with no further action to be
taken, on the grounds that no unlawful contribution was made.

If the Commission is unable to dismiss this proceeding at this
time, Respondent requests the following:

(1) an extension of time, to September 14, 1990, to assemble
further evidence relevant to the proceeding, and

(2) an opportunity to participate in pro-probable cause
conciliation, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 8111.18 (1990).

The remainder of this response details Respondent's evidence
collected to date, and the evidence that Respondent is attempting
to collect. The evidentiary difficulty stems from the fact that
the event in question occurred more than five years ago. It is
extremely difficult to obtain such dated information from banks and



from other relevant parties. In this regard,, Respondent notes that
the Federal Election Campaign Act provides a three-year statute of
limitations for the alleged violation. 2 U.S.C.A. 1455 (1985).
The policy underlying the limitation period is "to protect
individuals from having to defend themselves against charges when
the basic facts may have become obscured by the passage of time."
United States v. Wild, 551 F.2d 418, 424 (D.C. Cir. 1977).
Although the FEC maintains that the FECA statute of limitations
does not apply to its own enforcement proceedings,, Respondent
respectfully requests that the policies underlying the limitations
period be taken into account in the decision whether to grant
Respondent the requested extension of time.

Facts

The FEC has a photocopy of check #30379, dated May 22, 1985,
payable to "Georgia Tribute to the President," from the account of
Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc. at the State Street Union

C\1 National Bank of Boston, Massachusetts. It is our understanding
that there is no photocopy of the back of the check, indicating
that the check was cashed, and no deposit information for the
check. Respondent does not possess the check; its records indicate

- that the check was voided and was never cashed.

The FEC has alleged that Respondent made an unlawful corporate
contribution by said check to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for U.S.
Senate in 1985.

Anal~ysis

1. Party Nexuses

The "Georgia Tribute to the President" was a fundraising
effort that featured President Reagan, who visited Georgia for the
June 5, 1985 events. Funds were raised for the Mattingly for
Senate campaign, and may have been raised for the Georgia State
Republican Party and the National Republican Senatorial Committee
as well. The 1985 Midyear Reports filed with the FEC provide some
evidence of nexuses. An excerpt from the report filed by the
Georgia Republican Party showing earmarked funds received and
disbursed to the Friends of Mattingly is attached hereto as Exhibit
A. An excerpt showing funds received by the Georgia Republican
Party from the Republican National Committee and the Friends of
Mattingly is attached as Exhibit B. An excerpt from the Mattingly
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for Senate Committee showing receipts f rom the "NRSC/Campaign
Presidential Travel" is attached as Exhibit C.

The point of these fundraising nexuses is that the "Georgia
Tribute to the President" may have involved party fundraising.
Party fundraising frequently includes solicitations for corporate
funds for party-building, nonfederal activities and other proper
purposes. It is possible that the corporate check at issue was cut
in response to a party solicitation. Consequently, Respondent is
seeking diligently to obtain documentation of such a solicitation
from its own files and from the Georgia Republican Party. This
effort is one of the reasons for requesting an extension of time in
this matter.

2. Receipt by Campaign Committee

Even if the check were intended for the Georgia or National
Republican Party, it may have been routed to the Friends of
Mattingly by mistake. Or it may have been delivered to the Friends

CN of Mattingly in the mistaken belief that a corporate contribution
would be lawful. If the mistake occurred, the question is, what
would have happened next? It is probable that a clerk with the
campaign committee photocopied all checks on receipt,, and then
forwarded the checks to a higher level committee staff person for
legal review and bank deposit. A clearly identified corporate
check then would raise a red flag, and probably trigger communica-
tion with the person who sent in the check, either by letter or
telephone. The check might then be returned to the sender, or
destroyed at the sender's request. In either case, the action
would occur prior to the check's deposit.

Respondent's attorney has discussed this matter with individu-
als associated with the campaign committee, and is seeking a sworn
statement as to the Committee 's standard operating procedures.
This is an additional reason for requesting an extension of time.

3. Company Records

The records of Century 21 of the Southeast,, Inc. do not
indicate that the check in question was cashed. In fact, the
company's records indicate just the opposite. Attached hereto as
Exhibit D is the July bank statement for Century 21 of the
Southeast Inc. The printout of outstanding checks included check
#30379. Exhibit E, attached hereto, is an internal company
memorandum directing that check #30379 be voided. Exhibit F, the
August statement includes a printout of the "batches" of checks
that cleared in August. There is no entry for check #30379. At
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the same time, the printout of outstanding checks does not include
check #30379, indicating that the instruction to void the check was
followed.

Respondent seek. to bolster this proof with records from
storage and with records provided directly by Respondent's bank,
and for this additional reason seeks an extension of time.

4. Conclusion

Respondent's analysis has led it to the conclusion that the
check made out to the Georgia Tribute to the President may have
been received by the Friends of Mattingly campaign committee, and
photocopied. However,, the check apparently was not cashed by
anyone and was not returned to the company's accounting division.

Respondent has seen no evidence that the Friends of Mattingly
deposited or reported the alleged campaign contribution. If the

CN FEC has any such evidence,, Respondent would appreciate an opportu-
nity to see it.

Respondent 's Designation of Counsel is attached. Counsel
would appreciate a prompt opportunity to discuss dismissal of the
proceeding.

Sincerely,

WILLIAMS & JENSEN, P.C.

By: -1

June E'* Edmondson

Attorney for Century 21
-of the Southeast, Inc.
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August 18, 1990

Federal Election Commission

Washington, D. C. 20463

Gentlemen:

In response to your letter of August 3, 1990 with regard to my corporation
having violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, please allow me
to make the following explanation:

I have no recollection of this matter which you alledge to have occurred in
C\: 1986, and unfortunately my records are not readily accessible to me for this

period of time; however, I would ask the Commission's favorable consideration
towards me in this matter since the alledged action was done out of ignorance
rather than malice. Since I do not remember the specific contribution, there
is little I can offer by way of explanation. I can assure you, however, that
it was not my intent to violate the law.

I would appreciate being advised of any penalty or fine that I may have imposed
upon my corporation in conjunction with this $250 contribution, and I question
why Senator Mattingly's campaign did not return this check and request a per-
sonal one since they should have known it violated the Election Campaign Act.
It doesn't seem incumbent upon a small company like mine to keep up with
election laws.

Again, I would appreciate being advised of the next step in this matter.

Very uly yours,

Freddi S. Hagin
President

PIiM W SscvawW SevIos Aociation Mmgsm-it i tsw I A eI
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August 27, 1990

Mr. John W. McGarry %S
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission IN
Washington D. C. 20463

-0

In re: MUR 2989
George E. Luce

Dear Mr. McGarry: 5

I am writing as the son-in-law of George E. Luce.
The family only recently received your letter of July

CO 20, 1990. In that letter you indicate that Mr. Luce
exceeded the contribution limits to the primary election
of Mack Mattingly by $1,300.

CN My purpose in writing is to advise that George E.
Luce died on July 5, 1990. Though I am an attorney
I am writing as a member of the family to inquire
as to the procedure which you would recommend be followed
at this time as a result of the death.

Unfortunately, we do not know of any information from
Mr. Luce's records which would explain the contributions
which your office claims he made. Therefore, I will
need for your office to send me copies of the supporting
documentation which supports the allegations set out
in your letter. I want to help the family resolve
this matter as quickly and easily as possible at this
difficult time for them.

I am sure that Mr. Luce did not realize that he was
violating the law given the spread of three years
of the donations and the small amount by which he
exceeded the maximum allowed. In any event, I would
appreciate response and the family will certainly
cooperate. Thank you very much.

John E. Stumbo
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ThePrudential 4
John E. DOWM, CLU, FLMI
Assistant General Counsel
Law Department

The Prudenttal Insurance Company of America
751 Broad Street. Newark. NJ 07102-3777
201 8028940 Fax 201 802.8180

August 23, 1990

VIA: PAX AND HRD
COPY CONFIRMATION

Honorable Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

C -C,} *?t'

1%) "

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell
Jeffrey Long

Re: MUR 2989
PRUDENTIAL PAC AND
MILAN Z. JOHNSON AS TREASURER rV

Dear Chairman Elliott: ;15%

This letter will reply to your letter of July 10, 1990 fi
Milan E. Johnson on the referenced matter pursuant to th
postponement granted by George F. Rishel, Assistant General Counsel
on August 1, 1990.

Thank you for the professional courtesy of the postponement.

For the record, it is necessary and appropriate to note that
the long delay in assertion of a violation substantially prejudices
the respondents' ability to furnish a satisfactory and complete
reply. Notice in July of 1990 occurs three years and nine months
after the last relevant contribution at issue and over seven years
after the first one.

It is recognized that the three year statute of limitation
applies only to criminal matters not civil and is therefore not
relevant. But taken in conjunction with the similar three year
period required for maintenance of file records, the two reference
periods set a benchmark which is materially exceeded in this
matter. As a result, our ability to respond adequately to the
matters alleged is substantially prejudiced.

We, nevertheless, believe there exist good and valid defenses
to the matters alleged. However, in the interest of expediting an
early conclusion to this matter, and to avoid a protracted and
burdensome contest over the relatively minor violation asserted in
the allegation, I am authorized to confirm that the Prudential PAC
and Mr. Johnson as its Treasurer are willing, without prejudice, to
pursue pre-probable cause conciliation.



If this is acceptable, I would appreciate confirmation from
your office at your earliest convenience.

Thank you very much. Please feel free to contact this office
if there are any additional questions.

Respectfully,

/h

John E. DeWald
Assistant General Counsel

0 JED/vdm
Info. cc: Milan E. Johnson

Executive Vice President

C q Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel!n

ATTN: George F. Rishel, Esq.
Assistant General Counsel



Carl Botch, Jr.
P.O. Box 105035

Atlanta, Ga. 30348
404-431-7600

August 20, 1990 C) -

Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW c-
Washington, DC 20463

REFERENCE: MUR2989, Carl Bolch. Jr.

Dear Mr. McGarry:

This letter responds to your letter dated July 20, 1990, with 11.0
respect to the above referenced matter.' In your letter you
state that "there is reason to believe" I violated 2 U.S.C.
§441A(a) (1)(A) by contributing an excessive amount of money to , ..
the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate primary election campaign of Macki -p

('4 Mattingly. Your understanding of the facts with respect to these :
contributions is mistaken.

In June of 1985, I gave $1,000 to the Georgia Tribute to the
President to be used for Senator Mattingly's election campaign. '
In July 1986, my spouse, Susan Bass Bolch, gave $1,000 to the
Friends of Mattingly Committee in support of Senator Mattingly's
election campaign.

I have reaffirmed this understanding to the Mattingly campaign
(see attached letter). Given the foregoing facts, that my wife
was the designated donor for the contribution given to the 1985

Ole- campaign, and that I was the designated donor for the 1986
campaign, I differ with the Federal Election Commission's
allegation that I made excessive contributions to the Mattingly
campaign.

I look forward to receiving your response at your earliest
convenience.

Sincerely,

Carl Bolch, Jr.

Attachments

1 Your letter was received by me on August 14, 1990, and had
been postmarked August 9, 1990.
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MONTOOMERY. AXLADAMA 36103-4150
(205) 269-2843

August 28, 1990

Honorable Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Homeway Rentals of Montgomery
MUR 2989

(2 Z_

Y.C,

-- .i-.

Dear Ms. Elliott:

A letter from the Federal Election Commission dated August 3, 
1990 was mailed to me. I have forwarded your letter to William L
Tribble, Attorney, Post Office Box 2095, Dublin, Georgia 31021, whoa
represents this company. .

Very truly yours,

BEASLEY, WILSON, ALLEN, E g
DELSOHN & JEMISON, P.C. 4

JLB/lg

cc: Mr. William L. Tribble

JAMES W TRAEOER

TELE OPIER

(205) wwb)-2.1T
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August 24, i990 0I
CD

Mr. John W. McGarry C)
Vice Chairman <
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463 -

R.: MU2969 EgAene Kelly.

Dear Mr. McGarry:

This is in further reference to our letter of August 6, 19903 0
with respect to the above matter at which time we indicated to youG -
Mr. Kelly is interested in pursuing pre-probable cause conciliation '-
pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 1111.18(d). We indicated to the Federal <
Election Comission Staff that we would make a submission from Mr. ,o7-m
Kelly by the end of August in connection with the pro-probablet.
cause conciliation effort.

Q^

Please find enclosed an Affidavit executed by Mr. Kelly z
setting forth the information he desires to communicate to the
Federal Election Counission concerning the circumstances
surrounding contributions made by him and his wife to the Friends
of Mattingly Committee in connection with the re-election campaign
of Senator Mack Mattingly.

We believe this information demonstrates that neither Mr.
Kelly nor his wife knowingly violated the Federal Election Laws and
that any excessive contributions were inadvertently made and not
questioned by the Mattingly Campaign. In addition, it appears the
Mattingly Campaign did not properly report the contributions that
were reported and omitted to report an additional contribution in
the amount of $2,000 made on September 24, 1985.

It is the hope and desire of Mr. Kelly to resolve this matter
through an appropriate agreement with the Federal Election
Commission. We trust you will let us know as to what further steps
need to be taken by Mr. Kelly to accomplish that result.



LAW OFVICCS

HICKS, MALOOF & CAMPBELL
A PROrCSSIONAL CORPOIRATION

Mr. John W. NcGarry
August 24, 1990
Paine Tv

Mr. Kelly will, of course, provide any additional information
to the Federal Election commission or its staff that you feel you
may need in this matter.

Very truly yours,

HICKS, MALOOF & CAMPBELL, a
Professional Corporation

By: _ _ _ _ _ __
CHARLES E. CAMPBE

CEC/Jlc
Enclosure
cc: Mr. Eugene W. Kelly
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STATE OF GEORGIA
COUNTY OF FULTON

I, NUGID W. KELLY, do hereby state under oath as follows:

1.

I make this Affidavit based on personal knowledge for use on

my behalf in the following matter before the Federal Election

Commission: NUR 2969 Eugene Kelly.

2.

I reside at Route 1, Liberty Church Road, Monticello, Jasper

County, Georgia 31064 and have resided at this location at all

times material to the matters referred to in this Affidavit.

3.
C\!

Other than canceled checks received in my bank statements in

the ordinary course of business, I do not maintain any records with

respect to political contributions. Upon receipt of the letter

dated July 20, 1990 from the Federal Election Commission concerning

the possible excessive contributions in 1985 and 1986 to "Friends

of Mattingly Committee" ("Mattingly Campaign") in connection with

the re-election campaign of United States Senator Mack Mattingly,

I caused to be made a review of my bank account records for those

years. The contributions made to the Mattingly Campaign were all

made from a bank account I maintain jointly with my wife at Bank of

Monticello styled "Eugene W. or Rita Kelly".

4.

In addition to the contributions referred to in the attachment

to the letter from the Federal Election commission dated July 20,



1990 with respect to this matter, the following additional

contributions were made from the same account: a contribution in

the amount of $2,000 by Check No. 3566 dated September 24, 1985.

5.

In 1985 and 1986 at the time the contributions were made to

the Mattingly Campaign, it was my understanding of the Federal

Election Laws that an individual could contribute up to $1,000 per

election to the candidacy of an individual running for federal

office. It was further my understanding that a separate $1,000

contribution could be made for each election with the primary,

'. runoff and general elections being considered separate elections.

It was further my understanding of the Federal Election Laws that

a contribution made from a joint account of a husband and wife

would be deemed to be one half from the husband and one half from

the wife. To the best of my recollection, that was the intent with

respect to each of the contributions made to the Mattingly

* campaign.

6.

I do not recall any contact from the Mattingly Campaign about

the contributions made by me and my wife and it would have been my

expectation in 1985 and 1986 that if any reason existed to question

the propriety of any of the contributions the Mattingly Campaign

would communicate with me or my wife. I do not recall having met,

corresponded with or spoken with any official of the Mattingly

Campaign.



To the best of my recollection, neither I nor my wife have

ever spoken with Senator Mattingly, communicated with his office or

requested any assistance from Senator Mattingly, his office or the

Mattingly Campaign with respect to any matter. The contributions

made by me and my wife were motivated solely by our belief Senator

Mattingly was a strong supporter of President Reagan and our

perception that what President Reagan was trying to accomplish for

the Country was in the national interest.

8.

It is my present belief that at the time my wife and I made

the 1986 contributions to the Mattingly Campaign we did not recall

the 1985 contributions to the Mattingly Campaign. We did not at

any time knowingly contribute in excess of what we understood the

Federal Election Law limits to be.

9.

To the extent any of the contributions my wife or I made to

the Mattingly Campaign are deemed to be excessive under the Federal

Election Laws, we are prepared to give appropriate assurances to

the Federal Election Commission that we will not violate such

Election Laws in the future.

FURTHER, AFFIANT SAITH NOT.

EUGB* W. IKELL

Sworn to and subscribed
befor met is! Lkday
of, 1990.

Notary Public

NOy piws J24W CW.W V. Geo99i
My Ccmm.UWof Lvpe May 13, 1992
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Smyrna Medical Building. Suite 207

3903 South Cobb Drive ,

Smyrna, Georgia 30080 . '

Intmtnal Medicine rlg Phon 4/433,O434

CD

August 27, 1990

Lee Ann Elliott -

Federal Election Commission -
Washington, P. C. 20463

Dear Ms. Elliott:

I am writing to you regarding your inquiry about my donation to the
Republican Party. As i recall, 1 was contacted by the local
Republican Party Headquarters, to attend a speech, reception and
dinner hosted by President Reagan. I was ecstatic at t
opportunity to meet the President of the nation in which I h
become a naturalized citizen.

As a resonable person, I feel, I was lead to believe that I we -2m
§onating money to see President Reagan and not to a local campaig
Being foreign born, I was not aware of any rule governing donation

CN if I had been I certainly would have donated according to the la. " .
I had no intention to do otherwise.

If you require any references to substantiate my character and
reputation I will be happy to supply them to you.

Sincerely, ?
R Bi / -hzM D

c Rose Briglevich, M. D.



2989

NU~l OF -~lm
*AMllS =

The above-

counsel and is

comunications

the Commission.

-- August 10, 1990
Date

inO.?'sN

.C

-. AW $

3lM. -:x

SOB5 wmi n

i William M. McIntosh

FALLIN & McINTOSH

P. 0. Box 250

Moultrie, Georgia 31 '6

(912) 985-5881

S -I

named individual is hereby designated as my

authorized to receive any notifications and other -.

from the Comission and to act on my behalf b fob

Signature

13: Moultrie Surgical ASSOC., PC

3004 2nd Street. S.E.

Moultrie, Georgia 31768

(912) 985-1080



WINSURN E. STEWART
Ch&rmsn of the Soma

Emetus
VNINBURN E. STEWART, JR.

JEAN OUTLER-BORINSTEIN
v Ic Pr.. I Gn"Va M&nger

JAMES L SOLOMON

I- ~T& A., 1'NKcALESE
*~P . .opseuft"

August 28, 1990

Mr. Jeffrey D. Long
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

SUBJECT: MUR 2989

Dear !r. Long:

.n response to our previous telephone conversation, I submit Bibk
Distributing Company's and Winburn E. Stewart, Jr.'s comments.

Bibb Distributing Company does not contest check 107054
of $250.00 dated June 14, 1985 given to Matt Mattingly.
does wish to state for the record that in 1986, Winburn
bought out his father's ownership of the Company.

in the amount
The Company

E. Stewart, J

in regard to the excess contributions by Winburn E. Stewart, Jr.,
totalling $1,125.00 to Matt Mattingly contributed in 1986, I submit the
following:

Contributed
Contributed
Contributed
Contributed

by Winburn E.
by Winburn E.
by Winburn E.
by Winburn E.

Stewart
Stewart
Stewart
Stewart, Jr.

~I Il3W)

As you can see, Winburn E. Stewart, Jr.'s father contributed the first
three checks to Matt Mattingly.

Based on the above responses, I will wait to hear from you should you
need any additional information. I did not send copies o; the
cancelled checks, as I assumed you already had them. Thank you for
your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert M. Nicholson
Comptroller & Secretary

PMN/lw

c Winburr E. Stewart, Jr.

6401 HAWKINSVILLE ROAD 9 P 0 BOX 929 a MACON, GA 31202 * PHONE 912-784-1700 e FAX 912-784-1493

BUD
Iuvtl

~1

z

C,
3

m

$1,000
$25

$100
$1,000

2/24/86
5/29/86
7/7/86
7/10/86

-0T



A. G. SPANOS CONSTRUCTION, INC.1341 W ROBINHOOD DRIVE 0 STOCKTON. CALIFORNIA 95207
TELEPHONE (209) 478-7954

August 28, 1990 In

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election CommissionWashington, D C 20463

Dear Mr. Long "v "

This letter is written in response to your correspondence of August
3, 1990 and in reference to MUR 2989. As I stated on the phone, A.G.

CN Spanos Development, Inc. routinely makes political contributions
through the central office here in Stockton. However, the
contribution in question to Friends of Mattingly was prepared in the
Atlanta division by someone unaware of the federal regulations
surrounding political contributions.

Upon receiving the corporate contribution, Friends of Mattingly
promptly returned it to the Atlanta office at which time the check
was voided. We have the voided original and have attached a copy of
both the front and back of the check.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call on me at
(209) 478-7954. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely.,

Natalia Orfanos
Public Relations
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HURT. RICHA ON. GARNER. TODD & CADINHIEAD

A PARTNERSHIP INCLUOING PRO ESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

SUITE 1400

0001PEACHTREE STREET. 4 It

ATLANTA. GOMRIA 30300-3000

- 6 04 1404) 870-6000TECLEx 54- 366 ONE LA~CStO[ C O
TELrCoPEP 1404, 870-6020 990 HAMMOND IvE.&870-6047 

A'1ANTA G R( GIA 1032,

August 31, 1990 404399-41
W~iTEP S DIEC

r 
CAL %.UMBEP

870-6127

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
AND FACSIMILE

Jeffrey Long, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W., Suite 657
Washington, D.C. 20463

C-: Re: MUR 2989

Teresa C. Crossland

Dear Mr. Long:

As we discussed by telephone on August 29, 1990, we
represent Teresa Crossland with regard to the above-referenced
matter. As we also discussed, Ms. Crossland is interested in
pursuing pre-probable cause conciliation pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d).

The Federal Election Commission's Notice of Violation
states, in pertinent part, that on November 4, 1986, Ms.
Crossland made a contribution to the Mack Mattingly campaign

C, for United States Senate in the amount of $2,500, thereby
exceeding the $1,000 limit per individual by $1,500. We
believe that the amount in excess of that $1,000 limit is in
error. This payment was made by check from a joint checking
account held by Ralph Henry Crossland, Jr. and Teresa C.
Crossland. Therefore, the alleged violation as to Ms.
Crossland should be for a $250 excess payment not a $1,500
excess payment. Until she received your notice, she was
unaware of the $1,000 per person limit.

At the time this check was written, Ralph Crossland
worked for A. L. Williams Company, and he requested Teresa
Crossland, then his wife, to make a payment for $2,500 to the
Mattingly campaign because the A. L. Williams Company was
supporting Mack Mattingly. As part of conciliation, Ms.
Crossland is willing to cooperate in your ongoing investigation
of the Mattingly Campaign of 1986.



HuRT. RICHARDSON. GARNER.T 9 CADEN HEAD

Jeffrey Long, Esq.
August 31, 1990
Page Two

Accordingly, we request that no civil penalty be
imposed against Ms. Crossland.

Sincerely yours,

Stephen T. La Briola
FOR THE FIRM

STL/ejb
23-WP687/15.ll 10545-002
cc: File

'i'



SCOLISIns Properties Incorported -

-. -- 2--

Rer P. HunterJr.
%wni r Vice President
'ctx'ret.i' and General Counsel .

: ,agust 29, 1990 '

Mr. ohn W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989 - Thomas G. Cousins

Dear Mr. McGarry:
-N

We have just received your letter of July 20, 1990
CN addressed to Thomas G. Cousins. Unfortunately, the

letter was sent to the wrong address. Mr. Cousins no
longer lives on Andrews Drive in Atlanta. It would
be appreciated if, in the future, any correspondence
regarding this matter would be addressed to Mr.
Cousins at the address below.

Mr. Cousins is out of town and has not yet seen the
letter. As soon as he returns, he will review the
facts set forth in your letter and respond promptly.

Very truly yours,

Robert P. Hunter, Jr.

1kb

2500 Winxd' Rid P'xkwc -Suite 1600- NMne Georgia 3006- . 404,955-2200. X 404 955-0030
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DON F. DcEPOOR
A'Tm-dgV AT ILAW

2 1 7S-0 CC0UNr LW'4E ROAD

0OUGLASVILLE. ONgCIA 30135

-0C'-:L

VAX
020-2478

August 24, 1990

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

-4P

RE: MUR 2989
BILL PILGRIM ENTERPRISES, INC.

ATTENTION: ELIZABETH CAMPBELL 
m

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Pursuant to our conversation by telephone on August 24, 1990,
I am enclcsing the Statement of Designation of Counsel executed
by William J. Pilgrim, Jr., President of Pilgrim Enterprises,
Inc.

It is my clients desire to proceed with conciliation, however,
he would state for the record that he was unaware that his
contribution violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

Sin ely&

An". DeFoor

ATMA COOC 404
OF -'CC 202 175

*
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RM 2989

UM Of €O:

AD0l58:

TELWUOU3

DON Fm. flFARS ATTORNEIY

2175-B COUNTY LINE ROAD

DOUGLASVILLE, GA. 30135

404- 920-2175

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

AUGUST 24, 1990
Date

--. .. '1S NAMs

A4 - - -:

uwMi Mn o=

3wx1 M

BILL PILGRIM ENTERPRISES. INC.

BY: ** -> .
Signature BILL PTfARIN. PRESIDENT

BILL PILGRIM ENTERPRISES. INC.

2175-A COUNTY LINE ROAD

DOUGLASVILLEp GEORGIA 301-35

404 949-1884

II 

|
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LAW OFFICES

Small, Craig &Werkenthin
1 A PROFSSIONAL CORPORATION

Suite 1100 100 Congress Avenue
Austin Texas 78701-4099

(512) 472-8355

August 31, 1990

as. :Lzabeth Campbell
Ir. ,Teffrey Long

F edral Election Commission
99~ S ) teet N. W.

Wasl~i ngtor, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989
Family and

CERTIFIED MAIL:, RETIIIV;I
RECEIPT REQUESTED

Marriage Resources

Dear Ms. Campbell and Mr. Long:

I am writing in response to your letter dated August 3,
1990 to my client Family and Marriage Resources. I have left
messages for you explaining that my client received your letter
on August 29, 1990 since it was sent to an old, out-of-date
address. I am enclosing a Statement of Designation of Counsel
signed by my client.

My client is conducting its own internal investigation to
determine the circumstances and we will respond to you by
September 13, the date 15 days from the date of receipt of your
letter. I would appreciate it if you could confirm in writing
that my client has until September 13, 1990 to respond.

Very truly yours,

Kat een Ford ay

KFB,/gm/5" i -x
Enclosure
8419.111 1

cc: Jim Powers

06-7& '2 1.3

SAN ANTONIO )- ', I

'W.h FIO0 NCNB Plaa Xk3 .. i Sit.o
San Antono. Texas 'h2w ',R

(512') 226 ,rqi,

Cd',

.s

ON --
C,, -.

o :x

0 'cP
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HmU 2989

RAJM OF CXJID E 

AUDRESS: S

1

Kathleen Ford Bay

mall, Craig & Werkenthin

00 Congress, Suite 1100

Austin, Texas 73701

TZilKPUOUB : (512) 472-8355 ext. 638

The above-named Individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

FAMILY AND MARRIAGEIESOURCES

Sgnatue" -

Jim.Powers
President

IMPOUNT S WADm: Family and Marriage Resources

P.O. Box 90788

Austin, Texas 78709-0788

(street address: 3105 Slaughter Lane)

EiltMI S1:RomllJ #IJ
N/A

512/280-2234

0

CD

tr Date
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August 23, 1990

Federal Election Committee
Washington, DC 20463

Gentlemen:

Due to the date of the alleged infraction I am unsure
of the circumstances surrounding our donation to
"Friends of Mack Mattingly."

My company is a small business and I cannot recall any
other time in its history that political contributions
were made; nor do we actively participate in any PAC's,
business or personal.

Please forgive my ignorance in this matter.

truly yours,

Southeast, Inc.

Sarac Gra " -- 2

424,44t-2P' "'-

4L~

I.

., ,ra Georgia 30093

a - I e)rantjo

- 12. 8 - 3 3 5 93-2076

ml



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

September 6, 1990

Kathleen Ford Bay, Esq.
Small, Craiq & Werkenthin
100 Congress, Suite 1100
Austin, TX 78701

RE: MUR 2989
Family and Marriage
Resources

Dear Ms. Bay:

This is in response to your letter dated August 31, 1990,
which we received on September 5, 1990, confirming you have
until September 13, 1990 to respond to MUR 2989. After
considering the circumstances presented in your letter, I have
granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response is
due by the close of business on September 13, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

4/ -22

Georae F. Grshel
Assistant General Counsel
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MARK & SUSAN HURST
2929 THOMPSON MILL ROAD

GAINESVILLE, GB0RGIA 30506

September 5, 1990

Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463
Attn: Jeffery Long

REF MU 2989

Dear Mr. Long,

The attached sworn statements are
9 AM, September 5th, 1990.

submitted as per our conversation

Please advise me if any further action is required.

Sincerely,

C-) -1

Zv
xm

Sid CoVan
Business Ass't.

... . ... !' C



RV: Mil 2989
MARK D. NURST

During the 1986 General Election Period, I made
Mattingly Campaign of $3,000.00

a contribution to the Mack

I was not aware of the law limiting such contributions to $1,000.00

I am requesting the return of the excess contribution from the campaign
fund manager.

SWORN THIS DAY OF ee& F 1990

MARU D. IUtST
2929 Tbompam Mill load
Gadamerilhe. Georia 30506

NOTARY" t* \,

otary Pub~ic Haft County. Geoga
My Commission Expires May 21. 1993



RVP: Mu 2989
SUSAN BURST

During the 1986 General Election Period,
Mattingly Campaign of $4,000.00

I made a contribution to the Mack

I was not aware of the law limiting such contributions to $1,000.00

I am requesting the return of the excess contribution from the campaign
fund manager.

SWORN THIS DAY OF ! L B- 1990

SUSAN NUIST
2929 Tmpeom Mill bed
GewiaMlilw, Goreia 30506

NOTARY* f~x;etL'~K
Notary Public. Hal COuny, (G '

My Commssion Expr May 21. 1993

DSTATEMENT ,45



THOMiAS G COUSINS ?SP P/
2500 WINDY RIDGE PARKWAY. SUITE 1600 0S

MARIETTA. GEORGIA 30067
404/955-2200

September 7, 1990

Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commuission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR2989, Thomas G. Cousins

Dear Mr. McGarry,

NO This is in response to your letter to me of
July 20, 1990 which was misdirected and which I
ultimately received on August 29, 1990.

CN I have reviewed your letter and my own files,
and I regretfully acknowledge that I made a
contribution in 1986 to Senator Mattingly's
reelection which exceeded the $1,000 limit
described in your letter.

I was totally unaware of any such limitation
on personal contributions to federal election
campaigns. I had been told that my wife and I
could give up to a total of $4,000. 1 do know
that there are no such limitations in state and
local elections where I have been more involved.

Frankly,, I would have welcomed the $1,000
limit and would have enthusiastically complied
with it had I known it to exist. I am angered and
deeply offended that the Mattingly campaign
accepted a contribution which on its face exceeded
the limit. I am embarrassed that I did not know
about the limit, but that is the business of a
campaign organization. Either my check should
have been returned or the excess portion should
have been refunded. I would never have knowingly
violated the election laws, and I regret having
inadvertently done so.



0 0

Mr. John McGarry
September 7, 1990
Page 2

Since I acknowledge that my contribution
exceeded the $1,000 limit, I see no reason that we
should not proceed directly to "pre-probable cause
conciliation."

Please contact me at the above address to
advise me what further action is needed. Thank
you for your assistance.

I
Sin erely,

T. G. Cousins

'.
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GLASS, McCULLOUGH, SHERRILL & HARROLD ocj w' ta; 10:59
1409 PCACHTrCC STEcgT. N. C.

ATLANTA, 0IORGIA 30300
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* 
4404) "&-#SOO WP'Ttft*s DIiICT NUMSClN

TCLCX: 543113,

1CrLKCOP1C[t. 4404) 002 -1O0

(404)-85-6774

September 5, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REOUESTED 0 "

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Jeffrey Long -

Re: MUR 2989
John M. Stuckey, Jr.
Request for Extension of
Time to Answer

Gentlemen:

In accordance with my telephone conversation of today's date
with Mr. Jeffrey Long in your office, please accept this letter
as written request for an additional thirty (30) day extension of

C time in which to respond to the above referenced tUR. (A
previous thirty day extension was granted in this matter to

rexpire September 7, 1990.) The within request for an additional
thirty day extension in based upon the fact (i) that records of
the Republican Party of Georgia relating to the contested 5/20/85
contribution in the amount of $1,000.00 are not currently
available to the undersigned, and, (ii) that no current member of
the staff of the Republican Party of Georgia was involved in the
May, 1985 event. The $1,000.00 contribution in question was made
to purchase two tickets to the "Georgia Tribute To The
President", an event which, in the recollection of the
undersigned, was a fund raising activity of the Republican Party
of Georgia and not the Campaign to Re-elect Senator Mattingly.

ThanAysM very much for your attention to this matter.

(le/4)



FRIEDMANAm SISSMAN, .C.

SUITM 3010. IW NOWN MAR4 BIUJD

Ao C KOAL FFAMA MEMPhI NNESS 31035015 PWNO (901) 526-5975smC 811IPAN FACSI04ME ("I) 527.3M

WUJM W. IEATON September 7, 1990
LAWND W. WHrM OF"ICE MANAGER
MCOCE MS. LYNN N. CORLEY

PARALEGAL
MS. NANCY M. MORROW

ORIGINAL SENT BY FACSIMILE
TRANSMISSION TO (202) 376-5280
Honorable Elizabeth Campbell
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Atlanta, Georgia ,

RE: My Client: Mr. Kenneth Wayne Anderton
F.E.C. Number: MUR 2989
Alleged Violation of Title 2, United States Code, Section
441a(a)( 1 )(A)
Initial "Reason to Believe" Letter From Commission:
July 20, 1990 - ,
Law Offices of Friedman and Sissman, P.C., Initial Response j
Letter: August 13, 1990
Correspondence of Honorable George F. Rishel: August 22,
1990

Dear Ms. Campbell: "

Please allow this correspondence to serve as a written
-- follow-up and to confirm our lengthy and amicable long-distance

telephone conference conducted on Wednesday, September 5, 1990,
in regard to the above-captioned matter. As a predicate to our
conversation, I advised you that I had been retained to represent
the above-referenced individual, Mr. Kenneth W. Anderton, and I
do enclose herewith a Statement of Designation of Counsel
executed by said individual for your perusal and Inclusion in

C your records.

Further, during our conference, I did inform you that my
client is employed as a National Sales Director for A. L.
Williams, a naticz!al insurance company. It was in said
employment capacity, and through said company and its Chief
Executive Officer, Mr. Art Williams, that my client and his
former wife were solicited and induced to make the political
contribution to "Friends of Mattingly" which is the subject of
the Commission's inquiry, in exchange for a photo opportunity
with former President of the United States, Ronald Reagan, and as
a part of a company publicity/promotional event.

Further, as I explained during our previous discussion, Mr.
Anderton and his former spouse were specifically advised by
corporate general counsel for and on behalf of A. L. Williams,
that their political contribution/purchase of tickets for the
"Mattingly Rally and photo opportunity" were fully in compliance
with Federal law. Contemporaneously to making said contribution,
they were provided by the legal representatives of the A. L.
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Williams Company with a form/letter which was signed and sent via
United States Mail to Mr. Robert Mason, Finance Director of
"Friends of Mattingly", clarifying the distribution of this joint
political contribution. In said letter to Mr. Mason, a copy of
which is herein enclosed for your consideration, Mr. Anderton
clearly designated and identified his individual contribution to
this campaign to be in the sum of $1,000.00, his former spouse,
Darlene Anderton's individual contribution to this campaign to be
in the sum of $1,000.00, and stated that each of them were
contributing an additional $250.00 to offset the outstanding
primary debt incurred by this Campaign Committee.

At all times pertinent herein, my client and his former
spouse sincerely and reasonably believed that their actions were
in total compliance with any and all existent and applicable
Federal, State, and/or local election laws. They made this joint
contribution only upon the request and inducement of Mr.

C\. Anderton's employer, Mr. Art Williams, and in reasonable reliance
upon the stated advice and opinion of Mr. Williams' legal counsel
that said joint contribution was in all respects proper and
lawful.

Consistent with our conversation, it is presently my
understanding that the Federal Election Commission, upon initial
investigation, has preliminarily concluded that the "Friends of
Mattingly" Committee did not, in fact, have an outstanding
primary debt, as Mr. Anderton was patently and affirmatively led
to believe, and that if this preliminary determination is finally
confirmed by the Commission, that my client may have
inadvertently and unknowingly made an improper contribution
pursuant to the provisions of Title 2, United States Code,
Section 441a(a)(1)(A) which sets forth dollar limitations on

conriutinsb-. an individua1.

Further, it is my understanding that the Commission is still
engaged in the process of completing its investigation of this
matter, and that at this juncture, no final determination has
been made pertaining to the Mattingly Campaign. As I advised
you, previous to contacting your office, I did communicate with
Mr. Steve Mister, Esquire, whose law firm in Washington, D.C., is
engaged in handling a number of cases similar to that of my
client involving A. L. Williams' employees and the "Friends of
Mattingly" Campaign Committee. He advised, and you confirmed,
that representatives of his law office had visited with you in
Atlanta, and had secured an undesignated extension of time in
which to file with the Commission factual and/or legal
information to demonstrate that no action should be taken against
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their clients, and/or to enter into pre-probable cause
conciliation.

Consistent with our discussion and pursuant to your
suggestion, I do hereby request that this communication be
received and considered both as a partial response to the
Commission's M.U.R. Notice letter, in as much as I do believe
that it set forth a factual/legal basis which demonstrates that
the Commission should decline to take any adverse legal action
against my client and/or his former spouse, and as a specific
written request that I be afforded an extension of time similar
to that granted to Attorneys Potter, Laham, and Mister, so that I
can (1) complete my investigation into this matter; (2) amend and
supplement, as necessary, the information demonstrating that no
action should be taken against my client; (3) be fully apprised
of the Commission's final determination concerning the primary
and general election finances of the "Friends of Mattingly"
Campaign Committee; and, (4) so that I can be afforded an
opportunity to consider engaging in pre-probable cause
conciliation in this cause consistent with the provisions of 11
C.F.R. Section 111.18(d).

Your kind consideration, suggestions, and cooperation have
been greatly appreciated, and I do look forward to working with
you in the future with an end toward amicably resolving this
matter. With kindest personal regards, I remain,

Yours very truly,

FRIEDMAN AND SISSMAN, P.C.

Robert M. Friedman

RMF/ lc

cc: Honorable John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman, Federal Election Commission

Mr. Kenneth Wayne Anderton

Honorable George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel, Federal Election Commission
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"'r. Robert Mason
Finance Director
Friends of MattinglY
p.O. Box 1986
Atlanta, Georgia 30301-1986"

,. *% ... 

.. .~ :.

Dear Bob:

As you are aware. my wife and I have purchased "'photo op"

tickets for the upcoming Mattingly Rally. Please let this

letter confirm my understanding that the contribution for the

photo op to the extent of S1000.00 for myself and $1,000.00 
(or

my wife constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for

use in the general election. I further understand that the

campaign has-an outstanding primary debt; 
toward the retirement

of that primary debt I have contributed $230.00 and my wife

$250.00.

Although for my convenience I have only provided you with one

check for the combined amount, I did want to clarify my

understanding.

Please advise me if my understanding is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely,

Date :
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IM Or CSMZd Robert M. Friedman ....

Jk335m: Suite 3010

100 N. Main Bldg.

Memphis, Tennessee 38103

TZLPHO : 901/526-5975

The above-named individual is hereby 
designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive 
any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and 
to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

IIU F ' Signature

R35PON DET # S NAME:

ADDR SS:

HONE PHONE:

BUSINES PROWE:

Kenneth W. Anderton

Route 1 Box 340B

Collierville, Tennessee 38107

901/756-1913

\



FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Stubbs Shipping Company
P.O. Box 194
Sea Island, GA 31561

-

RE: MUR 2989

011 Stubbs Shipping Company

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
Stubbs Shipping Company violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Enclosed
are copies of the material that was sent to you at that time.
Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and
Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against Stubbs Shipping Company.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Stricklands Pharmacy
ill Bonard
Glennville, GA 30427

RE: MUR 2989

Stricklands Pharmacy

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe

-J Stricklands Pharmacy violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Enclosed are
copies of the material that was sent to you at that time. Under
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and
Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against Stricklands Pharmacy.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell cr Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Southern Energy
P.C. Box 960
Brunswick, GA 31520

RE: MUR 2989

C\1 Southern Energy

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe

1t Southern Energy violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Enclosed are copies
of the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and

'WI Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against Southern Energy.

C
A review of our files indicates that to date you have not

rresponded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at '202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FFDERAL EI-FCTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert J. Shircliff and Associates
2529 Gulf Life Tower
Jacksonville, FL 32207

RE: MUR 2989
Robert J. Shircliff and
Associates

c\
Dear Madam cr Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe

U.. Robert J. Shircliff and Associates violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
Enclosed are copies of the material that was sent to you at that
time. Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, and Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken against Robert J.
Shircliff and Associates.C

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL El ECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Pickett, Pickett & Pickett
Edge Building
~22 N1. Main Street
Jasper, GA 30143

RE: MUR 2989

Pickett, Pickett & Pickett

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
Pickett, Pickett & Pickett violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Enclosed
are copies of the material that was sent to you at that time.
Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and
Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against Pickett, Pickett & Pickett.

C
A review of our files indicates that to date you have not

responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement -rocess.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd.
P.O. Box 491261
Atlanta, GA 30349

RE: MUR 2989
Peoples' Transportation
Services, Ltd.

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd. violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441b(a). Enclosed are copies of the material that was sent to
you at that time. Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, and Commission regulations, you have an
opportunity to demonstrate that no action should be taken against
Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
\% ASH1N4.1 01 .4 )4h

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
R-ETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

OB-GYN Associates, ?.A.
72 Plaza Highway
Marietta, GA 30060

RE: MUR 2989
OB-GYN Associates, P.A.

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
OB-GYN Associates, P.A. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Enclosed
are copies of the material that was sent to you at that time.
Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and
Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against OB-GYN Associates, P.A.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a

Iresponse from you -within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL FI KCTION COMMISSION
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Setember 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Morris Brown Czlleae
643 Martin Luther Kina, Jr. Dr., N.W.
Atlanta, 'A 30314

RE: MUR 2989

Morris Brown College

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
Morris Brown College violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Enclosed are
copies of the material that was sent to you at that time. Under
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and
Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against Morris Brown College.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
C responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a

response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next staae of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Seotember 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

" keside Farm
7oute 1, Box 223
Hayesville, N.C. 28904

RE: MUR 2989

Lakeside Farm

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
Lakeside Farm violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Enclosed are copies
of the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission
regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against Lakeside Farm.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George i
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL FICTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Farmers Tobacco Warehouse
P.O. Box 432
Vidalia, GA 30474

RE: MUR 2989
Farmers Tobacco Warehouse

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
Farmers Tobacco Warehouse violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Enclosed
are copies of the material that was sent to you at that time.
Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and

tn Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against Farmers Tobacco Warehouse.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a

c response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis
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FFDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Armada ":ehicle Rental, Inc.
P.C. Box 48405
Doravile, GA 30362

RE: MUR 2989
Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.

Dear !iadam or Sir:

on August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
Armada vehicle Rental, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
Enclosed are conies of the material that was sent to you at that
time. Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, and Commission regulations,-you have an opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken against Armada vehicle
Rental, Tnc.

C? A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis
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FEDERAL EIECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard A. Walker
4904 Eisenhower Blvd.
Suite 151
Tampa, FL 33634

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Mr. Walker:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal

Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe

- you violated 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of

the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the

to Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission

regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not

responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a

response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to

the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this

matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990

Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lafayette Walker
10012 Sorrel Avenue
Potomac, !ID 20854

RE: MUR 2989

11 Dear Mr. Walker:

r'. On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal

Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
you violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of

-- the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission
regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a

c response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George . Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL F.ECTION COMMISSION
A;&HI NC I I)N |($

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert Lee Turley
Summit House 1805
280 S. Collier Blvd.
Marco Island, FL 33937

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Mr. Turley:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
you violated 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission
regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Sentember 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

-ynthia Thawley
'115 Raich Dr.
San Jose, CA 95120

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Ms. Thawley:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
-- Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe

you violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission
requlations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a

rresponse from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

7 xla/K
BY: George F. Rishel

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

Seotember 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

W. L. Shirley
121 Grogan Street
Lavonia, GA 30553

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Mr. Sh:rley:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission
regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at f202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL El FCTION COMMISSION

10 soSeptember 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Joe W. Rogers, Jr.
2133 Lavista Exec. Park
Tucker, GA 30084

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Mr. Roaers:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
you violated 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission*regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have notresponded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive aresponse from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at '202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL FLUCTION COMMISSION

Sentember 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bryce Peterson
2324 Williamsburg Circle
West Jordan, VT 84084

RE: MUR 2989

r7 Dear Mr. Peterson:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
you violated 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commissionregulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no*" action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to th- Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

S"hould you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Todd McMahon
P.O. Box 1807
Danville, CA 94526

(RE: MUR 2989

Dear Mr. McMahon:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Elec-ion Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe

- you iolated 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the

!f) Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission
regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George(. ishe 1
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
.AftH I NV I I)N Wf :4 4

Seotember 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles A. Lotz, Jr.
725 Tanglewood Trail
Atlanta, GA 30327

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Mr. Lotz:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe

-_ you violated 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the

L/D Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission
regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a

C response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL FIACTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John B. Keeble
250 Piedmont Ave., Suite 1900

Atlanta, GA 30365

RE: MUR 2989

rwl, Dear fir. Keeble:

1On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal

Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe

you violated 2 U.S.C. 5S 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission

regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

NT
A review of our files indicates that to date you have not

C responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to

ro the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELE(CTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Thomas S. Hartzog
Box 80728
Atlanta, GA 03066

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Mr. Hartzog:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
you violated 21 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(l)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission
regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Mi. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George F. ~ishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis



FFDERAt FIFUCTION COMMISSION

september 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Pon Bloominqkemper
10203 Birchridoe Dr., Suite W
Humble, TX -7338

RE: MUR 2989

?Dear Mr. Bloomingkemper:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe
you violated 2 U.S.C. S5 441a(a)(1)(A). Enclosed are copies of
the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Commission
regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
C responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a

response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George . Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated July 20, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis
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FALLIN AND Mc-NTOSH '". " 11" :20
39 NORTH M AN STRVrT

MOULTRKM GOMRG.A 31776

UgUSt 24, 1990 TELEPHONE Of 2 05 5e,
SILLY G FAWIN FAX '912.9803 0659

WILLIAM M McINTOSH POST OFFICE SO-V 250

Mr. Jeffrey Long tw 2
Office of General Federal C

Election Commission
999 E. Street - -
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989
Moultrie Surgical Associates, P.C. -

Dear Mr. Long:

Thank you for talking with me by telephone this week concerning
the alleged violation of the "Act" by my client, Moultrie
Surgical Associates, P.C.

Moultrie Surgical Associates, P.C. is a professional corporation
now consisting of three general surgeons (two at the time of the
alleged infraction). During the subject period, the surgical
practice was carried on by Dr. Michael J. Haney and Dr. Thomas L.
Estes. Their practice is located in Moultrie, Georgia, a town of
approximately sixteen thousand residents. Drs. Haney and Estes
serve as the sole surgeons for this rural area and county. They
have an office staff of four to five nurses/receptionists.

The political contribution which is the subject matter of this
inquiry consisted of a joint $200.00 contribution to a Georgia
senatorial candidate in 1986, four years ago. Mr. Long, I am
writing to give you some background concerning the source of this
contribution and the circumstances surrounding it being given,
hopefully to place the matter in perspective and relative
importance in the general scheme of things.

If you examine the subject check you will see that the doctors'
names are listed individually on the upper "remittance advice"
portion. This indicates a clear intent to show from whom the
funds were being sent - i.e., individuals. Upon discussion with
the doctors involved, it is apparent that in their usual hectic
schedules they were approached, probably by a local friend, to
support a certain candidate. Accordingly, they agreed and had no
second thoughts about the procedure of translating this into an
actual donation. Delegating this, they simply asked their
secretary to make the donation, totally ignorant of the
technicalities or intricacies of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, 2 U.S.C. §441 b(a). They may be charged with
knowledge of the law as every person is with any law, but my



Mr. Jeffrey Long
August 24, 1990
Page Two

point is, in actuality, they simply made a contribution and each
$100.00 of the $200.00 contribution was charged to their
respective draw accounts. Bookkeeping, or business in general,
is not the strong point of these, or, I suspect, any other
physicians that I know and represent.

Simply put, Mr. Long, these physicians had no intent whatsoever
to contravene any law of statute, federal or otherwise. They
merely made a contribution in response to a request for such, and
'the contribution itself was made through a business check
prepared by their employee.

I feel the matter of perspective is paramount ;.n this si*tuation.
Two rural, extremely busy, conscientious physicians who are
totally ignorant of election campaign technicalities made a
relatively insignificant - $200.00 - contribution to a campaign
four years ago. There is or was no intent of any nature to skirt
any law. These doctors did not even have an inkling or passing
thought that this insignificant act would entail the least

Ile, problem. Is it reasonable that they would have made such a
contribution knowing that they would have to pay their lawyer
more to answer charges in the matter than the amount of the
contribution itself?

My point, Mr. Long, is that based upon the circumstances in this
particular case, it would be eminently reasonable for the matter
to be laid to rest at this point. The purpose of this letter is

to avail ourselves of the opportunity as stated in your letter,
to demonstrate that no further action should be taken against the
corporation.

Drs. Haney and Estes are gifted, dedicated surgeons who are well-
respected in this community. Their personal reputations are
impeccable. I would submit to you that if a technical infraction
occurred, they will be the first to admit that their total
ignorance of the election law and fleeting involvement with the
mechanics of the donation are the basis of this matter, and that
there was no intent of any nature to violate either the letter or
spirit of any law.

I would appreciate your considered assessment of this case. I
feel that once considered, the case will be put to rest.

Respectfully submitted,

FAL &M cINj

William M. McIntosh

WMM: lg
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Small, Craig &Werkenthin
A PRC*'VSS:ONAL C')OPORATON

SAN ANTONIO (011 ic.

AlmSti 112 ~'~ 1*91h Flow. NCNB Plaza, V10(1 zwent SIpet

: ,- Anfl,',O_ '"'2 :': : '. Suite 100 100 Conqress Avenue Sn Anonio. Texa. PH;rn 3?

Austr Texas 78701 4099 5121 226 ,0 w)

!512) 472 8355

September 10, 1990

,s. -zabeth Campbell C r FED MAIL
... e.frey ,o, RETURN RECEI REQUESTED

-A e ra _  s-,; o n Comm:ssion
9'.9 S Str ee w ", . W

;lsh r iton, D.C. 23463

RE: 14UR 2989
Family and Marriage Resources

CM

Dear Ms. Campbell and Mr. Long:
-o

i ai responding to your letter dated August 3, 1990. My
" cient, Family and Marriage Resources, has conducted its own
internal investigation and discovered the following. -,

The Executive Director of Family and Marriage Resources had -
all cneck records searched from the time Family and Marriage -

Resources was incorporated on April 4, 1985. The only check z
written to what turned out to a political race was check number
2022 on September 10, 1986, to "Friends of Mattingly" in the
amount of $300.00. A copy of this check is attached. Mr.
Powers believes that he sent the check in order to purchase two
tickets to a Reagan rally which was to be held on October 8,
1986. Mr. Powers planned to be in Atlanta on business at that
time. (As it turned out, the business trip did not take
place). Mr. Powers did not know that purchasing two tickets to
a pol'tical function was a violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act. It was Mr. Powers who wrote and signed the
cneck. (in investigating this matter, we have learned from
.ocal people who work on local and state-wide political
c,impaigrs that when they receive a check from a corporation,
tney return it with the advice that corporations are not
a7';,wed to make campaign contributions. Family and Marriage
Resources' check was not so returned.)

Fam" ",and arriage Resources does not have in-house
counsel to advise them on matters such as what is and is not a



e
Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Mr. Jeffrey Long
September 10, 1990
Page 2

political contribution. Instead, F
uses outside counsel of which I am
is in state anl 'e eral 1 w.- that r
not doin(I an y wor for Fami, and
Fami 'v ar"n Mar Iak , Resou rc,(t does
commLtto. "r. ?owers did not kno
no - intend to reac i

Iased or. te reuts of Faro: m ...
:nzerna nvestga-:or a, d t.e f ..
w ten to a e :: ng a n TF
Resources woSd like to oursue with you
conciliation. Mr-r. Powers ts willing
corporation for the $300.00, if that

amil" and Marriage Resources
one and my primary expertise

to charities. I was
ar-iage Resources in 1.986.
noz rav- i political action
the ck, and certainly did

, r~aae ~poire
a $300.00 check was

" ad> Marriage
a ore-orobable cause
wri-e a check to the
accen-table to you.

am also encIosing a copy of Family and Marriage
Resources' Restated Articles filed on December 6, 1988 with the
Texas Secretary of State. They indicate that the corporation's
registered address had been changed from the South Lamar
address. Your .etter went to the old address -- the address on
the check -- and was not received until August 29, 1990. We
are, therefore, responding within the 15-day allowable period.
I have previously sent you a Statement of Designation of
Counsel and am enclosing another copy of my cover letter and
the Statement.

Very truy' yours,

Kath een Ford 3av

KFB/rmb/5 141x./84-9. 1 I I1
Enclosures

cc: Mr. Jim Powe r-z
Pr e si dent
Famil and Mar
P.O. BOX 9JIC8
Austin, Texas

riage Resource:

" 709-075

Small, Craig &Werkenthin
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING 90 SE4 AM 1H0: 12

e70 K STWEET, N. W.

WASHINGTON, D. C. 10000

(tog) 41-7000
rACSIMI L

JAN WITOLD BAPAN September 14, 1990 (202) 429-7049
(202) 429-73.C TELEX 244349 WYRN UR

Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: KUR 2989

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Please find enclosed Designation of Counsel Forms for -
Bryce Peterson, George J. Martonik, A. Danny Murray and

*r Richard A. Walker in the above-captioned matter. c.

Although I understand that these gentlmen may have
previously contacted your office directly, pleas. direct all
future communication regarding this Matter to my office.

Sincerely,

7
~Jan Witold Baran

Encls.



S0
statEin OF oDESIGNATIONO O oUSEL

MUR 2989

NAME OF COUNSEL: Jan Witold Baran

ADDRESS: Wile. Rein 4 Ieldz,

1776 L Street. N.V.. Suite 900

Waslh ton. DC. 20006

TELEPHONE: (2 21 429-7330

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date S iQnafUtAF/, ' I

RigPOsDMIT'S NAMS:

ADDRS:

N0NE PHOE:

BUSIMMSs PHE:

A'Ar/liP fevQ~vI

C-
Y, C ir

. - . m - -_
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SIs NI OF, DIU MATIMOF0 = Ulm

MM 2989

HAMU C0 lns _

ADO*=U_ Wiley, Rein & Fieldina

1776 K St., N.W.

Was.in~ton, D.C. 20006

ThZLMM : 202-429-7330

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to-receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

________________ '(-J fr~ Jfj.
S'gnaturb

3SPOMDIMT'S HAiM:

ADORSS:

Tacoma, WA 98499

EWE PIK:

BSIM PEOUMN

uwae

nCxnrrop I . artonik

1512 Gravelly Lake Dr., S.W.

Ian W. Baran
Jan 

W. Bara n

II •

...... Al
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MUR 2989

"AM OF COCR8Ei S

ADDRBSS:

Ian W-~ Baran

Jiley, Rein 6 Fielding

1776K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

TRLEPBOtI:

,;;e a;ove-named ndividua&. .i r0e:eby designated as my

counsel and ,s a iori:zed "to--rece'e any notifications and otn.er

communicatcons from t-he -omtission and to act on my behalf 1efore

'-he Commission.

Date( /A Se

RBS PO4DUIT ' S MANZ:

ADDRBU8: 1&58/,14~-7-Awee-

BOKI PIK=:

BUSzin Po :

Cn

/ X4v--V--j 414"044

1an 

N. Baran
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2989

Jan W. Baran

in g
1776 K Street, N.W.

TE~i

Washington, D.C. 20000

202-4 29-7330

The above-naned individual is hereby designated as ny

counsel and is authorized to-receive any notifications and other

comunications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Comission.

Date

N

ImwouT' s NAIM:

DIsxB PNI08l88 pmol:

m~ha,2 kA. J,fC
AL~9' t~LLE/c? A'w
54LL24 /~5~/

Wiley. Rein & Fielding

TA 3 3 4.3 4/

Jan 

W. Baran

n I I m • • - --

AHQ ~ . .
V 6/-Se 

AOf1,h



WILLIAM C. TIMMONS

."4R GAVr'iKLD c STMI"rT N w

WASHINGTON. 0 C 20007

September 13, 1990

Dear Mr. McGarry:

This is in response to your July 20th letter
(MUR 2989), postmarked September llth and
received on September 12th. I have an explana-
tion for the apparent violation.

"Friends of Mattingly" held a reception at the
Hyatt Regency Hotel on February 21, 1985 in
honor of Senator Mack Mattingly (R-GA). I
received an invitation and sent my personal
check for $1,000 on February 11, 1985.

I attended the event but forgot that I had
previously contributed and wrote another check
on February 21st for $1,000.

When my bank statement arrived in early March I
realized I had contributed twice and requested
a refund. On April 5, 1985 I received a refund
of $1,000 and deposited the check in my personal
bank account. Unfortunately, I do not have a
copy of the refund check, but your audit of
campaign expenditures should show a refund check
to me in this amount. The date would have been
late March or early April, 1985.

The FEC Factual and Legal Analysis included with
your letter shows that I contributed the two
$1,000 checks for a total of $2,000. Yet the
excessive amount is listed as $1,750 which would pj
mean my legal limit to be only $250. I am at a
loss to understand this and request an explanation.

Sincerely,

William E. Timmons

Mr. John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Enclosure: MUR 2989 Factual and Legal Analysis

'D
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LAW O1W1lC"

HURT. RICHARsoN. GARNER. TODD & CADUENHEAD
A PARTNi'RSHIP INCLUDIN PWOIES IONAL CORPORATIONS

1400 PEACHTREE PLACE TOWER -U. 0- UU
0104 PEACHTREE STREET. N K.

ATLANrA. GCOIA 300-3so0

LEX 54-3656 00ONE LAKESIDE COMMONS
TELEC.OP'E 14041 870-6020 00 HAMMONO DIVR., SUITE 1050

870-6047 ATLANTA GEORGIA 30326

WRITE* 0REC T DIAL N,.;MSER September 13, 1990 o404 39.9-070

870-6127

Jeffrey Long, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W., Suite 657
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989 -

Teresa C. Crossland C, ..

Dear Mr. Long:

Enclosed please find a letter dated September 10,
1990 from Allen Billingsley to the undersigned, as well as
that letter's enclosure of banking activities of the joint " "

banking account of Teresa Crossland and her former husband, C.3 :C
Ralph Henry Crossland, Jr.

As the account records show, the subject check was
not negotiated during the most logical period of time for such
a negotiation, that being from the date the check was written
through and including the November, 1986 election. Moreover,

,o - Mr. Billingsley has informed the undersigned that Ms.
Crossland's bank has no record of negotiation of the check at
any time. Based upon this information, we believe that the
check written to 'Friends of Mattingly* was not negotiated.

Please contact the undersigned at his direct dial
number to discuss this matter further. Thank you in advance
for the time and effort you will spend on this matter.

Sincerely yours,

T. La Briola
FOR THE FIRM

STL/ejb
44-WP687/15.1 10545-002
Enclosures
cc: File



September 10, 1990

Mr. Steve La Briola
1urt, Richardson, Garer, Todd &

999 Peachtree Street, X. 2., Suite 1400
Atlanta, Ceorgia 30309-3999

Dear Mr. La BrioLa:

As you are aware, Teresa Croslmd requested that the Itomah BDnk
provide a copy of a negotiated iten in the nmet of $2,500.00,
payable to Friends of Nattlagly.

7 e dates provided ringed fr Septhe 1, lW6 throught invmer
30, 1"6.

After diligent rearch lato Ve. Cresslnd's mcont, I an uable
to locate this itm. All copies of No. Creeslimd' accamt, dated

C September 15, 1986 thru -- .& 15, 1996, are enclosed.

I certify that these copies are true and exact replicas of original
. doe~mets.

If you have my questions or msed additional information, feel free
to call.

Sincerely,

J Alan aill rgsley o . . ' -
Assistant Vice President t ons lMoager Notas Public

JKS/lag u"f-r - %.

JAN/lagMY C f!1or-Il5'l E'L. re%

enclosures

cc: Teresa Crossland

P 0 OX 679 e CANTON. GEORGIA 30114 * (404) 479761



Wd Voyles Chiryser-noutk
789 Cobb Parkway, S.E. Phone (404) 429-1100

MARIETTA, GEORGIA 30062

619 ( 2~c) 7)

IjYSLER

Sept 11, 1990

C,, '~b
rvt
-v -

CA~
r%) (-F,

3Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Gentlem~en:

Please be advised that William F. Voyles, did make a contribution

totaling S275 to Mack Mattingly, in connection with the 1986 General
Election in Georgia. Not knowing and willfully he issued payment
through Ed Voyles Chrysler Plymouth, Inc. ("the Corporation") in
place of issuing payment through his personal funds.

We apologize f or this misunderstanding and will see that it
does not happen again.

We do not dispute.

Sincerely,

GENERAL MANAGER
ED VOYLES CHRYSLER PLYMOUTH INC.
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OB-GYN ASSOCIATES. P.A.
72 PLAZA YWAY

MARIETTA GEORGIA 30060

OBSTETQI(- ;
GYNECOLO'i "

TE. 422 87r04

GOODMAN B ESPY 111, M 0
TERRY V KELLEY M 0

September 20, 1990 HARRY T HARVIN. JR MD

L RICHARD BARDWELL. M D

TO: Federal Election Commission

This is in response to the letter I received

dated August 3, 1990.

I did not intentionally write a check from
OB-GYN Associates, a corporation account to

the Matt Mattingley campaign fund.

One of the doctors in this group had ask that I

send a contribution to the campaign, and not

knowing that it was not appropriate to do so

from the office account, I did so without

thought.

IF you need anyt ing else concerning this, please

le e know.

,rBooieper-Secretar
f.y G. Espy, III

S C%3
S- .
-' 0

r

1
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VEHICLE IEN TA L. INC

Federal Election Commission

Washington, DC 20463

Ms. Lee Ann Elliott

Re: MUR 2989 *1

Dear Ms. Elliott,

In response to the alleged violation of 2 U.S.C> 441i(a) of
Armada, our records indicate outstanding invoices #1404, #1446, an.
#1447 (copies attached) for Matt Mattingiy's campaign. Thes-
invoices were billed but never paid. These vehicles were not a
contribution to the Mattingly Campaign-- we have written them o fig
as uncollectible.

Sorry for the delay. My company is a small family operation
and we were not using a computer in 1986. Also, due to the size
of our business I cannot afford to nire a Washington lawyer for
this matter.

It is hard for me to understand why y'all think I helped
- Mattingly when I was stiffed by him. I can assure you that I'm not

the only one he didn't pay.

I am awaiting your response.

Sincerely,

Ray Miller
President

P 0. BOX 48405 , DORAVILLE, GEORGIA 30362 , (404) 455-0120



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION AI

WASHINCTON D C 20463 SE STIE
September 14, 1990

TO: The Commission

FROM: Lawrence 14. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner r-r
Associate General counsel

SUBJECT: MUR 2989
Request for Extension of Time

On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to believe
Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. 5S 432, 434(b), 441a(f), and 441b(a), and 11 C.F.R.
5 110.6(c)(3). Also on the same date the Commission found reasonto believe 72 individuals had violated 2 U.S.C. I 441a(a)(1)(A),
17 political committees had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), and 55
corporations had violated 2 U.S.C. I 441b(a). On August 3, 1990,
the Commission found reason to believe two additional individuals
violated 2 U.S.C. I 441a(a)(1)(A).

U) John M. Stuckey, Jr., is one of the individuals whom the
__" Commission found that there was reason to believe violatedI2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). On July 20, 1990, a letter and factual

and legal analysis were mailed to Mr. Stuckey, notifying him of
the Commission's findings. On August 10, 1990, this Officec granted Mr. Stuckey an extension of 30 days, until September 7,1990, to respond to the Commission's findings to enable him to
retrieve his check records and other financial data relating to
his 1984 and 1985 contributions. On September 11, 1990,
Mr. Stuckey requested an additional thirty days to respond. See
Attachment. As noted in the attached letter, Mr. Stuckey needs
more time to locate information pertaining to his contributions.

The Office of the General Counsel recommends that the
Commission grant the requested extension.

RDTIONS

1. Grant an additional extension of thirty days to
John 1. Stuckey, Jr.

2. Approve the appropriate letter.

Attachment
1. Request for Extension



BEF0RE THEl FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of)

John M. Stuckey, Jr. - ) MUR 2989
Request for Extension of)
Time to Answer.)

CERTI FICATION

I, Marjorie W Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on September 20, 1990, the
Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 2989:

1. Grant an additional extension of thirty daysto John M. Stuckey, Jr., as recommended inthe General Counsel's memorandum dated
September 14, 1990.

2. Approve the letter, as recommended in theGeneral Counsel's memorandum dated September
14, 1990.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josef iak, McGarry,
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner
McDonald did not cast a vote.

Attest:

Date rorie W. Emmons
secretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Fri., Sept. 14, 1990 11:42 a.m.Circulated to the Commission: Mon., Sept. 17, 1990 11:00 am.Deadline of vote: Thurs., Sept. 20, 1990 4:00 p.m.
dr



FEDERAL FI.FCTION COMMISSION

Setember 
27, 1990

ichn M. Stuckey, Jr.
Glass, McCullough, Sherrill & Harrold
1409 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 2989
John M. Stuckey, Jr.

Dear Mr. Stuckey:

*This is in response to your letter dated September 5, 1990,
which we received on September 11, 1990, requesting an extension
of 30 days to respond to MUR 2989. After considering the

-- circumstances presented in your letter, the Commission has
granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response is
due by the close of business on October 8, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



DOW, LOHNES & ALBERTSON
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1255 TWENTY-THIRD STREET

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20037

TELEPH4ONE (2021 857-2500 -E .COPiEr !2:2 857-2900

September 27, 1990 C,..E :,ZA.

.jOHN S. LOGAN

- ac, c . .: '.0

r.3-

Uk)

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Jeffrey Long, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989
Rankin Smith

Dear Mr. Long:

As you discussed with Jim Treanor and me earlier today,
I am writing to confirm certain aspects of our conversation, to
provide you with a Statement of Designation of Counsel for this
matter, and to request an extension of time within which to
respond to the letter of Vice/Chairman McGarry to Mr. Smith.

First, I have enclosed an executed Statement of
Designation of Counsel for your records. Correspondence
regarding this matter should be addressed to either Mr. Treanor
or me, with a copy to Mr. Smith.

Second, I wish to confirm our understanding regarding
Mr. Smith's receipt of Vice Chairman McGarry's letter. As we
explained during our conversation, the letter was misaddressed,
and Mr. Smith did not actually receive it until Monday, September
17. Because the time for response did not begin until the letter
was received, Mr. Smith's response is due on October 2, next
Tuesday. As you requested, we are providing Mr. Smith's correct
address. That address is included on the Statement of
Designation of Counsel.

Finally, I hereby request an extension of time to
respond to Vice Chairr.an McGarry's letter. As is clear from our
conversation earlier today, there are many apparent discrepancies
between the facts asserted in the Commission's Factual and Legal



Jeffrey Long, Esq.
September 27, 1990
Page 2

Analysis, the filings made by Friends of Mattingly, the FCC data
base and Mr. Smith's records and recollections of the
contributions. For instance, the Factual and Legal Analysis
shows a contribution of $1,000 on July 18, 1985 for the August
12, 1986 primary election, while the 1985 year-end Form 3X report
filed by the Friends of Mattingly shows an $800 contribution on
that date towards the general election. It is unlikely that we
will be able to unravel all of these discrepancies before next
Tuesday. For that reason, we respectfully request an extension
of twenty days, until Monday, October 22, for our response to the
Commission's tentative findings.

In the interim, I would like to reiterate our
willingness to resolve this matter through informal meetings or
the Commission's conciliation process. We believe that the best
way to resolve discrepancies like the one described above may be
for all concerned to work through the available information in
order to reach a consensus as to the appropriate actions by the
Commission and Mr. Smith.

Please call me at 857-640 or Jim Treanor at 857-2685 if
- any questions should arise in regard to this matter.

Re ctfu y 9 mitted,

JSL/jgh
Enclosure



N2989

NAM or Om
James A. Treanor, III, Esq.
JohnS. Logan, Esq.

Dow, Iohnes & Albertson

1255 23rd St., NW, Suite 500

Washington, DC 20037

(202) 857-2685/(202) 857-2640

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized towreceive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf befote

the Commission.

September 20, 1990
Date Inature

I")

23 all" S NAINA Rankin M. Smith, Sr.

AD~in3 950 E. Paces Ferry Road

r Suite 2930

rw- Atlanta, Georgia 30326

BBsUIrn M'OiM 404-261-6661



- 7~W

(23-C ~

~ "1

90SEP 28 ANII: 23

Ron sietnbk mpe
National $Wle* Director

I C' ~~<&~- ' (L~~

4Q-

i(L~L~ ~

4CcL

~L

~Q~x

c-s ~-A

IoM€ BkMdgp Dr. OW, Huni, TX 773 (713) 46-04

Rqk*w Amwican Nadon Soo . -rm-a-d

-- 4

~'0

-9~.

~, c-~

~

-C,
0

-, 0

~fl444e"

mpk %W%.

WA
A'A .0 . k

'%hoiw A m & Akt wvbpr
IFIMP-100,

< C, Si
lc-

I 1110*1A



SIPPING COMPANI'
Poe Office Drawer 1543

Ftrnandina Beeh, FL 32034

John A. Stubbs TELapHOw.
PRESIDENT (904) 2614048

TLX: 441734 NSAU UI
FAX (904) 261-4407

, ." . ___

4d&4

A>r dY4Z -A FZ 4,-e

, ~~~4 A ,, i,, 0 . .

C ")

~7 W#IC.4 7~td2.4JiId -



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING 90 OCT-1 I :o06

17"76 K aftherT, N. W.

WASHINOTON, D.C. 20006

202) 489-7000

September 28, 1990 FACSIMILE
(202) 429-7049

wlrrEWS ODPECT DIAL NUMBEP TELEX 248349 WYRPN UP

(202) 828-3178

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, H.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Elizabeth Campbell

Re: MUR 2989 cO

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed a Designation of Counsel Form for
Robert L. Turley. As I explained to you on phone earlier
this week, Mr. Turley's original Notification of Reason to
Believe letter was apparently mailed to the wrong address and
he only received notice of this Matter this week when your
letter of September 12, 1990, was delivered to him by

;-- certified mail. That letter, too, was incorrectly addressed.

Accordingly, we will be supplying you vith his Affidavit
and the supporting documents as soon as we can compile this
information. For future reference, the address listed on Mr.
Turley's Designation of Counsel form is the correct address.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely yours,

Steven M. Mister

Encl.
cc: Jan Witold Baran, Esq.

Mr. Robert L. Turley



STATEMNT 01DE O SIGNATION O1 COUNSEL

MUR ?-

14AME OF COUWS3s Ja-n W. Baran, Esq.

Wiley Rein & Fielding
ADDRESS: 1776 k Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

TELEPHONE; (20-2) 429-7000

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Da

RESPOMD oS NAMEt Robert L. Turley-

ADDRM: P.O. Box 786

Marco Island, FL 33969

A rann- Offip (404) 497-1964

HOME PHONE:

BUSINUSS PHOWI: F f nig-._, ('3) f'2-9333



FFDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 1, 1990

John S. Logan, Esq.
Dow, Lohnes, Albertson
1255 23rd St., N.W., Suite '00
Washington, D.C. 20037

RE: MUR 2989
Rankin M. Smith

Dear Mr. Logan:

This is in response to your letter dated September 27,1990, which we received on September 27, 1990, requesting anextension of 24 days to respond to the Commission's finding thatthere is reason to believe Rankin M. Smith violated 2 U.S.C.S 441a(a)(1)(A). After considering the circumstances presented
in your letter, I have granted the requested extension.-- Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on
October 22, 1990.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel



LAW OFFICES

PICKlETT. PlcKErr & PICKETT
A PNOFESSIONAL COWPOflATON

ass NOrTH 0AIN OrnexY 90 OCT - I hl 10: 02
JASPER, GEORGIA 30143

1(404) 692-2494

WILL HAYS PICECrY 
ROSCOC PICKEI~

WILL NAYS PICKer?, JR, 
1852.1954)

September 25, 1990

Mr. Jeffery Long
Federal Election Commission :7-
9999 East Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463 -4

RE: Pickett, Pickett &
Pickett, P.C. -

. " Dear Mr. Long:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, I am confirming that -

I have receive a certified letter dated September 12, 1990 with

enclosures as to an alleged violation of the Federal Election

Campaign Act as amended.

Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, P.C. is in fact a Georgia

corporation and did in fact send a check in the amount of

$1,000.00 to the Friends of Mattingly. This check was sent

pursuant to a solicitation apparently through the mail. we were

not aware that any contribution in this regard was unauthorized

and certainly not willful. This contribution was sent primarily

from a mail solicitation.

This was done unknowingly and not willfully in violation 
of

any law. I hope that our frankness will be considered and hope

that it will end this very uncomfortable position.

Should you have any other questions, please contact me.

Si cer ly yours,

Wi 1 Hays Pickett, Jr.

WHPJR/vlj
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Via Cwtfied Mail

September 28. 1990

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
Washington. DC 20463 .

Re: MUR 2989 u

Dear Sir:

As we discussed last week I have enclosed the following for your review: .

(1) Copies of checks written by Mr. Shircliff to the Mattingly
campaign.

(2) Certification from the First Union National Bank that the account
on which these checks were written is in fact, a personal account.

Please contact me if you need any additional information.

Sincerely.

William 0. Inman III
President

--4

!'.

. _,



FMst Un m Nt so l Ia
of Pklnda
PO BOx 2060
Jacksvffle. Fk rad 32231-010
904 361-3925

P""t TW

September 27, 1990

Mr. Robert T. Shircliff
Robert T. Shircliff & Associates, Inc.
1301 Gulf Life Drive
Jacksonville, FL 32201

Dear Mr. Shircliff:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that depository
account exists as a personal checking account.

If you require any additional information or if I may be of any
further assistance, please feel free to contact me at 361-3001.

Sincerely,

Anne M. Alexander
Vice President
Private Banking

AMR/so

STATE OF FIAOIDA
COUNTY OF DUVAL

The foregoing instrument was acknoedged before me this
A day of .%Pm...,% a 1990 by

ofFistUnion national Bank of Ioida,, nionalTii~i
association, on behalf of the association.

My comission expires t Cou:im 1

6 hi" Twoy Tp~ fb-k. .-



ROBERT T. SHIRCLIFF
AND AS TES

2529 GULF L W ER
JACKSONVILLE. F CIA 32207

TELEPHONE 904/396-7716

630

Ao 'i 1621

PAY DOLLARS
IAUTO T04 4E-FICEK ! T 10 M -CEC MOUNT

. . .. . il, I
t GROSS DISCuNT

ROBERT T. SHIRCLIFF - GENERAL ACCOUNT

ATLANTIC NATIONAL BANK OF FLORIDA
JACKSONVILLE. FLORIDA

ROBERT T. SHIRCLIFF )AE %v C AMOUNT 63-2

AND ASSOCIATES 630

2529 GULF LIFE TOWERJACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32207 -- t2032
TELEPHONE 904/396-7716

y25~ 6f "t;DOLLARS

GROSS 7M1 T
ROBERT T. SHIICLIFF - GENERAL ACCOUNT

ATLANTIC NATIONAL BANK OF FLORIDA
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA
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BEFORE THE FEDRAL ELECTIONS COIUISSION

90CT 9 AM lI: 4i

MUR 2989
Respondent: John M. Stuckey, Jr.

COMES NOW, Respondent, John M. Stuckey, Jr., and answe Cn
charges as set out in Federal Election Commission ("FECI I
letter notice dated July 20, 1990 (the "Complaint") allegi
violations of 2 U.S.C. S441a(a)(l)(A), provision of the Feder :
Election Campaign Act of 1971 as amended ("the Act") all as se :-
out in the FEC's Factual and Legal Analysis attached hereto -§

marked Extit "A" and incorporated herein by referen4 .n
("Respondent's Affidavit"). 4 -

Respondent answers the factual allegations of the Complaint
as set out in the Affidavit attached hereto marked Exhibit "B"
and incorporated herein by this reference.

2.

Respondent moves the FEC to dismiss these proceedings as
the facts set out in Respondent's Affidavit establish that
Respondent's actions do not constitute iolation of the Act.

RES DENT:

J1ohn M. tu , Jr.

(0356e)



EXHIBIT "A"

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: John M. Stuckey, Jr.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

prohibits a person from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized political committees

aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a)(1)(A).

r A review of the reports filed by the Friends of

Mattingly reveals that John M. Stuckey, Jr. made excessive

contributions to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U.S.

Senate, totaling $1,500 for the 1986 Republican U.S. Senate
to

Primary election in Georgia. Information on these

contributions is presented below:
C-

Primary Total Contributed Total Excessives

Date for the Primary in the Primary

8/12/86 $500 - 11/26/84 $1,500
$1,000 - 5/20/85

Because these contributions were for the Primary

election, they exceed the contribution limitations of the Act

by $1,500. Therefore, there is reason to believe that John M.

Stuckey, Jr. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



EXHIBIT "B"

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION

MUR 2989

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN M. STUCKEY, JR.

I, JOHN M. STUCKEY, JR., being duly sworn, do hereby depose
and state as follows:

1. That, on November 26, 1984,. I made a contribution to
"Friends of Mattingly" in the amount of $500.00. A copy of my
check number 1046 drawn on the Bank of Coweta, Newnan, Georgia
is attached hereto marked Schedule1 and incorporated herein by
this reference. The notation on the face of the subject check
indicates my intention to make a "contribution" to the
reelection campaign of Senator Mattingly through the "Friends
of Mattingly", which organization I assumed was an authorized

*political committee raising funds on behalf of Senator
Mattingly.

2. That, on May 20, 1985, in response to a telephone
solicitation by the Republican Party of Georgia,. I purchased
tickets for my wife and myself to an event styled "Georgia
Tribute to the President". A copy of my check number 1386
drawn on the Bank of Coweta, Newnan, Georgia is attached hereto
marked Sceul and incorporated herein by this reference.
The notation on the face of the subject check indicates that it
was issued for the purchase of tickets to a "Georgia Tribute To
The President" and not as a campaign contribution.

3. That, as f ar as I am able to determine, no copies of
any written invitation or other records relating to the May,
1985 "Georgia Tribute To The President" are extant. I have
made request of the Republican Party of Georgia to produce such
records and have been told that they have been lost or
destroyed.

4. That, I did not intend or consent that the May 20, 1985
payment of $1,000.00 for tickets to the "Georgia Salute to the
President" be a contribution to Senator Mattingly or any other
candidate for federal office or to any political committee of
any candidate for federal office. To the contrary, I intended
the purchase of tickets to the subject event (1 each for my
wife and myself) to be in support of the Republican Party of



Georgia which at that time was properly engaged in the purpose
of fundraising for contributions other than to federal
candidates or to their authorized Campaign Committees; and as
confirmation of such intention, state that I mailed the subject
check to the Republican Party of Georgia's offices only after
receiving assurances that my purchase of the subject tickets
would be credited as a contribution to the State Party-s
Georgia Republican Foundation.

~n M. -K r.0 - ' j

Sworn to and subscribed 
before M

me this t day of October,
1990 in the presence of:

witnes7

Notary Public

Date Notarized:

My Commission expires:

[NOTARIAL SEAL]

(0356e)

- 2 -
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SCHEDULE 1

TO

AFFTDAVIT OF JOHN M. STUCKEY, JR.

-- turn
JOHN we. STUCK", JR.

FAV TOT faI~~ttn

Five Munrod b 1 0 - - - -

1046
11/26 84 Y-141

0- L L-A-ftS

........ .DOLLARS

,Bank of Covita
(~ a m IU*3

-Contributi~n 42~
&-- w v mw * m
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SCHEDULE 2

TO

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN M. STUCKEY, JR.
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CHARLES B. WEST A", I2

900 OCT -9 ;I:2

September 20, 19M -C

-

Federal Election Commission
999 East Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Office of General Counsel CD

Mr. Jeffrey Long W -'

Dear Mr. Long:

I appreciate your assistance in the conversation we had
today. My secretary is on vacation this week, and I am
going to be out of town on business when she returns, so
I am asking her to please sign this letter and forward
it to you without delay.

. In our conversation on the telephone, I made known to you

that the date of the letter to me was August 9th but that
I had only received this material as of last week and
could not possibly correspond within the 15 days of
August 9th as noted in the letter. You said you were
making note of this fact.

LO The information that I have does not correspond with the
information turned over to you from the Mattingly
campaign. I am attaching xerox copies of two checks
which represent a $1,000 donation each for the primary
and general election by myself and my wife. As I related
to you over the telephone, I cannot relate the dates of
these checks to the primary and general elections because
I do not have access to those dates at this time.
However, the intention was at the time for Mrs. West and
me to make donations as I have herewith described.

If there is any further information that you wish, please
contact me and I will try to explain it.

Sincerel,

0 Qo . zilt
Charles B. West j#

CBW:bjp
(Dictated but not read)
Attachments
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

770a K STha Cr, N.W.

WASHINGTOd, D. C. 20006

(a0m) 429-7000

FACSIMILE
JAN WITOLD BARAN October 9, 1990 (202)429-7049

'2C2 
, 

,429-'33' TELEX 246349 WYRN UP

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq. C=
General Counsel 9 Z
Federal Election Commission -- "
999 E Street, N.W. € -4 T"
Washington, D.C. 20463--T

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.

Re: HUR 2989
Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Marion R. Buisson
and her husband, Robert T. Buisson, and attached
documentation. These materials are provided to the
Commission in Response to the Comission's Notice of Reason

" to Believe addressed to Mrs. Buisson in Matter Under Review
(MUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Marion Buisson made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excess
contributions by Mrs. Buisson totaling $1,500. As the
attached Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by
the Commission were from Marion and Robert Buisson's joint
checking account and represent contributions by bot Mr. &
Mrs. Buisson, to be allocated between the Mattingly
campaign's primary and general election accounts. Therefore,
the Buisson's contributions were within the permissible
$1,000 limit per person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(a).

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Robert T.
Buisson (and attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that at
the time the contributions were made in 1986, he made an
individual effort to assure that his wife's and his own
contributions were properly reported to the Mattingly
campaign and were within permissible limits of the law. The
Buissons received representations that the Mattingly campaign
did indeed have a primary debt. The burden of proper



* 0

WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
October 9, 1990
Page 2

reporting, redesignation and refund of the contribution, if
required, fell squarely on the Mattingly campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Buissons. The FEC's "G Index" of
all contributors making contributions of $500 or more shows a
contribution of $1,000 each from Marion R. Buisson (frame
2739) and Robert T. Buisson (frame 2740) to the Mattingly
campaign's general election account (copies of relevant
frames of the FEC 1986 "G Index" attached hereto). These
contributions along with the smaller $250 amounts to help
retire the Mattingly campaign's primary debt are also
reflected in Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general report for
Friends of Mattingly (see pages 4 and 24 attached hereto).

-- These entries in the FEC's records further document Marion
and Robert Buisson's intention at the time of the
contribution, as stated in their Affidavits, and evidences
the Mattingly campaign's receipt of that request for proper
allocation.

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recousemd no
-- probable cause to believe that Marion R. Buisson violated the

Act.LO

Sincerely,

C7' i Jan Witold Baran

rpb
cc: Mrs. Marion R. Buisson



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of / )
' ) MUR 2989

State of )do " )

AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT T. BUISSON

Robert T. Buisson, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Robert T. Buisson. On October 9, 1986,

my wife, Marion R. Buisson, signed two checks payable to

Friends of Mattingly for the amounts of $2,000 and $500

respectively, drawn on a joint account of my wife and myself.

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

*5 with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my wife (copies of checks attached

hereto).

3. On the following day, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could



-2-

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my wife's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contribution was made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife

and me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

Roer T/ BI sson

State of)
County of K) s5.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this day of
September, 1990./

-Nota~ry Pubfl-c'

My Commission Expires: M



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of )
MUR 2989

State of

AFFIDAVIT OF MARION R. BUISSON

Marion R. Buisson, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Marion R. Buisson. On October 9, 1986, I

signed two checks payable to Friends of Mattingly for the

amounts of $2,000 and $500 respectively, drawn on a joint

account of my husband, Robert T. Buisson, and myself (copies

of checks attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

3. On the following day, my husband signed a

letter to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto)

indicating that the contribution was to be equally divided

between him and me. It was our understanding at the time

that that action was sufficient to designate the allocation

of the contribution from our joint checking account equally

between the two of us.

4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could



- 2 -

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my husband's contribution be allocated to the payment

of that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contribution was made, my husband signed the

above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts.

M~rt-0n R. BUion

State of __ __ _

County of ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this 9 day of
September, 1990.

Notary Public

Not3Y PbC Cwr'e1 ourt. C%,o,:'

My Commission Expires: mycorn$sionExrese 16



October 10. 1986

Mr. Robert Mason
Finance Director
Friends of Mattingly
P 0. Box 1986
Atlanta. Georgia 30301-1986

Dear Bob:

As you are aware. my wife and I have purchased "'photo op'
tickets for the Mattlngly Rally. Please let this letter confirm
my understanding that the contribution for the photo op to the
extent of $1.000.00 for myself and $1.000.00 for my wife
constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for use in
the general election. I further understand that the campaign
has an outstanding primary election debt; toward the retirement
of that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife

__ $250.00.

Ln We have made this contribution by the payment of two checks. one
for S2.000 ($1.000.00 each). for our general election
contribution, and one for $500 (S250.00 each). toward the
retirement of the primary election debt.

Please advise me if my understanding is contrary to the facts.

Singerely

Robert TBi8sson
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING
1776 K STRZIET, t. W.

WASHINOTON, 0. C. 20006

(20&) 429-7000

October 9, 1990

wi'rTWpS DMECc O AL NUMBSR

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel -

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

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq. Z

Re: IH 2989

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Jacob S. Jernigan
and his wife, Gail Jernigan, and attached documentation.
These materials are provided to the Comission in Response to
the Coumission' s Notice of Reason to Believe addressed to Mr.
Jernigan in Matter Under Review (NUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Jacob Jernigan made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excess
contributions by Mr. Jernigan totaling $1,500. As the
attached Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by
the Commission were from Jacob and Gail Jernigan's joint
checking account and represent contributions by h= Mr. &
Mrs. Jernigan, to be allocated between the Mattingly
campaign' s primary and general election accounts. Therefore,
the Jernigan's contributions were within the permissible
$1,000 limit per person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(a).

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Jacob Jernigan
(and attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that at the time
the contributions were made in 1986, he made an individual
effort to assure that his wife's and his own contributions
were properly reported to the Mattingly campaign and were
within permissible limits of the law. The Jernigans received
representations that the Mattingly campaign did indeed have a
primary debt. The burden of proper reporting, redesination



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

Lawrence 14. Noble, Esq.
October 9, 1990
Page 2

and refund of the contribution, if required, fell squarely on
the Mattingly campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Jernigans. The FEC's "G Index" of
all contributors making contributions of $500 or more shows a
contribution of $1,000 each from Jacob Jernigan and Gail
Jernigan (frame 184) to the Mattingly campaign's general
election account (copy of relevant frame of the FEC 1986 "G
Index" is attached hereto). These contributions along with
the smaller $250 amounts to help retire the Mattingly
campaign's primary debt are also reflected in Schedule A of
the 1986 pre-general report for Friends of Mattingly (see
pages 11, 88 and 89 attached hereto). These entries in the
FEC's records further document Gail and Jacob Jernigan's
intention at the time of the contribution, as stated in their
Affidavits and evidences the Mattingly campaign's receipt of
their request for proper allocation.

Accordingly,. I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that Jacob Jernigan violated the
Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Witold Baran

rpb
cc: Mr. Jacob S. Jernigan



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Sedgwick)
) MUR 2989

State Of Kansas)

AFFIDAVIT OF JACOB S. JERNIGAN

Jacob S. Jernigan, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Jacob S. Jernigan. On September 26,

1986, I signed a check payable to Friends of Mattingly for

CD the amount of $2,500 drawn on a joint account of my wife,

Gail Jernigan, and myself (copy of check attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

ftv-)with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and
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the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my wife's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contribution was made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife

and me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

Jc S. Jern: .n

State of e__A .4 )
County of 5&J ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this '__w day of
September, 1990.

TATE OF KAUPubli

CmyAM Exp. /&-f/I ry

My Commission Expires: -'/9



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Sedgwick)
) MUR 2989

State of Kansas)

AFFIDAVIT OF GAIL JERNIGAN

Gail Jernigan, first being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am Gail Jernigan. On September 26, 1986, my

husband, Jacob S. Jernigan, signed a check payable to Friends

of Mattingly for the amount of $2,500 drawn on a joint

C~J account of my husband and myself (copy of check attached

hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

C 3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and
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the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my husband's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contribution was made, my husband signed the

above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts.

CGail Jernigah

State of _ _ _ _ )
County of . ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this .' __ day of
September, 1990.

JAMES E. KIRKPATRIPu
NOAYPUBLNoarICbl

STATE OF KANSAS

My Commission Expires: /2-/'.f-3
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

1776 K SIThCE , N.W.

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 30006

(208) 48-7000
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JAN WITOLD BARAN October 9, 1990 (20 4E9-7049
(f02) 429-733C TELEX 248349 WYRN UP
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C-)-.4 -

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq. o .?
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission -o

999 E Street, N.W. 2
Washington, D.C. 20463 N J-

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.

Re: ML2989

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of John Roig and his
wife, Gloria E. Roig, and attached documentation. Thes
materials are provided to the Commission in Respons to the
Commission's Notice of Reason to Believe addressed to Kr.
Roig in Matter Under Review (NUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that John Roig made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,650 and alleges excess
contributions by Mr. Roig totaling $1,650. As the attached
Affidavits clearly state, the $2,500 contribution noted by
the Commission was from John and Gloria Roilg's joint checking
account and represented contributions by bot Mr. & Mrs.
Roig, to be allocated between the Mattingly campaign's
primary and general election accounts.

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by John Roig (and
attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that at the time the
contributions were made in 1986, he made an individual effort
to assure that his wife's and his own contributions were
properly reported to the Mattingly campaign and were within
permissible limits of the law. The Roigs received
representations that the Mattingly campaign did indeed have a
primary debt. Mr. Roig's separate check for $150 was not
specifically designated toward the Mattingly campaign's
primary account but Mr. Roig had every reason to expect his
contribution would be properly allocated within the limits of
the law or returned to him. The burden of proper reporting,



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
October 9, 1990
Page 2

redesignation or refund of the contribution, if required,
fell squarely on the Mattingly campaign.

The Commission's public records reflect the allocation
intended by the Roigs concerning the $2,500 contribution.
The FEC's "G Index" of all contributors making contributions
of $500 or more shows a contribution of $1,000 each from John
Roig and Gloria Roig (frame 7178) to the Mattingly campaign's
general election account (copies of relevant frames of the
FEC 1986 "G Index" attached hereto). These contributions
along with the smaller $250 amounts to help retire the
Mattingly campaign's primary debt are also reflected in
Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general report for Friends of
Mattingly (see pages 15, 145 and 146 attached hereto). These
entries in the FEC's records further evidence John and Gloria
Roig's intention at the time of the contribution as stated in
their Affidavits. Apparently without examination of its own
records of contribution receipts, the Mattingly campaign
inadvertently designated the $150 amount to the general
account as well, instead of properly allocating it toward the
primary debt or returning the contribution to Mr. Roig. As
Mr. Roig had only contributed $250 to the primary account,
had the proper allocation been made to that account, his $150
contribution would not have exceeded the permissible limit of
2 U.S.C. § 441a(a).

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that John Roig violated the Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Witold Baran

rpb
cc: Mr. John Roig



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Broward)
MUR 2989

State of Florida)

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN M. ROIG

John M. Roig, first being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. 1 am John M. Roig. On September 15, 1986, 1

signed a check payable to Friends of Mattingly for the amount

of $2,500 drawn on a joint account of my wife, Gloria E.

N. Roig, and myself (copy of check attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

* - contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could
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allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my wife's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate the

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife

and me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

C76. On September 23, 1986, 1 wrote a separate

check payable to Friends of Mattingly for $150 (copy of check

attached hereto). Although I did not expressly designate

that amount between the primary and general election

campaigns, I assumed the Mattingly committee would properly
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allocate the amount to keep my contributions within the

permissible limits of the law or return the check to me.

Jo# R. Roig

/i

State of
County of

1ix
SS.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this
September, 1990.

day of

Notary Public

on ebS~b"tMw d 7.1WMy Commxiss ion Expires-80sond wj Mi'ward BonitI~ Aoen-u

-0
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Browari
) MUR 2989

State of Florida)

AFFIDAVIT OF GLORIA E. ROIG

Gloria E. Roig, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Gloria E. Roig. On September 15, 1986,

my husband, John M. Roig, signed a check payable to Friends

of Mattingly for the amount of $2,500 drawn on a joint

account of my husband and myself (copy of check attached

hereto).

2. contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could
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allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my wife's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate the

- contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, my husband signed the

above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts.

"Gloria E. Roig

State of ______

County of ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this - day of
September, 1990.

Notary Public

No".r Publ~, 3sf of Floddi

My Commission Expires: ~ .



4r. Robert Mason

Finance Director
Friends of 4attlngly
P.O. Box 1986
Atlanta. Georgia 3'3"-?9 6

Dear Bob

As you are aware. iy wife and I have purchased 'photo op

tickets for the upc,3mng 4attingiY Rally Please let this

letter confirm my understanding that the contribution for the

INphoto op to the extent of SI.000.00 for myself and $1.00000 for

my wife constitutes a contribution 
to Friends of Mattingly for

use in the Ceneral election. I further understand that the

campaign has an outstanding primary 
debt; toward the retirement

of that primary debt I have contributed 5250.00 and my 
wife

S250.00.

Although for my convenience I have only provided you with 
one

check for the comaoned amount. I did want to clarify my

Lr) understanding.

Please advise a* if my understanding is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely.

,.V / , ,. .', '

Date: __ _ _._ _

~3586AiA. (/.. v/*A
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Friends of Mattingly -..----

P.O. Box 1986
Atlanta. GA 30301-1986

Dear Bob:

Enclosed is a check for the amount of $150.00. Please note this
check is for the daughter of N.S.D. John & Gloria Roig. Tam. Mr.
& Mrs. Roig have sent their check for the amount of $2,500. Please
make sure that their daughter is seated with them. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melanie Ransom
Office Manager

19020
N0 West Sanple Road I Suite 201 I Coral Scrings. FWod 330= 0 I 7 5511

AL WLIUJM 1 AtI OP*V OWSEW SASEIC - AWMU4WAiGLA ILOWMMCMaaucrsf
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

1770 K S""t", N.W.

WASHINGTON, 0. C. ooo6

(20) 429-7000

FACSIMILE
JAN WITOLD BARAN October 9, 1990 (202)429-7049

(202) 429-733C' TELEX 248349 WYRN uP

r'1CD

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 rV

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.

Re: M-R 98

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Bryce Peterson
and his wife, Debra V.E. Peterson, and attached
documentation. These materials are provided to the
Commission in Response to the Commission's Notice of Reason
to Believe addressed to Mr. Peterson in Matter Under Review
(MUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Bryce Peterson made
C', contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account

of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excess
contributions by Mr. Peterson totaling $1,500. As the
attached Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by
the Commission were from Bryce and Debra Peterson's joint
checking account and represent contributions by ho= Mr. &
Mrs. Peterson, to be allocated between the Mattingly
campaign's primary and general election accounts. Therefore,
the Peterson's contributions were within the permissible
$1,000 limit per person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(a).

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Bryce Peterson
(and attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that at the time
the contributions were made in 1986, he made an individual
effort to assure that his wife's and his own contributions
were properly reported to the Mattingly campaign and were
within permissible limits of the law. The Petersons received
representations that the Mattingly campaign did indeed have a
primary debt. The burden of proper reporting, redesignation
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Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
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and refund of the contribution, if required, fell squarely on
the Mattingly campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Petersons. The FEC's "G Index" of
all contributors making contributions of $500 or more shows a
contribution of $1,000 each from Bryce Peterson (frame 5806)
and Debra V.E. Peterson (frame 5808) to the Mattingly
campaign's general election account (copies of relevant
frames of the FEC 1986 "G Index" attached hereto). These
contributions along with the smaller $250 amounts to help
retire the Mattingly campaign's primary debt are also
reflected in Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general report for
Friends of Mattingly (see pages 14 and 131 attached hereto).
These entries in the FEC's own records further evidence Bryce
and Debra Peterson's intention at the time of the
contribution as stated in their Affidavits.

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that Bryce Peterson violated the
Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Witold Baran

rpb
cc: Hr. Bryce Peterson



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

county of Salt Lake )
MUR 2989

State of Utah)

AFFIDAVIT OF BRYCE PETERSON

Bryce Peterson, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1101. 1 am Bryce Peterson. On October 1, 1986, I

signed two checks payable to Friends of Mattingly for the

amount of $2,000 and $500 respectively, drawn on a joint

account of my wife, Debra V.E. Peterson, and myself (copies

of checks attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of those

contributions to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

M~attingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contributions from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.
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4. my wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my wife's contribution be allocated to the payment of

that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. To evidence our intent, the memo entries on

these checks clearly indicate that the $2,000 amount should

be allocated to the general election campaign and that the

$500 check was intended to be allocated toward the debt of

the primary election campaign.

6. As further evidence of our intent to allocate

our contributions between the primary and general campaigns

at the time the contributions were made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife
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and me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts. I

State of
County of

~J~I
ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this
September, 1990.

(
I -

day of

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:___________



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Salt L~ake )
) MUR 2989

State of L' ah)

AFFIDAVIT OF DEBRA V.E. PETERSON

Debra V.E. Peterson, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Debra V.E. Peterson. On October 1, 1986,

my husband signed two checks payable to Friends of Mattingly

for the amount of $2,000 and $500 respectively, drawn on a

joint account of my husband and myself (copies of checks

attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of those

contributions to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contributions from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.
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4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my husband's contribution be allocated to the payment

of that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. To evidence our intent, the memo entries on

these checks clearly indicate that the $2,000 amount should

be allocated to the general election campaign and that the

$500 check was intended to be allocated toward the debt of

the primary election campaign.

6. As further evidence of our intent to allocate

our contributions between the primary and general campaigns

at the time the contributions were made, my husband signed

the above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions
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from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts.

)eBra V.E. Petersen

State of $/I4 [
County of Ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this
September, 1990.

J'L/ day of

My Commission Expires:_w)MUP61991

I

A-/

Notary Public



Mr Robert lason
Finance Director

Friends of Mattingly
p 0 Box 1986
Atlanta. Georgia 30301-1986

Dear Bob

As vou are aware. my wife and have purclasod photo op"

tiCKetS tor the upComing 4attirgliy Rally Please let this

letter confirm my understanding that the contribution for the

photo op to the extent of $1.000 00 for myself and 11.000 00 for

my wife constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for

use In the general election I further understand that the

campaign has an outstanding primary debt; toward the retirement

of that primary debt I have contributed $250 00 and my wife

5250.00.

Although for my convenience I have only provided you with one

check for the combined amount. I did want to clarify my
understanding.

Please advise me if my understanding is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely.

L I J

BRYCE PERSON loul v
DEiRA V. .PETERSON

2324 WIMILIAhsuumcaw
WisT 1 M, U? sow

801
14 W4UAv3.

802BRYCE PETERSON Ias V
DEBRA V. E. PETERSON

2324 WWuAOAMO.Ac CIRCLE
WIS? Kotam, uT 0S06

Date

Pow a we fn-ovac af ;vb#,,LA4 1, 2, 2 11"pr
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING
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(808) 4*0-7000

FACS IMI LE
JAN WITOLD BARAN October 9, 1990 (202)429-7049

'202) 429-7330 TELEX 248349 WYRN uR

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel 0 1
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W. " :

Washington, D.C. 20463 -
ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq."

Re: NUR 298

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Frank T. Dineen
and his wife, Deborah Dineen, and attached documentation.

, These materials are provided to the Comission in sp to
the Commission's Notice of Reason to Believe add@resse to Mr.
Dineen in Matter Under Review (MUR) 2989.

-The FEC's complaint alleges that Frank Dineen made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign aocount
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,800 and alleges excess
contributions by Mr. Dineen totaling $1,800. As the attached
Affidavits clearly state, the $2,500 contribution noted by

rN, the Commission represented contributions by bat Mr. & Mrs.
Dineen and were allocated between the Mattingly campaign's
primary and general election accounts.

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Frank Dineen
(and attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that at the time
the contributions were made in 1986, he made an individual
effort to assure that his wife's and his own contributions
were properly reported to the Mattingly campaign and were
within permissible limits of the law. The Dineens received
representations that the Mattingly campaign did indeed have a
primary debt. Mr. Dineen's separate check for $300 was not
specifically designated toward the Mattingly campaign's
primary account, but Mr. Dineen believed his contribution
would be allocated within the limits of the law or returned
to him. The burden of proper reporting, redesignation or
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refund of the contribution, if required, fell squarely on the
Mattingly campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Dineen's. The FEC's "G Index" of
all contributors making contributions of $500 or more shows a
contribution of $1,000 from Mrs. Frank Dineen to the
Mattingly campaign's general election account and
contributions of $700 and $550 from Mr. Dineen to the
Mattingly general and primary accounts, respectively (frame
5196 -- a copy of relevant frame of the FEC 1986 "G Index"
attached hereto). These contributions along with the smaller
$250 amount from Mrs. Dineen to help retire the Mattingly
campaign's primary debt and the additional $300 contribution
by Mr. Dineen are also reflected in Schedule A of the 1986
pre-general report for Friends of Mattingly (see pages 6, 44
and 45 attached hereto). These entries in the FEC's rocords
further evidence Deborah and Frank Dineen's intention at the
time of the contribution as stated in their Affidavits. The
campaign appears to have processed the $300 check first which
affected the campaign's allocation entries for the suboquent
check, but the result is the same. Deborah Dineen's
contributions total $1,000 to the general account and $250 to
the primary debt; Mr. Dineen's contributions total $1,000 to
the general account and $550 to the primary debt. Therefore,
the Dineen's contributions were within the permissible $1,000
limit per person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C. I 441a(a).

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that Frank T. Dineen violated the
Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Witold Baran

rpb
cc: Mr. Frank T. Dineen



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of )U 28

State of

AFFIDAVIT OF FRANK T. DINEEN

Frank T. Dineen, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. Iam Frank T. Dineen. On September 19, 1986,

I signed a check payable to Friends of Mattingly for the

amount of $2,500 drawn on my personal account (copy of check

attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

C: with my wife, Deborah Dineen, resulting in a contribution of

two.%,$1,250 from myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contributions equally between the two of us.

4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and
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the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my wife's contribution be allocated to the payment of

that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife

- and me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

* -6. On September 19, 1986, 1 also wrote a separate

check payable to Friends of Mattingly for $300 (copy of check

attached hereto). Although I did not expressly designate

that amount between the primary and general election

campaigns, I assumed the Mattingly committee would properly
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allocate that amount to keep my contributions within the

permissible limits of the law or return the check to me.

Frank -.Dineen

State of
County of

) ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this
September, 1990.

AIk' day of

Wotary Public

My Commission Expires: 7, )1

= •

-- w



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of)

State of )U 28

AFFIDAVIT OF DEBORAH DINEEN

Deborah Dineen, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Deborah Dineen. On September 19, 1986,

my husband, Frank T. Dineen, signed a check payable to

C-0 Friends of Mattingly for the amount of $2,500 drawn on his

personal account (copy of check attached hereto).

2. 1 was aware of that contribution and,

contemporaneously with the giving of that contribution to the

Mattingly campaign for the United States Senate, it was my

intent that the amount be given jointly with my husband,

resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from myself and $1,250

from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution equally between the two of us.

4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contribution between the general campaign and
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the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my husband's contribution be allocated to the payment

of that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, my husband signed the

above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts.

Deborah Dineen

State of ____________

county of _________) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this day of
September, 1990.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires: !7 Ic. e
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Mr. Rouer
Finance D

Friends 0
P.O oX
Atlanta.

t Mason
trector
f Mattingly
1986
Georgia 31030'-1936

Dear Bo

As you are aware. my wife and : have purchased "photo op"

tickets for the upcoming Mattingly Rally. Please let this

letter confirm my understanding that the contribution for the

photo op to the extent of $1.000.00 for myself and S1.000.00 for

my wife constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for

use in the general election. I further understand that the

campaign has an outstanding primary debt: toward the retirement

of that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife

$250.00.

Although for my convenience I have only provided you with

check for the combined amount. I did want to clarify my

understanding.

one

Please advise me if my understanding is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely.A1,
Date: /o/

?It~ /

FRANK T DINEEN

3206 TROWSRIOGE no
ALBANY, GA 31707
590

PAY TO HE
OREA OF ____
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JAN WITOLD BARAN October 9, 1990 (202)429-7049

(202) 429-733C TELEX 246349 WYRN UP

C~s

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W. ,
Washington, D.C. 20463

CM-- ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq. ' .-

Re: HUR 2989

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Harlen Zeitler
and his wife, Mabel Zeitler, and attached documentation.
These materials are provided to the Comission in Response to
the Commission's Notice of Reason to Believe a to Mr.
Zeitler in Matter Under Review (MUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Harlen Zeitler made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excess
contributions by Mr. Zeitler totaling $1,500. As the
attached Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by
the Commission were from Harlen and Mabel Zeitler's joint
checking account and represent contributions by b Mr. &
Mrs. Zeitler, to be allocated between the Mattingly
campaign's primary and general election accounts. Therefore,
the Zeitler's contributions were within the permissible
$1,000 limit per person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(a).

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Harlen Zeitler
(and attached to his affidavit) demonstrates that at the time
the contributions were made in 1986, he made an individual
effort to assure that his wife's and his own contributions
were properly reported to the Mattingly Comittee and were
within permissible limits of the law. The Zeitlers received
representations that the Mattingly campaign did indeed have a
primary debt. The burden of proper reporting, redesignation
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and refund of the contribution, if required, fell squarely on
the Mattingly campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Zeitler's. The FEC's "G Index" of
all contributors making contributions of $500 or more shows a
contribution of $1,000 each from Harlen Zeitler (frame 4889)
and Mabel Zeitler (frame 4890) to the Mattingly campaign's
general election account (copies of relevant frames of the
FEC 1986 "G Index" attached hereto). These contributions
along with the smaller $250 amounts to help retire the
Mattingly campaign's primary debt are also reflected in
Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general report for Friends of
Mattingly (see pages 20 and 190 attached hereto). These
entries in the FEC's own records further evidence Harlen and
Mabel Zeitler's intention at the time of the contribution as
stated in their Affidavits.

NAccordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recoumnd no
probable cause to believe that Harlen Zeitler violated the
Act.

Sincerely,

'Jan Witold Baran

rpb
cc: Mr. Harlen Zeitler



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of )
MUR 2989

State of )

AFFIDAVIT OF MABEL ZEITLER

Mabel Zeitler, first being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am Mabel Zeitler. On October 1, 1986, I

signed two checks payable to Friends of Mattingly for the

amounts of $2,000 and $500 respectively, drawn on a joint

account of my husband, Harlen Zeitler, and myself (copies of

checks attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of those

contributions to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contributions from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could
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allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that under-

standing, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with the

making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my husband's contribution be allocated to the payment

of that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

f~p5. To evidence our intent, the memo entries on

these checks clearly indicate that the $2,000 amount should

be allocated to the general election campaign and that the

$500 check was intended to be allocated toward the retirement

of the debts from the primary election campaign.

6. As further evidence of our intent to allocate

our contributions between the primary and general campaigns

at the time the contributions were made, my husband signed

the above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions
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from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts.

Mabel Zeitleri9

State of _ I , 1
County of -

)
) S .

Subscribed to and swo
September, 1990.

rn before me this - - - day of

Notary Public

, I-

My Commission Expires: 4- 1

w



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of)
State of (, ss'/ ) MUR 2989

AFFIDAVIT OF HARLEN ZEITLER

Harlen Zeitler, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Harlen Zeitler. On October 1, 1986, my

wife, Mabel Zeitler, signed two checks payable to Friends of

Mattingly for the amounts of $2,000 and $500 respectively,

drawn on a joint account of my wife and myself (copies of

checks attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of those

contributions to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contributions from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

N M -M
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4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my wife's contribution be allocated to the payment of

that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. To evidence our intent, the memo entries on

these checks clearly indicate that the $2,000 amount should

~fl be allocated to the general election campaign and that the

$500 check was intended to be allocated toward the retirement

of the debt from the primary election campaign.

6. As further evidence of our intent to allocate

our contributions between the primary and general campaigns

at the time the contribution was made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife



9 9
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and me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

iarlen Zeityr

State of __ __ __ __-_ _ )
County of - ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this 4 day of
September, 1990.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:
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Finqnce tirector
Friends of qattingly
P 0 Box 1986

%s you are aware. my wife and I have purchased photo op
tickets for the ipcomiig 4attirigly Rally Please let this
letter contirm my understanding that the contribution for the
photo op to the extent of $1.000 00 for myself and 1.000.00 for
my wife constitutes a contribution to Friends of Nattingly tor
use In the general election. I further understand that the
campaign has an outstanding primary debt: toward the retirement
of that primary debt I have contributed 5250.00 and my wife
52500.0.

Although for my convenience I have only provided you with one
check for the combined amount. I did want to clarity my
understanding.

Please advise me if my understanding is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely.

Date. /o a-
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Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel 4-1
Federal Election Commission <
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 3

o.tp

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.

Re: MUL2989

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Jane A. Miller
and her husband, Robert J. Miller, and attached
documentation. These materials are provided to the
Commission in Response to the Commission's Notice of Reason
to Believe addressed to Mrs. Miller in Ratter Under Review
(MUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Jane Miller made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign aooount

C" of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excss
contributions by Mrs. Miller totaling $1,500. As the
attached Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by
the Commission were from Jane and Robert Miller's joint
checking account and represent contributions by bot Mr. &
Mrs. Miller, to be allocated between the Mattingly campaign's
primary and general election accounts. Therefore, the
Miller's contributions were within the permissible $1,000
limit per person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C., 441a(a).

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Robert J.
Miller (and attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that at
the time the contributions were made in 1986, he made an
individual effort to assure that his wife's and his own
contributions were properly reported to the Mattingly
campaign and were within permissible limits of the law. The
Millers received representations that the Kattingly campaign
did indeed have a primary debt. The burden of proper
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reporting, redesignation and refund of the contribution, if
required, fell squarely on the Mattingly campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Millers. The FEC's "G Index" of
all contributors making contributions of $500 or more shows a
contribution of $1,000 each from Jane A. Miller (frame 3963)
and Robert J. Miller (frame 3991) to the Mattingly campaign's
general election account (copies of relevant frames of the
FEC 1986 "G Index" attached hereto). These contributions
along with the smaller $250 amounts to help retire the
Mattingly campaign's primary debt are also reflected in
Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general report for Friends of
Mattingly (see pages 13, 114 and 115 attached hereto). These
entries in the FEC's own records further evidence Jane and
Robert Miller's intention at the time of the contribution as
stated in their Affidavits.

Nc- Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that Jane Miller violated the Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Witold Baran

rpb
cc: Mrs. Jane A. Miller



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County Of Gwenett)
) MUR 2989

State of Georgia)

AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT J. MILLER

Robert J. Miller, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Robert J. Miller. on October 1, 1986, my

wife, Jane A. Miller, signed two checks payable to Friends of

Mattingly for the amounts of $2,000 and $500 drawn on a joint

account of my wife and myself (copies of checks attached

hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of those

contributions to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contributions from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could
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allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my wife's contribution be allocated to the payment of

that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife

-' and me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

Ptber4 Miller

State of______ __)

County of _..k- ) SS.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this frday of
September, 1990.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires: M~mns.n~c e -w



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

county of Gwenett)
) MUR 2989

State of Georgia)

AFFIDAVIT OF JANE A. MILLER

Jane A. Miller, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. 1 am Jane A. Miller. On October 1, 1986, I

signed two checks payable to Friends of Mattingly for the

amounts of $2,000 and $500 drawn on a joint account of my

husband, Robert J. Miller, and myself (copies of checks

attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of those

contributions to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contributions from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could



-2 -

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my husband's contribution be allocated to the payment

of that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, my husband signed the

above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

* from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts.

/J ae AX. gM ille r

A

State of ________

County of L4) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this-, 4' day of
September, 1990.

l~tary Public

Notai ' ,
My Commission Expires: MYC~rm
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October 10, 1986

Mr. Robert Mason
Finance Director
Friends of Mattingly
P.O. Box 1986
Atlanta. Georgia 30301-1986

Dear Bob:

As you are aware, my wife and I have purchased "photo op"
tickets for the Mattingly Rally. Please let this letter confirm
my understanding that the contribution for the photo op to the
extent of $1,000.00 for myself and $1,000.00 for my wife
constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for use in
the general election. I further understand that the campaign
has an outstanding primary election debt; toward the retirement
of that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife
$250.00.

We have made this contributlon by the payment of two checks, one
for $2,000 ($1,000.00 each), for our general election
contribution, and one for $500 ($250.00 each), toward the
retirement of the primary election debt.

lot- Please advise me if my understanding Is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely,

Riuer VJ. Miller
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Lawrence M. Noble, Esq. CD
General Counsel -
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 r N

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.

Re: 2989

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Dennis Schechter
and his wife, Patricia Schechter, and attached d m1ontation.
These materials are provided to the Commission in Response to
the Commission's Notice of Reason to Believe addressed to Mr.tj7 Schechter in Matter Under Review (NUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Dennis 8cechter made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excess
contributions by Mr. Schechter totaling $1,500. As the
attached Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by
the Commission represented contributions by h = Mr. & Mrs.
Schechter and were to be allocated between the Mattingly
campaign's primary and general election accounts. Although
Patricia Schechter did not sign the check or an allocation
letter, she authorized her share of the contribution as
indicated in her Affidavit; and in any case, had signed a
Power of Attorney to her husband authorizing him to make
financial decisions on her behalf. Therefore, the
Schechter's contributions were within the permissible $1,000
limit per person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C.§ 441a(a).

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Dennis
Schechter (and attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that
at the time the contributions were made in 1986, he made an
individual effort to assure that his wife's and his own
contributions were properly reported to the Mattingly
campaign and were within permissible limits of the law. The
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Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
October 9, 1990
Page 2

Schechters received representations that the Mattingly
campaign did indeed have a primary debt. The burden of
proper reporting, redesignation and refund of the
contribution, if required, fell squarely on the Mattingly
campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Schechters. The FEC's "G Index"
of all contributors making contributions of $500 or more
shows a contribution of $1,000 each from Dennis Schechter and
Mrs. Dennis Schechter (frame 301) to the Mattingly campaign's
general election account (copies of relevant frames of the
FEC 1986 "G Index" attached hereto). These contributions
along with the smaller $250 amounts to help retire the

C) Mattingly campaign's primary debt are also reflected in
Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general report for Friends of
Mattingly (see pages 16 and 149 attached hereto). These
entries in the FEC's own records further evidence Dennis and
Patricia Schechter's intention at the time of the
contribution as stated in their Affidavits.

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that Dennis Schechter violated the
Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Witold Baran

rpb
cc: Mr. Dennis Schechter



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Morris)
) MUR 2989

State of New Jersey )

AFFIDAVIT OF PATRICIA SCHECHTER

Patricia Schechter, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Patricia Schechter. On September 16,

1986, my husband, Dennis Schechter signed a check payable to

C\: Friends of Mattingly for the amount of $2,500 drawn on his

personal account (copy of check attached hereto). I was

aware of that contribution at the time.

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution equally between the two of us.
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4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my husband's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate the

contribution to the primary and general campaigns at the time

the contribution was made, my husband signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my

husband and me between the campaign's primary and general

election accounts.

6. Prior to 1986, 1 executed a power of attorney

to my husband (copy attached hereto) that I believed was
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sufficiently broad to allow him to make political

contributions on my behalf.

Pitricia Sch €lter

State of
County of

,11Subscribed to and

1:/i

Subscribed to and
September, 1990.

My Commission Expires:

) Ss.

sworn before me this .) >

Notary Public/i

day of

Zl &~



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Morris)
) MUR 2989

State of New Jersey )

AFFIDAVIT OF DENNIS SCHECHTER

Dennis Schechter, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Dennis Schechter. On September 16, 1986,

I signed check payable to Friends of Mattingly for the amount

of $2,500 drawn on a personal account (copy of check attached

hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my wife, Patricia Schechter, resulting in a contribution

of $1,250 from myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the
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contribution equally between the two of us.

4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my wife's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As further evidence of our intent at the time

the contributions were made, I signed the above-referenced

letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated the

appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife and

me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

6. Additionally, I have a power of attorney for

my wife (copy attached hereto) that I believe to be

sufficiently broad to permit me to make a contribution on her
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behalf. She was completely aware of this contribution and

consented at that time.

Dennis Schechter

State of
County of

'K /
SS.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this j
September, 1990.

day of

Notary Publiq(

My Commission Expires:J&eJ4J15



IRREVOCABLE

POWER OF ATTORNEY

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:

THAT PATRICIA SCHECHTER

RESIDING AT #204 DEEQLEA LANE, RD #2, BOONTON, NEW JERSEY 07005

DOES MA(E, CONSTITUTE AND APPOINT DENNIS SCHECHTEP

RESIDING AT #204 DEEPLEA LANE, RD #2, BOONTON, NEW JERSEY 07005

AS HER TRUE AND LAWFUL ATTORNEY FOR HER AND IN HER NAME, PLACE AND STEAD,

FOR THE FOLLOWING USES AND PURPCSES:

THIS IS TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT I GIVE DENNIS SCHECHTER THE POWER OF

APPOINTMENT TO SIGN MY NAME ON ALL MATTERS THAT HAVE ANYTHING TO

DO WITH FINANCIAL PLANNING & RESEARCH INTERNATIONAL, FINANCIAL

PLANNING & RESEARCH PROPERTY CASUALTY CORP. OF AMERICA, A.L. WILLIAMS

-PRIMERICA, AND ALSO THIS POWER TO EXTEND TO ANY AND ALL ASSETS,

PROPERTY, REAL ESTATE, MUTUAL FUNDS, STOCKS, AND COMPANIES WHICH I

(N OWN OR CONTROL, NOW OR IN THE FUTURE, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO,

MINUTES, BYLAWS, STOCK CERTIFICATES, ORGANIZATIONAL RESOLUTIONS,

WAIVERS OF NOTICE, CONSENTS, PROXIES, OPENING OF BANK ACCOUNTS, AND

THE OPENING OF STOCK BROKERAGE ACCOUNTS,

GIVING AND GRANTING UNTO SAID ATTORNEY FULL POWER AND AUTHORITY TO DO AND

PERFORM ALL AND EVERY ACT AND THING WHATSOEVER REQUISITE AND NECESSARY TO BE

DONE IN AND ABOUT THE PREMISES, AS FULL TO ALL INTENTS AND PURPOSES AS HE MIGHT

OR COULD DO IF PERSONALLY PRESENT, WITH FULL POWER OF SUBSTITUTION AND

REVOCATION, HEREBY RATIFYING AND CONFIRMING ALL THAT SAID ATTORNEY OR HIS

SUBSTITUTE SHALL LAWFULLY DO OR CAUSE TO BE DONE BY VIRTUE HEREOF.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I HAVE HEREUNTO SET MY ND AND SEAL THIS/ft', DAY

OFk7g~y. 1983

- ATRICIA SHTER

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED

IN THE PRESENCE OF

NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY

LICENSE EXPIRES



Mr. Robert Mason

Finance Director

Friends of Mattingly
P.O. Box 1986

Atlanta. Georgia 30301-1946

Dear Bob.

As you are aware. my wife and I have purchased 'photo op"

tickets for the upcoming Mattingly Rally. Please let this

letter confirm my understanding that the contribution for the

photo op to the extent of S1.000.O0 for myself and S1.000.00 for

my wife constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for

use in the general election. I further understand that the

campaign has an outstanding primary debt; toward the retirement

of that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife

$250.00.

Although for my convenience I have only provided you with one

check for the combined amount. I did want to clarify my

understanding.

Please advise me if my understanding is contrary to the facts.

(P Date: _________

DENIS 5CHSCH 104
"0 noun1a

MORRIS PLAW4. NJ OW W77M atE2

fFZEIDSOF MATTINGLY 2,500.00

TO THSA1D F M HU NDRED DOLLARS AND 0 -

ammm~l~



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 11, 1990

Mr. Alfred Hammack
221 Upper Riverdale Road, Apt. q-z
Jonesboro, GA 30236

Pp: MUR 2989
Alfred Hammack D/BiA
1IcrrcDw Professional
2u 1ding

Dear Mr. Hammack:

We have received your response dated August 9, 1990 to the
finding by the Federal Election Commission that there is reason
to believe that Alfred Hammack D B A Morrow Professional Building

CN violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A few questions remain,
however, and we request that you submit written answers to the
following questions:

1. State whether Morrow Professional Building was ever
incorporated.

2. If the Morrow Professional Building was incorporated,
indicate whether it was incorporated in September of 1986.

3. State whether the account used to make a contribution to
C." Friends of Mattingly was your nwn personal account.

nD Please submit answers to the above questions in writing
within 15 days of your receipt of this letter. If you have any
questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the
staff persons assigned to this matter, at ,202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Assoriate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 11, 1990

Ms. Brenda Clements
Folsom Construction Co.
2281 U.S. Hwy. 41 South
Cordele, GA 31015

RE: MUR 2989
Folsom ('(nstruction Co.

Dear Ms. Clements:

We received your letter dated August 20, 1q90 in response to
the finding by the Federal Election Commission that there is
reason to believe that Folsom Construction Co. violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). Howaver, we still need some
additional information in order to clarify the circumstances
surrounding your contribution. Enclosed are interrogatories
concerning those remaining questions. Please submit written
answers, under oath, to the enclosed questions within 15 days of

-- your receipt of this letter.

If If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Interrogatories



INTERROGATORIES

1. State whether Folsom Construction Co. was incorporated in

1985.

2. The following questions refer to the check for $1,000 dated

5-28-90, which was drawn on the Folsom Construction Company

account and made payable to the Georgia Tribute to the

President.

a) State whether the check was drawn on a corporate

account.

b) State whether the rheck w'as over rturned or voided.

c) Identify the individual(s) who solicited this

contribution from Folsom Construction Co.

d) Submit copies of any solicitation letters or other

materials connected with this contribution.

Ln

tf)

C-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 11, 1990

Mr. W. B. Hendry
President
Consolidated Tape & Label, Inc.
P.O. Box 2355
641 Smyrna, GA 30080

RE: MUR 2989
Consolidated Tape & Label, n c.

Dear Mr. Hendry:

We received your letter dated August 14, 1990 regarding the
finding by the Federal Election Commission that there is reason
to believe that Consolidated Tape & Label Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). The contribution in question was a
check dated May 22, 1985, made payable to Georqia Tribute to the
President - c/o Friends of Mattingly Comm. Enclosed is a copy of
that check.

Also enclosed are interrogatories concerning that
tf) contribution. Please submit written answers, under oath, to the

enclosed questions within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this matter, at

C (202) 376-8200.

V) Sincerely,

rN Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Torner
Associatp reneral Counsel

Enclosures
Interrogatories
Check copy



INTERROGATORIES

1. State whether Consolidated Tape & Label, Inc. was
incorporated in 1985.

2. The following questions refer to the check dated 5-22-85
drawn on the Consolidated Tape & Label, Inc. account made
payable to Georgia Tribute to the President/Friends of
Mattinqly Comm. copy enclosed).

a) State whether the check was drawn on a corporate
account.

b) State whether the check was ovPr returned or voided.

c) Identify the indivdua!ls who sollcited this
contributicn1 from C nsclidatedI Tape & Label, :nc.

d) Submit copies of any soiictration letters or other
materials connected with this contribution.



-Wo ktion Lew ovquk w
tht aw ,v the foAbOftawq iwmowv
- Printing Business (self-employed)

ConeoIlaaZOU Tape & La55 .; nc.
E.-Wo1m Ad*3U6 4 1 Smyrna 11111 DrLVE

C ONIOUDI TAN~ & .Am. INc.
$1000.00 .

SItIusand "dollars and 00 cents

1107Wmoau Georgia Tribute to
the preedat -

P.O. Box 1996
At anta, Goqga 30301-9990
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October 11, 1990

BY MESSENGER

Elizabeth Campbell
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

A1/A~ ~

Re: Friends of Mattingly

Dear Ms. Campbell:

I have just received the enclosed from Mr. Stewart, which

will comprise our response on a documentary basis to the F.E.C.

allegations. Messrs. Mattingly and Stewart have tried to go

through some of the records to itemize matters for each of the

alleged "wrongs" but time, resources, and state of the records,
at this point, does not permit any more detailed analysis at this
time.

We would, additionally, direct your attention to

instructions submitted by the F.E.C. with regard to F.E.C. Form

3, and Schedule D, copies of which are attached and germane

portions of which are circled. As this is being prepared, I am

en route to Charlotte, North Carolina, where I am to commence a

six to eight week trial in the U. S. District Court for the

Western District of North Carolina, in the matter of Teague, et

al. v. Bakker, et al., Civil Action No.: CC-87-514-M. I will be

receiving material on a regular basis from my office, so that any

correspondence from the F.E.C. will reach me, albeit somewhat
tardily.

0

-" n

.-.4 -
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On behalf of Senator Mattingly and Bill Stewart permit me to
thank you and the other attendees at the conference. It is still
our desire to enter into Pre Probable Cause Conciliation if we
can reach agreement on the amounts involved and the wording of
the Conciliation document.

Professionally yours,

Ben Cotten

BC/gr
Encl.

-'0

"'T

CTI-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%,SHIN(-,ION DU( W616111 %)(October 

12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Southern Energy
P.O. Box 960
Brunswick, GA 31520

RE: MUR 2989
Southern Energy

Dear Madam or Sir:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
- Election Commission, on June 19, 1990, found reason to believe

Southern Energy violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Enclosed are copies
of the material that was sent to you at that time. Under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and
Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against Southern Energy.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded to the Commission's findings. Unless we receive a
response from you within 15 days, this matter will proceed to
the next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
Notification letter dated August 3, 1990
Factual and Legal Analysis
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11USINESS OFFICE

October 9, 190 "

:DX

Ms. Lee Ann Eli:ott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D C 20463 I,'

Re: MUR 2989 -0

Morris Brown College

Dear Ms. Elliott:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of August 3,
1990, which indicates that Morris Brown College violated 2U.S.C.
441b(a) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

Since we do not recall the incident of the contribution to
the Mattingly Campaign as stated, please provide us with the
evidence of said contribution so that we might verify same. We
further request that since we were unaware that such a
contribution would have resulted in a violation of the Federal
Regulations Campaign Act of 1971 the Connission take no further
action regarding this apparent violation.

Your cooperation with regard to the above will be
appreciated.

If there are further questions regarding this request, you
may contact me at the above address or by telephone at (404) 221-
2405.

Sincerely

Charles W. Moore
Vice President for Finance

cW / b

SINCE 1881
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INTERROGATORIES

1. State whether Folsom Construction Co. was incorporated 
in

1985.

2. The following questions refer to the check for $1,000 dated

5-28-90, which was drawn on the Folsom Construction Company

account and made payable to the Georgia Tribute to the

President.

a) State whether the check was drawn on a corporate

account.

b) State hether the check was ever returned or voided.

c) Identify the individual(s) who solicited this

contr'bution from F9Isom Construction Co.

O. d) Submit copies of any solicitation letters or other

Nmaterials connected with this contribution.
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Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W. .

Washington, D.C. 20463 U .

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.0
Re: MUR 2989 (Falcone)

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Carol Falcone and
her husband, Richard A. Falcons, and attached documentation.
These materials are provided to the Commission in Usponse to
the Commission's Notice of Reason to Believe addressed to
Mrs. Falcone in Matter Under Review (HUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Carol Falcone made
excess contributions to the 1986 general election campaign
account of Friends of Mattingly totaling $1,800. As Mrs.

C Falcone states in her Affidavit, the $2,500 contribution in
question was not a contribution from her at all. The check
was written on a joint account with her husad, but the

O allocation letters signed shortly after the contribution was
made and provided to Friends of Mattingly clearly informed
the Mattingly campaign that the amount represented
contributions from Richard A. Falcone and Jim Kelly. Those
contributions should not should have been reported as
attributable to Mrs. Falcone.

Separately, Mrs. Falcone did make a contribution for
$300 to Friends of Mattingly for the purchase of two tickets
to a fundraising dinner. Accordingly, her contribution was
within the permissible $1,000 limit per person per election
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. I 441a(a). She has stated that she
assumed that if the Mattingly campaign had any concerns
regarding the permissibility of her contribution with her
husband, they would properly allocate the amount within the
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Lawrence X. Noble,, Esq.
October 18, 1990
Page 2

permissible limits or refund it, rather than misreport the
contribution.

Moreover, the allocation letters signed by Richard A.
Falcone and Jim Kelly (and attached to Richard Falcone's
Affidavit) demonstrate that when the $2,500 contribution was
made in 1986, both Mr. Falcone and Mr. Kelly made individual
efforts to assure that their contributions were properly
reported to the Mattingly campaign and were allocated between
the primary and general election accounts within permissible
limits of the law. Mr. Falcone received representations that
the Mattingly campaign did indeed have a primary debt.
Friends of Mattingly apparently disregarded the allocation
instructions of Mr. Falcone and Mr. Kelly with respect to
attribution of the amount to Mrs. Falcone and also with

respect to the division of the contribution between the two
accounts. This carelessness should not be imputed to the
Falcones; the burden of proper reporting, redesignation or
refund of the contribution, if required, fell squarely on the
Mattingly campaign.

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that Carol Falcone violated the
Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Witold Baran

rpb
cc: Mr. &Mrs. Richard A. Falcone



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Providence )
I4UR 2989

State of Rhode Island )

AFFIDAVIT OF RICHARD A. FALCONE

Richard A. Falcone, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Richard A. Falcone. On September 23,

1986, my wife, Carol Falcone, signed a check payable to

Friends of Mattingly for the amount of $2,500 drawn on a

joint account of my wife and myself (copy of check attached

hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

,n contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

'KIP*between my co-worker, Jim Kelly, and myself resulting in a

contribution of $1,250 from me and $1,250 from Jim Kelly. It

was my intent that no portion of that contribution be

attributed to my wife. The joint checking account was

composed of joint funds of my wife and me. Jim Kelly

reimbursed my wife at the time for his share of the

contribution.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that

$1,250 of the contribution was to be attributed to me. It

was my understanding that Jim Kelly likewise executed a
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letter to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto)

indicating his share of the contribution. To my knowledge,

both of these letters were delivered to the Mattingly

committee. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution between Jim Kelly and me.

4. Jim Kelly and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

_-: understanding, I indicated in the above-referenced letter to

the Mattingly campaign that $250 of my contribution and $250

of Jim Kelly's contribution be allocated to the payment of

that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign. Jim Kelly made a imil r signation.

SIchard A. Falcone

State of b"i "'-- 4> " )
County of ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this -_.'___day of
September, 1990.

Ndtary- P ic, 7

My Commission Expires: 



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Providenre )
) HUR 2989

State of Rhode Island- )

AFFIDAVIT OF CAROL FALCONE

Carol Falcone, first being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am Carol Falcone. On September 23, 1986, 1

signed a check payable to Friends of Mattingly for the amount

of $2,500 drawn on a joint account of my husband, Richard A.

Falcone, and myself (copy of check attached hereto).

2. Although I signed the check, it was not my

intention to make a contribution to the Mattingly campaign

for myself. The amount of the check represents a

contribution of $1,250 from my husband, Richard A. Falcone,

and a contribution of $1,250 from his co-worker, Jim Kelly.

The joint checking account was composed of the joint funds of

C my husband and me, and Jim Kelly reimbursed me at the time

for his share of the contribution.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that $1,250 of the contribution was to be attributed to him.

It was my understanding that Jim Kelly likewise executed a

letter to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto)

indicating his share of the contribution. To my knowledge,

both of these letters were delivered to the Mattingly

committee. It was our understanding at the time that that
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action was sufficient to designate the contribution between

Jim Kelly and my husband.

4. On September 15, 1986, 1 signed a separate

check payable to Friends of Mattingly for $300 (copy of check

attached hereto), also drawn on my joint account with my

husband. As the attached notation indicates, this

contribution should also have been allocated between my

husband and myself. I would never have knowingly made a

contribution in excess of permissible limits of the law. I
!f)

assumed that the Mattingly committee would properly allocate

these contributions between its primary and general election

campaigns to keep our contributions within the permissible

limits of the law, or alternatively, the Mattingly committee

LO would return any excess portions of those contributions to

me.

C7 Carol Falcone

State of JfL&
County of f~.s W) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this _____day of
September, 1990.

W6tary dIZ

My Commission Expires: k'6/7,
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Mr. Robert Mason
Finance Director
Friends of Mattingly
P.O. Box 1986
Atlanta, Georgia 30301-1986

Dear Bob:

As you are aware, we, the undersigned, have purchased "photo op"
tickets for the Mattingly Rally. Please let this letter confirm
our understanding that the contribution for the photo op to the
extent of $1,000.00 for each of us constitutes a contribution to
Friends of Mattingly for use in the general election. We
further understand that the campaign has an outstanding primary'
debt; toward the retirement of that primary debt we have each
contributed $250.00.

Although for our convenience we have only provided you with one
check for the combined amount, we did want to clarify our
understanding.

Please advise us if our understanding is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely,

S Date: A_______I____C



Mr. Robert Masonl

Finance Director
Friends of Mattingly
P.O0. Box 1986
Atlanta. Georgia 110101-1986

T)edr Bob

As you are aware. ihave purchased one-half (S1.250 00) of a
'.photo op" ticket for the upcoming Mattingly Rally. Please let
this letter confirm my understanding that the contribution for
the photo op to the extent of $1,000.00 constitutes a
contribution to Friends of Mattingly for use in the general
election. I further understand that the campaign has an
outstanding primary debt: toward the retirement of that primary

CO debt I have contributed $250.00.

Although for my convenience I have only provided you with one
check for the combined amount, I did want to clarify my
understanding.

Please advise me If my understanding Is contrary to the facts.

tn Sincerely.

~~CI- ItK$)Date: L__ _ _ __ _ _ _
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-,

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel ""
Federal Election Commission CD
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

z

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.

C Re: MUR 2989 (Kingl

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Claire A. King
and Kevin S. King, and attached documentation. These
materials are provided to the Commission in Response to the
Commission's Notice of Reason to Believe addressed to Ms.
King in Matter Under Review (MUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Claire A. King made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account

1of Friends of Mattingly totaling $3,250 and alleges excess
contributions by Ms. King totaling $2,250. At the time of

(7 these contributions, Claire A. King and Kevin S. King were
married. As the attached Affidavits clearly state, the
contributions noted by the Commission were from Claire and
Kevin King's joint checking account and represented
contributions from both of them, to be allocated between the
two of them, and designated to the Mattingly campaign's
primary and general election accounts. The memo notations of
the face of the checks numbered 2743 and 2744 state that the
$2,000 amount was to be allocated to the general campaign,
and the Check for $500 was to be used to help retire the
Mattingly campaign's primary debt.

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Kevin King
(and attached to both Affidavits) demonstrates that at the
time the $2,500 in contributions (checks # 2743 and 2744)
were made in 1986, he made a further effort to assure that
his wife's and his own contributions were properly reported
to the Mattingly campaign and were within permissible limits
of the law.
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Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
October 18, 1990
Page 2

In addition, Kevin King wrote two more checks to the
Mattingly campaign. The first was for $500 (check #2836) and
on the face of the check appears "Kevin King - Primary Debt
Reduction;" and the second for $750 (check #2835) states
"claire King - Primary Debt Reduction." Claire King has
stated in her Affidavit that she authorized this contribution
from her joint account with her former husband. Thus, the
Kings made every effort to insure that their contributions
were properly reported to the Mattingly campaign.
Furthermore, the Kings received representations that the
Mattingly campaign did indeed have a primary debt and that
these contributions to retire the primary debt would be used
for that purpose. The burden of proper reporting,
redesignation and refund of a contribution, if required, fell

-- squarely on the Mattingly campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
-7 allocation intended by the Kings. The FEC's "G Index" of all

contributors making contributions of $500 or more shows
contributions of $1,000 each from Claire A. King (frame 1000)
and Kevin S. King (frame 1009) to the Mattingly campaign's
general election account and a contributions of $750 from
Claire A. King (frame 1000) and $500 from Kevin S. King
(frame 1009) to the primary accounts. (Copies of the
relevant frames of the FEC 1986 "G Index" are attached
hereto). These contributions, along with the smaller $250
amounts to help retire the Mattingly campaign's primary debt,
are also reflected in Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general and
post-general reports of Friends of Mattingly. (See pages 11
and 96 of the pre-general report and page 2 of the post-
general report, attached hereto). These entries in the FEC's
records further evidence Claire King's and Kevin King's
intention at the time of their contributions, as stated in
their Affidavits. Therefore, both Claire and Kevin King's
contributions were within the permissible $1,000 limit per
person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a).

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that Claire A. King violated the
Act.

an ~ZWitold Baran

rpb
cc: Ms. Claire A. King

Mr. Kevin S. King



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Gwinnett )
) MUR 2989

State of Georgia_ )

AFFIDAVIT OF KEVIN S. KING

Kevin S. King, first being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am Kevin S. King. In 1986, I was married to

Claire A. King. On September 30, 1986, she signed two checks

ZN payable to Friends of Mattingly for the amounts of $2,000 and

$500 respectively, drawn on our joint account (copies of

checks attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of those

contributions to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

'T with Claire A. King, resulting in a contribution of $1,250

from each of us.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between Claire A. King

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. Claire A. King and I understood that there was

a campaign debt from the primary election and that we could
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allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of ny contribution be allocated to the payment of that

prinary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of my donation be

al'located toward Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate the

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contribution was made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from Claire

A. King and me between the campaign's primary and general

election accounts.

6. Additionally, on October 31, 1986, 1 signed

two checks payable to Friends of Mattingly for the amounts of

$750 and $500 respectively, from the same joint account

(copies of checks attached hereto). My former wife was aware

of and agreed to make these contributions.

7. The faces of the two above-referenced checks

(Nos. 2835 and 2836) clearly indicate the appropriate

attribution of these contributions. Check No. 2835 (for

$750) should have been allocated to the retirement of the

Mattingly campaign's primary debt and represented a

contribution solely from my former wife, Claire A. King.

Check No. 2836 (for $500) should have been allocated to

I



- 3 -

retirement of the Mattingly cam

contribution solely from myself

State of
County of

Cor *A4
SS.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this
October, 1990.

__ _ day of

4'wa
Rotary Pubfic

v

NvXY
dwiftS4CM r-- .-:'4

My Commission Expires:



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

county of
MUR 2989

S t ate o f

AFFIDAVIT OF CLAIRE A. KING

Claire A. King, first being duly sworn, deposes and

.;ays:

1. I am Claire A. King. In 1986, I was married

to Kevin S. King. On September 30, 1986, I signed two checks

payable to Friends of Mattingly for the amounts of $2,000 and

$500 respectively, drawn on my joint account with Kevin S.

King (copies of checks attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of those

contributions to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with Kevin S. King, resulting in a contribution of $1,250

from each of us.

3. Shortly thereafter, Kevin S. King signed a

letter to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto)

indicating that the contribution was to be equally divided

between him and me. It was our understanding at the time

that that action was sufficient to designate the allocation

of the contribution from our joint checking account equally

between the two of us.
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4. 1 understood that there was a campaign debt

from the primary election and that we could allocate our

contributions between the general campaign and the payment of

the primary debt. Based on that understanding, it was

therefore also my intent, contemporaneous with the making of

that donation, that $250 of my contribution be allocated to

the payment of that primary debt and that the remaining

$1,000 of my donation be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate the

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, Kevin S. King signed

the above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

from us between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

6. Additionally, on October 31, 1986, Kevin S.

King signed two checks payable to Friends of Mattingly for

the amounts of $750 and $500 respectively, from the same

joint account (copies of checks attached hereto). I was

aware of and agreed to make these contributions.

7. The faces of the two above-referenced checks

(Nos. 2835 and 2836) clearly indicate the appropriate

attribution of the contribution. Check No. 2835 (for $750)

should have been allocated to the retirement of the Mattingly
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campaign's primary debt and represented a contribution solely

from me. / ,/

(i ~zyA~e
CT'ire A. King

State of
County of

Octob

)) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this
er, 1990. A

Notary Public A

May Pub Futonp County, Gors
it~y comm~ission Expires:.____________ Ari 2319

day of
)
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October 10. 1986

Mr. Robert Mason
Finance Director
Friends of M tt"19:,
P.O. Box 1986

Atlanta. Georgia 30301-1986

Dear Bob

As you are aware, my wife and I have purchased "photo op"

tickets for the Mattingly Rally. Please let this letter confirm

-- my understanding that the contribution for the photo op to the

extent of S1.00000 for myself and $1.000.00 for my wife
constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for use in

the general election. I further understand that the campaign

has an outstanding primary election debt; toward the retirement
of that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife
5250.00.

We have made this contribution by the payment of two checks. one

for S2.000 ($1.000.00 each). for our general election
contribution, and one for $500 ($250.00 each). toward the

retirement of the primary election debt.

Please advise me if my understanding Is o trary to the facts.

S cer
szwo r)
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70t K aTMR., N. W.

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20000

(N0R) 4P-7000
IPACS IMILE

JAN WITOLD BARAN October 18, 1990 (FA2) 42-7049

.0 o) 429-733C TELEX 248349 WYRN UP

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq. C30
General Counsel C-)

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

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.
c.n

Re: MUR 2989 (Martonik)

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of George J.
Martonik, Jr. and his wife, Jacqueline Kartonik, and attached
documentation. These materials are provided to the
Commission in Response to the Comission's Notice of Reason
to Believe addressed to Mr. lartonik in Matter Under Review
(MUR) 2989.

ZThe FEC's complaint alleges that George J. Nartonik, Jr.
made contributions to the 1986 general election campaign
account of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges

4 excess contributions by Mr. Nartonik totaling $1,500. As the
attached Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by
the Commission were from George and Jacqueline Nartonik's
joint checking account and represent contributions by b=
Mr. & Mrs. Martonik, to be allocated between the two of them,
and designated to the Mattingly campaign's primary and
general election accounts. Therefore, the Martoniks'
contributions were within the permissible $1,000 limit per
person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a).

Moreover, the clear notation on the face of the check as
well as the allocation letter signed by George Martonik (both
attached to his Affidavit) demonstrate that at the time the
contributions were made in 1986, he made an individual effort
to assure that his wife's and his own contributions were
properly reported to the Mattingly campaign and were within
permissible limits of the law. The Martoniks received
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Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
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Page 2

representations that the Mattingly campaign did indeed have a
primary debt. The burden of proper reporting, redesignation
and refund of the contribution, if required, fell squarely on
the Mattingly campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Martoniks. Please note, however,
that the records have misspelled the Martonik's name as
"Mortonik." The FEC's "G Index" of all contributors making
contributions of $500 or more shows a contribution of $1,000
each from "Jacqueline Mortonik" and "George J. Mortonik"
(frame 4417) to the Mattingly campaign's general election
account (a copy of the relevant frame of the FEC 1986 "G
Index" is attached hereto). These contributions along with
the smaller $250 amounts to help retire the Mattingly
campaign's primary debt are also reflected in Schedule A of
the 1986 pre-general report for Friends of Mattingly (see
pages 13 and 119 attached hereto). These entries in the
FEC's records further demonstrate Jacqueline and George
Martonik's intention at the time of the contribution, as
stated in their Affidavits, and evidence the Mattinqly
campaign's receipt of their request for proper allocation.

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that George J. Martonik, Jr.
violated the Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Wito ldfaran

rpb
cc: Mr. and Mrs. George J. Martonik, Jr.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
/9

County of z. )
t oMUR 2989State of \- )

AFFIDAVIT OF GEORGE J. MARTONIK, JR.

George J. Martonik, Jr., first being duly sworn, deposes

and says:

1. I am George J. Martonik, Jr. On September 15,

1986, I signed a check payable to Friends of Mattingly for

the amount of $2,500 drawn on a joint account of my wife,

Jacqueline Martonik, and myself (copy of check attached

hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.
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4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my wife's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. To evidence our intent, I indicated on the

check that $2,000 should be allocated to the general election

campaign and that $500 should be allocated to the debt of the

primary election campaign.

776. As further evidence of our intent to allocate

the contributions between the primary and general campaigns

at the time the contributions were made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife
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and me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

George J. Martonik, /

State of /
County of ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this
.Septeb-er, 1990.
1 -%--t4 -

4 day of

Notary Pb ic

My Commission Expires: ,'/.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of k- )
/ )MUR 2989

State of _______)

AFFIDAVIT OF JACQUELINE MARTONIK

Jacqueline Martonik, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Jacqueline Martonik. On September 15,

1986, my husband, George J. Martonik, Jr., signed a check

payable to Friends of Mattingly for the amount of $2,500

drawn on a joint account of my husband and myself (copy of

check attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.
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4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that under-

standing, it was therefore also our intent, contemporaneous

with the making of that donation, that $250 of my

contribution and $250 of my husband's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. To evidence our intent, my husband indicated

on the check that $2,000 should be allocated to the general

election campaign and that $500 should be allocated to the

debt of the primary election campaign.

6. As further evidence of our intent to allocate

the contributions between the primary and general campaigns

at the time the contributions were made, my husband signed

the above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions
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from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts.

)state of
County of Ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this jday of
Septemer 1990.

My Commission Expires:

Notary Pub4ic



Mr. Robert Mason
Finance Director
Friends of Mattingly
P.O. Box 1986
Atlanta. Georgia 30301-1986

Dear Bob:

As you are aware. my wife and I have purchased "photo op"

tickets for the upcoming Mattingly Rally. Please let this

letter confirm my understanding that the contribution for the
photo op to the extent of SI.000.00 for myself and S.ooo.00 for

my wife constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for
use in the general election. I further understand that the

CD campaign has an outstanding primary debt; toward the retirement
of that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife
$250.00.

Although for my convenience I have only provided you with one

* check for the combined amount. I did want to clar.ify my
understanding.

Please advise me If my understanding is contrary to the facts.
L0)

Sincerely,

C Date: ! . i; %-.L-/1-.-. .

J0Ci u ___ Afion .
901b4.wA In -W G. 469

_n. iia_ cz oa 9 -IF
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Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission COO
999 E Street, N.W. C .
Washington, D.C. 20463 - -

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.

Re: MUR 2989 (Orender)

Dear Mr. Noble: %a ,
r- 0

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of William A.
Orender and his wife, Carol Orender, and attached
documentation. These materials are provided to the
Commission in Response to the Commission's Notice of Reason
to Believe addressed to Mr. Orender in Matter Under Review
(MUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that W. A. Orender made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excess
contributions by Mr.Orender totaling $1,500. As the attached
Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by the
Commission were from William A. and Carol Orender's joint
checking account and represent contributions by h Mr. &
Mrs. Orender, to be allocated between the two of them, and
designated to the Mattingly campaign's primary and general
election accounts. Therefore, William Orender's
contributions were within the permissible $1,000 limit per
person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C. I 441a(a).

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by William
Orender (and attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that at
the time the contributions were made in 1986, he made an
individual effort to assure that his wife's and his own
contributions were properly reported to the Mattingly
campaign and were within permissible limits of the law. Both
Mr. and Mrs. Orender subsequently received thank-you notes
from the Mattingly campaign that confirmed this allocation of
the contributions.
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The Commission's public records likewise reflect the
allocation of the $2,500 contribution intended by the
Orenders. The FEC's "G Index" of all contributors making
contributions of $500 or more shows a contribution of $1,000
each from W. A. Orender and Mrs. Carol Orender (frame 5223)
to the Mattingly campaign's general election account (A copy
of the relevant frame of the FEC 1986 "G Index" is attached
hereto). These contributions along with the smaller $250
amounts to help retire the Mattingly campaign's primary debt
are also reflected in Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general
report for Friends of Mattingly (see pages 14 and 126
attached hereto). These entries in the FEC's own records
further evidence the Orenders' intention at the time of the
contribution, as stated in their Affidavits.

Separately, Carol Orender made an additional $300
contribution to the Mattingly campaign from a personal
checking account. The Orenders received representations that
the Mattingly campaign did indeed have a primary debt. As
Mrs. Orender has explained in her Affidavit, she assumed that
her contribution would be properly allocated within the
limits of the law. We note, however, that the checks list
two different addresses for Carol Orender. The Mattingly
campaign reported the $300 contribution from "Ms. Carol
Orender" in Frisco, Texas, and the $1,000 contribution from
"Mrs. Carol Orender" in Dallas, Texas (see page 126 of the
1986 pre-general report attached hereto). Nevertheless, the
burden of proper reporting, redesignation and refund of the
contribution, if required, fell squarely on the Mattingly
campaign.

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recomnend no
probable cause to believe that William A. Orender violated
the Act.

Sincerely,

L 7Jan Witl Bran

rpb
cc: Mr. & Mrs. William A. Orender



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Dallas _ )
) MUR 2989

State of Texas)

AFFIDAVIT OF WILLIAM A. ORENDER

William A. Orender, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am William A. Orender. On September 15,

1986, I signed a check payable to Friends of Mattingly for

the amount of $2,500 drawn on a joint account of my wife,

Carol Orender, and myself (copy of check attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could
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allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my wife's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate the

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife

to and me between the campaign's primary and general election

accounts.

6. Subsequently, my wife and I received thank-
C

you notes from Matt Mattingly (copies attached hereto)

acknowledging receipt and allocation of our ontributions.

1 liam A. ender

State of Texas ) -
County of Dallas ) SS. M

Subscribed to and sworn before me this 29th day of
September, 1990.

Notary Public--Ester V. Harless

My Commission Expires: May 7, 1992



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Dallas )
MUR 2989

State of Texas )

AFFIDAVIT OF CAROL ORENDER

Carol Orender, first being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am Carol Orender. On September 15, 1986, my

husband, William A. Orender, signed a check payable to

Friends of Mattingly for the amount of $2,500, drawn on a

joint account of my husband and myself (copy of check

attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

C 3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and
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the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my husband's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate the

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

'0 the time the contributions were made, my husband signed the

above-referenced letter to the M~attingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

~f) general election accounts.

Ile)6. Subsequently, my husband and I received thank-

you notes from Hatt Mattingly (copies attached hereto)

acknowledging receipt and allocation of our contributions.

7. On September 23, 1986, I signed a separate

check payable to Friends of Mattingly for $300 (copy of check

attached hereto). I assumed that the Matt ingly committee

would properly allocate these contributions between its

primary and general election campaigns to keep my



contributions within the permissible limits of the law, or

alternatively, the Mattingly committee would return any

excess portions of those contributions to me.

Caki-render

State of TEXAS )
County of DALLAS ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this 9th day of
October, 1990.

ary Public- Ester V. Harless

My Commission Expires: May 7. 1992

C"
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November 12, 1986

Hrs. Carol Orender
4332 Beltwood Parkway South
Dallas, TX 75234

Dear Mrs. Orender:

Thank you for your $1250 contribution to 
my Senate

campaign and for helping to make President Reagan's

visit to Georgia on my behalf such a wonderful success.

Carolyn and I very such appreciate all your

friendship and support during this 
important campaign.

Sincerely,

'"94-

PAMW UPa V NiinIniin*c MA'Il'r LV
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Mr. Robert Nason
Finance Director
Friends of Mattingly
P.O. Box 1986
Atlanta. Georgia 30301-1986"

Dear Bob:

As you are aware, my wife and I have purchased "photo op"
tickets for the upcoming Mattingly Rally. Please let this
letter confirm ay understanding that the contribution for the
photo op to the extent of $1,000.00 for myself and $1,000.00 for
my wife constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for
use in the general election. I further understand that the
campaign has an outstanding primary debt; toward the retirement
of that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife
$250.00.

Although for my convenience I have only provided you wilt one
check for the combined amount. I did want to clarity my
understanding.

Please advise me If my understanding is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely.

Date: __________ A

C-

W. A. on C. Ome0a0 339
4M eftTWOO PKW. noUt

S 1 l___ ___ ____ Am-4
I0*f~L m /'/"i l, _________
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

776 K 3te -, N.W.

WAIDMINGOt, D. C. 20006

(202) 489-7000

FACSIMILE
JAN WITOLD SARAN October 18, 1990 (202) 429-7049

(2c2) 429-7733C TELEX 248349 WYRN UR

C-,

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel D -,

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

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq. -

Re: MUR 2989 (Turley)

0. Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of Robert Lee Turley
and his wife, Carol Jean Turley, and attacbed documentation.
These materials are provided to the Comission in Re to
the Commission's Notice of Reason to Believe addressed to Mr.
Turley in Matter Under Review (EOR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Robert Lee Turley made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excess

C contributions by Mr. Turley totaling $1,500. As the attached
Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by the
Commission represent contributions from both Mr. & Mrs.
Turley, to be allocated between the two of them and
designated to the Mattingly campaign's primary and general
election accounts. Therefore, the Turleys' contributions
were within the permissible $1,000 limit per person per
election pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a).

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Robert Turley
(and attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that at the time
the contributions were made in 1986, he made an individual
effort to assure that his wife's and his own contributions
were properly reported to the Mattingly campaign and were
within the permissible limits of the law. The Turleys
received representations that the Mattingly campaign did
indeed have a primary debt. The burden of proper reporting,
redesignation or refund of the contribution, if required,
fell squarely on the Mattingly campaign.



WILEY, REIN 8c FIELDING

Lawrence 14. Noble, Esq.
October 18, 1990
Page 2

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Turley's. The FEC's "G index" of
all contributors making contributions of $500 or more shows a
contribution of $1,000 each from Robert Lee Turley and Mrs.
Robert Lee Turley (frame 3025) to the Mattingly campaign's
general election account. (A copy of the relevant frame of
the FEC 1986 "1G Index" is attached hereto.) These
contributions along with the smaller $250 amounts to help
retire the Mattingly campaign's primary debt are also
reflected in Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general report for
Friends of Mattingly (see pages 17 and 171 of the Mattingly
campaign' s pre-general report attached hereto). These
entries in the FEC's records further evidence Robert and
Carol Turley's intention at the time of the contribution as
stated in their Affidavits.

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recomend no
probable cause to believe that Robert Lee Turley violated the
Act.

sincerely,

-Jan Witl Bran

rpb
c cc: Mr. and Mrs. Robert L. Turley



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COSDIISSION

County of Collier _)
) NUR 2989

State of Florida)

AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT LEE TURLEY

Robert Lee Turley, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Robert Lee Turley. On September 16,

1986, I signed a check payable to Friends of Mattingly for

the amount of $2, 500 (copy of check attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

LI~) contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

senate, it was my intent that the amount be Jointly given

Ln ~with my wife,, Carolyn Jean Turley,, resulting in a

contribution of $1,250 from myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was my understanding at the time, that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution equally between the two of us.

4. I understood that there was a campaign debt

from the primary election and that we could allocate our

contributions between the general campaign and the payment of

the primary debt. Based on that understanding, it was

therefore also my intent, contemporaneous with the making of
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that donation, that $250 of my contribution be allocated to

the payment of that primary debt and that the remaining

$1,000 of my donation be allocated toward the Mattingly

general election campaign.

5. As further evidence of our intent at the time

the contribution was made, I signed the above referenced

letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated the

appropriate allocation of the contributions from us between

the campaign's primary and general election accou

NT

State o )
County o SS.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this day of
October, 1990.

My Commission Expires: My (ui0 h$. "Ps'b...... . -- we owe-- .. .



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County Of Collier)
) MUR 2989

State of Florida)

AFFIDAVIT OF CAROLYN JEAN TURLEY

Carolyn Jean Turley, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Carolyn Jean Turley. On September 16,

1986, my husband, Robert Lee Turley, signed a check payable

to Friends of Mattingly for the amount of $2,500 (copy of

check attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be Jointly given by

us, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from myself and

C- $1,250 from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter,, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was my understanding at the time, that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution equally between the two of us.

4. I understood that there was a campaign debt

from the primary election and that we could allocate our

contributions between the general campaign and the payment of

the primary debt. Based on that understanding, it was
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therefore also my intent, contemporaneous with the making of

that donation, that $250 of my contribution be allocated to

the payment of that primary debt and that the remaining

$1,000 of my donation be allocated toward the Mattingly

general election campaign.

5. As further evidence of our intent at the time

the contribution was made, my husband signed the above

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from us

between the campaign's primary and general election accounts.

State oil - )
County of ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this day of
October, 1990.

My Commission Expires: _M,..E [uh 0 .19,I' ... 9Q - * .2. ,C 4



Mr. Robert Mason
Finance Director
Friends of Mattingly
PO. BoK 1986

Atlanta. Georgia 30104-1986-

Dear Bob

AS you are aware. my wife and I hdve purchased photo op

tickets for the upcoming Mattingly Rally. Please let this

letter confirm my understanding that the contribution for the

photo op to the extent of S1.000.00 for myself and s.ooo00 for

my wife constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly for

use In the general election. I further understand that the

campaign has an outstanding primary debt; toward the retirement

of that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife

S250.00.

Although for my conven
check for the combined
understanding.

lence I have only provided you with one
amount. I did want to clarify my

Please advise me If my understanding Is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely.

Date: le--1

I QQ
ROSErT L TURMLEY

IM. *i4Si4-412
sUkMT HOUS low

20 $OUT COLLISR SLyD.
MARCO ISLANO. FL 33N?

PAY O-OTH qj -, -

FOR

u'OOGLqqo e:0670024361:
3SOOB620313N_

I

W11 .
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AN WITOLD BARAN October 18, 1990 (A)4SM749
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C-3Lawrence M. Noble, Esq. 2
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

N ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq. '.0

Re: MUR 2989 (Bverl

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of John aTreacy"
-_ Beyer and his wife, Darcy F. Beyer, and attached

documentation. These materials are provided to the
Commission in Response to the Commission's Notice of Reason
to Believe addressed to Mr. Beyer in Matter Under Review
(MUR) 2989.

The FEC' s complaint alleges that John Treacy Beyer made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excess
contributions by Mr. Beyer totaling $1,500. As the attached
Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by the
Commission were from Darcy and Treacy Beyer's joint checking
account and represent contributions by bot Mr. & Mrs. Beyer,
to be allocated between the two of them, and designated to
the Mattingly campaign's primary and general election
accounts. This distribution of the contributions was clearly
indicated on the face of the checks. Therefore, the Beyers'
contributions were within the permissible $1,000 limit per
person per election pursuant to 2 U.S.C.§ 441a(a).

Moreover, the Beyers' allocation letter to Robert Mason,
the Mattingly campaign's finance director, as well as the
January 10, 1989, letter signed by both Mr. and Mrs. Beyer
(and attached to their Affidavits) further demonstrate that
at the time the contributions were made in 1986 and again in
1989, the Beyers made an individual effort to assure that
their contributions were properly reported to the Mattingly



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
October 17, 1990
Page 2

campaign and were within permissible limits of the law. The
Beyers received representations that the Mattingly campaign
did indeed have a primary debt. The burden of proper
reporting, redesignation and refund of the contribution, if
required, fell squarely on the Mattingly campaign.

Even the Commission's public records reflect the
allocation intended by the Beyers. The FEC's "G Index" of
all contributors making contributions of $500 or more shows a
contribution of $1,000 each from Mr. John Treacy Beyer and
Mrs. Darcy F. Beyer (frame 1703) to the Mattingly campaign's
general election account (a copy of the relevant frame of the
FEC 1986 "G Index" is attached hereto). These contributions
along with the smaller $250 amounts to help retire the
Mattingly campaign's primary debt are also reflected in
Schedule A of the 1986 pre-general report for Friends of
Mattingly (see pages 3 and 13 of that report attached
hereto). These entries in the FEC's records further support
Treacy and Darcy Beyer's intention at the time of the
contribution, as stated in their Affidavits, and evidence the
Mattingly campaign's receipt of their request for proper
allocation.

Accordingly, I urge the General Counsel to recommend no
probable cause to believe that John Treacy Beyer violated the
Act.

Sincerely,

&-Jan Witl Bran

rpb
cc: Mr. and Mrs. John Treacy Beyer



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Gwinett )
MUR 2989

State of Georgia )

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN TREACY BEYER

John Treacy Beyer, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am John Treacy Beyer. On October 1, 1986, I

signed two checks payable to Friends of Mattingly for the

amounts of $2,000 and $500 respectively, drawn on a joint

account of my wife, Darcy F. Beyer, and myself (copies of

f checks attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 fromC

^myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. Although the copy attached to this Affidavit was my copy

for my records and is unsigned, I do remember signing and

sending the original. It was our understanding at the time

that that action was sufficient to designate the allocation

of the contribution from our joint checking account equally
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between the two of us. In response to an inquiry from the

Mattingly campaign in December 1988 (copy attached hereto),

my wife and I sent a follow-up letter in January 1989 (copy

attached hereto) signed by both of us further clarifying the

allocation of our contributions.

4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my wife's contribution be allocated to the payment of

that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

C contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, my wife and I signed

the above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

from my wife and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts. This allocation is further
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evidenced in our above-referenced January 1989 letter to the

Mattingly campaign.

State of 'A4A&dA, )
County of .) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this o7_9 day of
September, 1990.

Notary Public

f E N .,

My Commission Expires:___________
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Gwinett
) MUR 2989

State of GePorgia)

AFFIDAVIT OF DARCY F. BEYER

Darcy F. Beyer, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Darcy F. Beyer. On October 1, 1986, my

husband, John Treacy Beyer, signed two checks payable to

NT Friends of Mattingly for the amounts of $2,000 and $500

respectively, drawn on a joint account of my husband and

myself (copies of checks attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be given jointly

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

C myself and $1,250 from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us. In response to an inquiry from the Mattingly

campaign in December 1988 (copy attached hereto), my husband

and I sent a follow-up letter in January 1989 (copy attached
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hereto) signed by both of us further clarifying the

allocation of our contributions.

4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was also our intent, contemporaneous with

the making of that donation, that $250 of my contribution and

$250 of my husband's contribution be allocated to the payment

of that primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of each of

our donations be allocated toward Mattingly's general

election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate our

U-) contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, my husband and I signed

the above-referenced letters to the Mattingly campaign which

C indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts. This allocation is further
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evidenced in our above-referenced January 1989 letter to the

Mattingly campaign.

Darcy F. Beer

State of
County of •

) ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this day of
September, 1990.

My Commission Expires:

Nota Public

to a_ t_ =7 A11*M h-12J19
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October 10, 1986

mr. Robert mason
Finance Director
Friends of Mattitigly
P.O. Box 1986
Atlanta. Georgia 30301-1986

Dear Bob:

As you are aware, my wife and I have purchased "photo op"
tickets for the Mattingly Rally. Please let this letter confirm

Co my understanding that the contribution for the photo op to the
extent of $1.000.00 for myself and $1.000.00 for my wife
constitutes a contribution to friends of Nattiagly for use in
the general election. I further understand that the campaign
has an outstanding primary election debt; toward the retirement
of that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife
$250.00.

We have made this contribution by the payment of two checks. one
for $2.000 ($1,000.00 each), for our general election
contribution, and one for $500 ($250.00 each), toward the
retirement of the primary election debt.

Please advise me It my understanding Is contrary to the facts.

Sincerely.

John Treacy Boyer



JOam TIZACT 82MU
353 Argonne Drive, Northvest

Atlanta, Georgia 30305

January 10, 1989

Mr. Bob Stewart
Friends of Mattingly Comittee
P.O. Box 1986
Atlanta, GA 30301-1966

Dear Bob:

I recently sent you a response to your request regarding
allocation of an *excess" contribution. I would like to clarify
that response.

As shown on the attached letter, dated October 10, 1966, to
Robert Mason, a total of $2500 was contributed to the Friends of
Nattingly Committe*e by my vife Darcy, and myself. That amount
was allocated in the folloving manner:

$1,000 from John Treacy Beyer for the general election
250 from John Treay Beyer for the primary election

1,000 from Darcy Beyer for the general election
250 from Darcy Beyer for the priwacy election

I hope this letter clarifies matters.

Very truly yours,

Darcy Beyer
aee'r-

JTB/pr
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

Me76 K sthexr, N. W.

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20000

(202) 42O-7000

rACSIMILE
JAN WITOLD BARAN October 18, 1990 (202) 429-17049

1202), 429-3733C TELEX 248349 WYRN Up

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel - _

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

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq. "
CA

Re: NUR 2989 (Walkerl -C

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclomed the Affidavit of Richard A. Walker
-- and the corresponding documentation. These materials are

provided to the Commission in Reponse to the Commission's
Notice of Reason to Believe addressed to Kr. Walker in Matter
Under Review (MUR) 2989.

The FEC's complaint alleges that Richard Walker made
contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account
of Friends of Mattingly totaling $2,500 and alleges excess
contributions by Mr. Walker totaling $1,500. As the attached

tel Affidavit clearly states, the contributions noted by the
Commission represented contributions by h= Richard Walker
and Jack Schulman and were intended to be allocated between
the two of them and designated to the Mattingly campaign's
primary and general election accounts.

The distribution of Mr. Walker's and Mr. Schulman's
contributions, as specified in Mr. Walker's Affidavit, was
within the permissible $1,000 limit per person per election
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a). The letter to Richard
Walker, attached to his Affidavit, demonstrates that he made
individual efforts to notify the Mattingly campaign of the
proper allocation of his contribution between himself and Mr.
Schulman. Although Mr. Walker has been unable to locate a
copy of his allocation letter to Friends of Mattingly, he
states in his Affidavit that he followed the request made to
him to instruct the Mattingly campaign in writing of the
proper reporting of the contribution. Apparently, the



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
October 18, 1990
Page 2

Mattingly campaign disregarded his instructions when
completing its FEC reports.

The burden of proper reporting, redesignation and refund
of contributions, if required, fell squarely on the Mattingly
campaign. Mr. Walker did all that could be expected by
instructing the campaign to allocate the contribution between
himself and Mr. Schulman and further designating his
contribution between the general account and the retirement
of the campaign's primary debt. Accordingly, I urge the
General Counsel to recommend no probable cause to believe
that Richard A. Walker violated the Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Witl Bran

rpb
cc: Mr. Richard A. Walker



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of Hillsborough)
) MUR 2989

State of Florida)

AFFIDAVIT OF RICHARD A. WALKER

Richard A. Walker, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Richard A. Walker. On September 18,

1986, I signed a check payable to Friends of Mattingly for

the amount of $2,500 drawn on my personal account (copy of

check attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount represent a

contribution of $1,250 from myself and a contribution of

$1,250 from my co-worker, Jack Schulman. At that time, I

_ owed Jack Schulman approximately $1,250 on a pre-existing

debt. Jack Schulman and I agreed that I would write the

check to Friends of Mattingly and make the contribution in

both our names as complete payment of that debt, so that he

could have his picture taken with President Reagan.

3. At the time we made the contribution, Jack

Schulman and I indicated to Stanton Shapiro, who was

coordinating the contributions on behalf of Friends of

Mattingly, the proper allocation of the contribution. In

return, I received a letter from Stanton Shapiro (copy
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attached hereto) confirming the allocation of the check. To

the best of my memory, I complied with his instructions

regarding the allocation form referenced in that letter. It

was my understanding at the time that that action was

sufficient to designate the allocation of the contribution

equally between Jack Schulman and me.

4. I understood that there was a campaign debt

from the primary election and that Jack Schulman and I could

allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also my intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

-- of my contribution be allocated to the payment of that

primary debt and that the remaining $1,000 of my donation be

allocated toward Mattingly's general election campaign. As I

remember, Jack Schulman made a similar request.
C

State of P/cjr )
County of s///5 rsa.H ) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before be. this J
October, 1990. A

MY COMP.:-$;.' :N i3 S.2TEM'ER 06 1993
My Commission Expires:_____________
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STAwON J. SmImo
Lack#& COupst.

October 16, 1986

Mr. Richard A. Walker
Building 3, Suite 3
8313 W. Hillsborough Avenue
Tampa, Florida 33615

Dear Dick:

I understand that your check for $2,500.00 payable to Friends of
tf) Mattingly was a contribution from both you and Jack Schulman, to

the extent of $1,250.00 each, with $1,000.00 of the $1,250.00
being contributed toward the general election campaign and
$250.00 of the $500.00 being contributed toward the retirement
of the primary election debt. If my understanding is not

!P correct, please call me. Of course, Jack Schulman should have
paid you $1,250.00.

In accordance with the above assumption, I have provided you
with a letter that you and Jack Schulman should sign. After you
sign it, send it to Jack. Then have Jack send the letter back
to me and I will forward it to Frien,s of Mattingly. This
letter will better reflect the inten: of y ur contributions.

Ver t 14urs,

S ton 4 1 'I~ ~iro

Legal Counsel

SJS:kbj

enclosures

-NIP



FEDER-AL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 23, 1990

Mr. John A. Conant
2902 Rivermeade Dr.
Atlanta, GA 30327

RE: MUR 2989
John A. Conant

Dear Mr. Conant:

We received your response dated July 31, 1990, concerning
the Federal Election Commission's finding that there is reason to
believe that you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A). However, the
Factual & Legal Analysis sent to you listed only the excessive

contributions made by you to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the
U.S. Senate in 1986 in the Republican primary election in
Georgia. Reports filed with the Commission by the Friends of
Mattingly Committee show that you made the following
contributions to Mack Mattingly's 1986 Senate campaign:

Date Amount
6-9-82 $250
9-21-84 $1,000
4-8-85 $1,000
5-9-85 $1,000

If you wish to amend your response to include all of the above
contributions, please do so within 15 days of your receipt of
this letter.

In addition, in your response you indicated that you would
like to settle this matter promptly. The quickest way to resolve
this matter is through pre-probable cause 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). The
Commission will not entertain requests for pre-probable cause
conciliation after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to a
respondent.
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MUR 2989W
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If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. 'Lerner
Associate General Counsel



%EDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 23, 1990

Mr. Carl Bolch, Jr.
P.O. Box 105035
Atlanta, GA 30348

RE: MUR 2989
Carl Bolch, Jr.

Dear Mr. Bolch:

We have received your response dated August 20, 1990,
concerning the Federal Election Commission's finding that there
is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).
However, the Factual & Legal Analysis sent to you listed only the
excessive contributions made by you to Mack Mattingly, a
candidate for the U.S. Senate in 1986 in the Republican primary
in Georgia. Reports filed by the Friends of Mattingly Committee
show that you made an additional contribution of $1,000 around
November 22, 1983. If you wish to amend your response to include
this contribution, please do so within 15 days of your receipt of
this letter.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons 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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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 23, 1990

Mr. John M. Stuckey, Jr.
1409 Peachtree St., N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 2989
John M. Stuckey, Jr.

Dear Mr. Stuckey:

We received your response on October 9, 1990, concerning the
Federal Election Commission's finding that there is reason to
believe that you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A). However, the
Factual & Legal Analysis sent to you listed only the excessive
contributions made by you to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the
U.S. Senate in 1986 in the Republican primary election in
Georgia. Reports filed with the Commission by Friends of
Mattingly show that you made an additional contribution of $1,000
around October 11, 1983. If you wish to amend your response to
include this contribution, please do so within 15 days of your
receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lofs G'. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTIO\ COMMISSIO\

October 23, i99U

Mr. Charles B. West
3340 Peachtree Rd., N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30026

RE: MUR 2989
Charles B. West

Dear Mr. West:

We have received your response dated September 20, 1990,
concerning the Federal Election Commission's finding that there
is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).
However, the Factual & Legal Analysis sent to you listed only
those contributions which resulted in excessive contributions to
the general election campaign of Mack Mattingly, a candidate for
U.S. Senate from Georgia in 1986. Reports filed with the
Commission by the Friends of Mattingly committee show that you
also made the following contributions:

5-18-85 $1,000
1-26-84 $1,000

LI)
If you wish to amend your response to include these

Ile contributions, please do so within 15 days of your receipt of
this letter.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



DOW LONES&ALBERTSON ORIGINAL
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TELECM0NE (202) 857-2500 TELECOPIER (202) 857-20J f-I~
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VIA HAND DELIVERY

Hon. John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission

-_ 999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Jeffrey Long, Esq.

Re: MUR 2989
Rankin Smith

Dear Vice Chairman McGarry:

This letter is in response to your letter of July 20,
1990, to Rankin Smith, regarding the above-referenced xUR.M We
have been designated as Mr. Smith's counsel in this matter. For
the reasons set forth herein, we submit that no further action
should be taken against Mr. Smith in this matter. As described
below, Mr. Smith made the contributions described in the
attachment to your letter in accordance with the requirements of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 and the Commission's
Rules.

The Factual and Legal Analysis (the "Analysis")
appended to your letter argues that, in 1985, Mr. Smith made
excessive contributions in the amount of $1,200 to Mack
Mattingly's 1986 primary election campaign for the United States
Senate. Although the Analysis does not show any other
contributions to the 1986 Mattingly campaign, these contributions

I/ As noted in our letter of September 27, 1990 to Jeffrey Long
of the Commission staff, your letter to Mr. Smith was
misaddressed and, consequently, he did not receive it until long
after it was mailed. We have since been granted an extension of
time for the preparation of this response until October 22, 1990.
Consequently, this response is timely filed.



Hon. John W. McGarry
October 22, 1990
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apparently were deemed to be excessive because Mr. Smith had made
a $1,000 contribution to the Friends of Mattingly, Senator
Mattingly's campaign committee, in 1983. The Analysis concluded
that there is reason to believe that Mr. Smith's 1985
contributions violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A), which prohibits
an individual from making contributions exceeding $1,000 to any
one candidate for a single election.

our investigation of this matters suggests that no
violation took place. Mr. Smith did make contributions to
Friends of Mattingly in 1983 and 1985: $1,000 on November 2,
1983; $200 on June 20, 1985; and $1,000 on July 18, 1985.
However, as shown by the Commission's records and the affidavit
of Mr. Smith, it would appear that these contributions were
within the lawful limits placed on campaign contributions.

First, the Analysis implies that the 1983 contribution
was made in connection with the 1986 primary. However, as
explained in the Affidavit of Rankin Smith, attached hereto as
Exhibit A, he made the contribution with the understanding that
it was intended to pay debts of Senator Mattingly's previous
campaign. Even if the Friends of Mattingly erroneously reported
this contribution as intended for the 1986 election, that does
not affect Mr. Smith's intentions at the time the contribution
was made. Thus, the 1983 contribution should not be counted
against Mr. Smith's 1986 limits.

Similarly, there is external evidence to show that Mr.
_ Smith's July, 1985 contribution for $1,000 was designated for the

1986 general election, not the primary. The 1985 year-end report
of Friends of Mattingly shows a contribution by Mr. Smith on July
18, 1985, the day he made the contribution, designated for the
general election. A copy of that page of the report is attached
hereto as Exhibit B. While the report shows the contribution in
the amount of $800, not $1,000, it does provide contemporaneous
evidence of tlle intentions of Mr. Smith when he made the
contribution.r

21 While a record of a written designation would provide better
evidence of Mr. Rankin's intentions at the time he made the
contribution, the Commission's Rules did not require political
committees to keep such records in 1985. Section 110.1(1) of the
rules, which requires such record keeping, was not added to the
rules until 1987. CO~r 11 C.F.R. S 110.1 (1984) wit
11 C.F.R. § 110.1 (1987). Until that time, treasurers were
required only to file accurate reports. ee 1 Fed. Elect. Camp.

(continued...)
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Taken together, this evidence shows a pattern of lawful
contributions. Mr. Smith's first contribution was intended to
pay campaign debts for 1980. His second, undesignated
contribution, was for the 1986 primary. His third contribution,
as reported by the Friends of Mattingly, was designated for the
1986 general election. These contributions, individually and
collectively, are within the per-election limits established by
2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A). There is, therefore, no basis for any
further action by the Commission in this matter.

Although we believe there is no basis for further
action against Mr. Smith, we remain willing to resolve this
matter through the Commission's conciliation process.
Consequently, we hereby request pre-probable cause conciliation
pursuant to Section 111.18(d) of the Commission's Rules.

Please inform me if any questions should arise in

regard to this matter.

>fu ly nUitted,

JSWjgh
Attachments

V1 (...continued)
Fin. Guide (CCH) 864 (Explanation and justification of Part
110).



Before the
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISS ION

Washington, D.C. 20463

In the matter of)
) MUR 2989

RANKIN SMITH)

AFFIDAVIT OF RANKIN SMITH

State of Atlanta)
)ss

Fulton County)

Rankin Smith, being first duly sworn under oath,

deposes and says:

1. My name is Rankin Smith. I am submitting this

- affidavit in connection with the response to the finding of the

Federal Election Committee ("FEC") that there is reason to

believe I violated the Federal Election Campaign Act. This

affidavit is based on my personal knowledge of the matters

discussed herein.

2. I first became aware of the FEC proceeding in

September, 1990, when I received a July 20, 1990 letter from John

W. McGarry. Vice Chairman McGarry's letter was addressed to me

at 707 Life of Georgia Building, Atlanta, Georgia. My correct

address, set out in my Statement of Designation of Counsel, is

950 E. Paces Ferry Road, Suite 2930, Atlanta, Georgia.

3. I made three contributions to Friends of

Mattingly, Senator Mack Mattingly's campaign committee. The

first contribution was made by check dated November 2, 1983 in

the amount of $1,000. The second contribution was made by bank

draft dated June 20, 1985 in the amount of $200. The final
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contribution was made by check dated July 18, 1985 in the amount

of $1,000. I made no other contributions to Friends of

Mattingly.

4. The November 2, 1983 contribution was made in

response to a request for contributions to repay campaign debts

remaining from Senator Mattingly's 1980 campaign. I have no

recollection of my intended designations of the contributions

made in 1985. I am, however, a frequent contributor to federal

campaigns, and I make every effort to assure that I do not exceed

- contribution limits. This leads me to believe that it is

unlikely I made these contributions in such a way as to exceed

the limits set by federal law.

The foregoing is true and accurate to the best of my

knowledge, information and belief.

4 ta nkin it7A~h

Subscribed and sworn before me
this day of October, 1990

, //-,4 3

Notary PAblic

My commission expires:



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

776 K SrNECT, N.W.

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20006

(202) 420-7000

FACSIMILE
JAN WITOLL BARAN October 22, 1990 (202)429-7049

(2C2; 429- 33C TELEX 248349 WYRN URI,...-

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W. pa-
Washington, D.C. 20463

ATTN: Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.

Re: MUR 2989 (Murray)

Dear Mr. Noble:

Please find enclosed the Affidavits of R. Danny Murray
and his wife, Janice C. Murray, and attached documentation.

__ These materials are provided to the Commission in Response to
the Commission's Notice of Reason to Believe addressed to Mr.

tn Murray in Matter Under Review (MrR) 2989.

:1 The FEC's complaint allegos that R. Danny Murray made
NT contributions to the 1986 general election campaign account

of Friends of Mattingly totaling $3,475 and alleges excess
r contributions by Mr. Murray totaling $2,475. As the attached

Affidavits clearly state, the contributions noted by the
I, Commission were from Danny and Janice Murray's joint checking

account and represent contributions from b Mr. & Mrs.
Murray, to be allocated between the two of them and
designated to the Mattingly campaign's primary and general
election accounts.

Moreover, the allocation letter signed by Danny Murray
(and attached to his Affidavit) demonstrates that at the time
the $2,500 contribution was made in 1986, he made an
individual effort to assure that his wife's and his own
contributions were properly reported to the Mattingly
campaign and were within permissible limits of the law. The
Murrays received representations that the Mattingly campaign
did indeed have a primary debt. The burden of proper
reporting, redesignation and refund of the contribution, if
required, fell squarely on the Mattingly campaign.



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

Mr. Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
October 22, 1990
Page 2

I. Inaccurate ReDorting

This matter is complicated by the fact that the
Mattingly Committee allocated and reported the Murrays'
contributions without regard to the allocation letter from
the Murrays. Although the allocations disclosed in the FEC's
records reflect contributions entirely within the Murrays'
individual contribution limits, the reports do not reflect
the allocation requested by the Murrays as relayed to the
Mattingly campaign, nor do the reports reflect the order in
which the contributions were issued. (The relevant pages of
the 1986 Friends of Mattingly October quarterly and pre-
general reports are attached hereto).

Three checks were issued from the Murrays' joint
account. The first for $2,500 on September 16, 1986; the
second for $600 on September 22, 1986; and the third for $375
on October 1, 1986. While the original check for $2,500 was
to be allocated as follows (pursuant to the Murrays'

_ allocation letter) Danny A. Murray - $1,000 general account,
$250 primary account, Janice C. Murray - $1,000 general
account, $250 primary account, the campaign appears to have
first allocated the September 22 contribution of $600
entirely to Danny Murray. Thus, when the campaign later went
to report the earlier $2,500 check, it was prevented from
allocating that contribution according to the Murrays'

c instructions without violating the permissible contribution
limits. This same problem occurred with regard to the $375
contribution issued on October 1, 1990. Reporting the
contributions in this manner resulted in an inequitable
distribution of the Murrays' contributions so that $2,000 in
total was reported as being from Mr. Murray and $1,475 in
total was reported as being from Mrs. Murray. As shown
below, these amounts are inconsistent with the Murrays'
stated allocations.

II. Correct Allocation

Although the allocation assigned to these contributions
by the Mattingly Committee is completely within the
permissible individual limits of 2 U.S.C. § 441a, the
Mattingly campaign reports fail to reflect the allocation
intended by the Murrays. All checks from the Murrays' joint
account should have been divided equally between Danny and
Janice Murray and allocated as follows:



WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

Mr. Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
October 22, 1990
Page 3

9/16/86 R. Danny Murray

Janice C. Murray

9/22/86 R. Danny Murray
Janice C. Murray

10/1/86 R. Danny Murray
Janice C. Murray

$1,000
$250

$1,000
$250

$300
$300

general account
primary account
general account
primary account

primary account
primary account

$187.50 primary account
$187.50 primary account

If properly allocated as indicated above, the resulting
contributions would have been $1,000 to the general campaign
and $737.50 to the primary campaign for debt retirement for
both Danny Murray and Janice Murray. The Murray. should not
be held accountable for the failure of the Mattingly campaign
to follow their instructions, especially because the campaign
did rnot contact them further or refund the contributions,

Concluion

Both the allocation assigned by Friends of Mattingly
the allocation intended by the Murray* are within the
permissible limits of the law. This matter results from
misreporting by the campaign,, but not from any excessive
contributions. Accordingly,, I urge the General Counsel to
recommend no probable cause to believe that R. Danny Murray
violated the Act.

Sincerely,

Jan Witold Baran

Trevor Potter

nd

rpb
cc: Mr. and Mrs. R. Danny Murray



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of )
MUR 2989

State of_______)

AFFIDAVIT OF R. DANNY MURRAY

R. Danny Murray, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am R. Danny Murray. On September 16, 1986,

I signed a check payable to Friends of Mattingly for the

amount of $2,500 drawn on a joint account of my wife, Janice

C. Murray and myself (copy of check attached hereto).

2. Contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my wife, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my wife.

3. Shortly thereafter, I signed a letter to the

Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating that the

contribution was to be equally divided between my wife and

me. It was our understanding at the time that that action

was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My wife and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could
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allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my wife's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate the

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, I signed the above-

referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which indicated

the appropriate allocation of the contributions from my wife

and me between the campaign's primary and general election

* - accounts.

6. In addition, the Federal Election Commission

complaint indicates that I wrote two other checks payable to

Friends of Mattingly for $600 and $375 respectively. I have

been unable to locate copies of these checks, but I do

remember writing these checks to purchase tickets to a

Mattingly fundraiser which I distributed to my employees. I

have no recollection of expressly indicating to the Mattingly

committee how these contributions should be designated

between my wife and me or how the amounts should be allocated

between the primary and general election campaigns. I

assumed that the Mattingly committee would properly allocate
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these contributions to ensure my wife and I had not exceeded

the permissible limits, or that alternatively, the committee

would return any excess portions of those contributions to

me.

R. Dann{rMurray,/

State of 44C- )
County of ) ss.

bs ribed to and sworn before me this day of
, 1990.

*o~ry Public

MybiPubsio, GEn s,* ,t co,. ,-
My Commission E_____
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

County of f~iaIL
State of )U 28

AFFIDAVIT OF JANICE C. MURRAY

Janice C. Murray, first being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. I am Janice C. Murray. On September 16, 1986,

my husband, R. Danny Murray, signed a check payable to

Friends of Mattingly for the amount of $2,500 drawn on a

joint account of my husband and myself (copy of check

attached hereto).

2. contemporaneously with the giving of that

contribution to the Mattingly campaign for the United States

Senate, it was my intent that the amount be jointly given

with my husband, resulting in a contribution of $1,250 from

myself and $1,250 from my husband.

3. Shortly thereafter, my husband signed a letter

to the Mattingly campaign (copy attached hereto) indicating

that the contribution was to be equally divided between him

and me. It was our understanding at the time that that

action was sufficient to designate the allocation of the

contribution from our joint checking account equally between

the two of us.

4. My husband and I understood that there was a

campaign debt from the primary election and that we could
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allocate our contributions between the general campaign and

the payment of the primary debt. Based on that

understanding, it was therefore also our intent,

contemporaneous with the making of that donation, that $250

of my contribution and $250 of my husband's contribution be

allocated to the payment of that primary debt and that the

remaining $1,000 of each of our donations be allocated toward

Mattingly's general election campaign.

5. As evidence of our intent to allocate the

contributions between the primary and general campaigns at

the time the contributions were made, my husband signed the

above-referenced letter to the Mattingly campaign which

indicated the appropriate allocation of the contributions

'1 from my husband and me between the campaign's primary and

general election accounts.

Jnice C. Murray

State of -,)
County of L

.  4 "-?i) ss.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this UL day of
September, 1990.

f Public. GwinettCy fu.i

MCommiissioo Expires

My Commission Expires:______



Mr. Robert Mason
Finance Director
Friends or Mattingly
P.O. Box 1986
Atlanta. Georgia 30301-1986-'

Dear Bob:

As you are aware, my wife and I have purchased "photo op"tickets for the upcoming Mattingly Rally. Please let thisletter confirm my understanding that the contribution for thephoto op to the extent of $1,000.00 for myself and $1.000,00 formy wife constitutes a contribution to Friends of Mattingly foruse in the general election. I further understand that thecampaign has an outstanding primary debt; toward the retirementof that primary debt I have contributed $250.00 and my wife
$250.00.

CN Although for my convenience I have only provided you with onecheck for the combined amount, I did want to clarify my
understanding.

Please advise me If my understanding is contrary to the fact.

Sincerely.

Date: i'401re
NT~

'U Z/A'4; izs#

JANC C. MURRAy op
R. DAwY MURAmY
4144 CEDA KNOLL OR.

TUCKER. a3Ofty o the A .

For

1953

u__1



Da 01~bilsn Oa ate Contrilbutlon Amount of Intended Allocation InWms Mid Was Recorded Contribution Alioseton Mattngly Report
Sept. 22 Sept. 22 $600 $300 Danny Murray (Primary)

$300 Janice Murray (Primary)
$600 Danny Murray (General)

Oct. 1 Oct. 1 $375 $187.50 Danny Murray (Primary)
$187.50 Janice Murray (Primary)

I q $375 Danny Murray (General)

Set 16 Oct. 14 $2,500 $250 Danny Murray (Primary) $1,000 Danny Murray (Primary)
$250 Janice Murray (Primary) $475 Janice Murray (Primary)

$1.000 Dannay Murray (General) $25 Danny Murray (General)
_________ $1,000 Janice Murray (General) $1,000 Janice Murray (General)

S
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

) SENSITIVE.Friends of Mattingly and
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer ) MUR 2989
74 Individuals )
17 Political Committees
55 Corporations

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to believe

Friends of Mattingly ("the Mattingly Committee") and Donald P.

Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 432, 434(b), 441a(f),
%0 and 441b(a), and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.6(c)(3). The Commission granted

the Mattingly Committee an extension of time to respond until

August 31, 1990. On the same date the Commission also found

reason to believe 72 individuals had violated 2 U.S.C.

U-) 5 441a(a)(1)(A), 17 political committees had violated 2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a), and 55 corporations had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
On August 3, 1990, the Commission found reason to believe two

C additional individuals violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).

This report covers three individuals and a number of the

"corporate" respondents where action can be taken at this time.

II. LEGAL AND FACTUAL ANALYSIS

A. Individuals

1. Deceased

The responses on behalf of two individual respondents state

that they are deceased. The Citizens and Southern Trust Company

responded on behalf of A. T. Kennedy and noted that he had died

on September 20, 1985. The bank is one of the executors of the
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estate. Attachment 1. Counsel for Albert L. Luce, Jr., in

responding on behalf of Mr. Luce, noted in his letter that George

E. Luce, a brother and also a respondent in this matter, had died

on July 5, 1990. A further response confirming this was received

on August 29 from George Lucevs son-in-law. Attachment 2.

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission take no

further action with respect to A. T. Kennedy and George E. Luce

and close the file with respect to these respondents.

2. incapacitated

on July 30, 1990, J. Barnett Woodruff, a respondent in this

matter, filed a response on behalf of his sister Emily Woodruff,

who is also a respondent.

Therefore, this office recommends that the Commission take no

further action with respect to Emily Woodruff and close the file

as it pertains to her.'1

1. In a subsequent response on August 3, Mr. Woodruff notes that
-N in December-1988, he received a letter from the Mattingly

Committee regarding Emily Woodruff's $1,050 in excessive
contributions for the primary. This letter was evidently sent
while the audit was in progress. It asks the contributor to
indicate how he or she wanted the excess contribution to be
"listed." In response, Mr. Woodruff's sons agreed to have the
contribution listed in their names. Mr. Woodruff states in his
July 30 response that he had power of attorney for his sister and
was handling her business affairs in 1988. This Office does not
consider this effort to be a proper reattribution of Emily
Woodruff's contributions. instead, the letter from the Mattingly
Committee could be construed as its soliciting persons to, in
effect, make contributions in the names of others. While this
factor may bear on the findings with respect to the Mattingly
Committee, it does not alter our view that no further action
should be taken with respect to Emily Woodruff because of her
present incapacity.
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B. Corporations

1. Cashier's Check

The Commission found reason to believe Brown Brothers

Harriman & Co. ("Brown Brothers") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b on the

basis of a cashier's check written on its accounts and made

payable to Matt Mattingly for Senate in the amount of $1,000.

Brown Brothers has presented evidence that it did not make the

$1,000 contribution. In its response, it states:

Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. is a licensed Private
Bank and in the ordinary course of business it issues
Cashier's Checks for its clients at their request. The
contribution of $1,000 made to "Matt Mattingly for
Senate" was in the form of a Cashier's Check that we
issued, as a bank, to our client, J. M. Ireland, who in
turn made the contribution. The Cashier's Check was
issued persuant [sic) to her instructions on 6/5/86 and
the $1,000 was debited to her principal account as
indicated on the Cashier's Check.

-- A copy of the subject cashier's check does carry the notation

LO that payment was ordered by J. M. Ireland "Principal AC Personal

Funds." It has a "Friends of Mattingly" endorsement on the back.

Attachment 4. Commission regulations recognize that

contributions may be made by "check, money order, or other

written instrument." 11 C.F.R. S 104.8(c). Therefore, it
appears the use of a cashier's check from a private bank to make

a contribution to a federal candidate is permitted. Thus, the

evidence shows that Brown Brothers did not make a contribution to

the Mattingly Committee.

Accordingly, this Office will prepare a brief recommending

no probable cause on 2 U.S.C. S 441b with respect to Brown

Brothers Harriman & Co.
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2. Returned Checks

According to the Audit Division, the Mattingly Committee's

contribution check copies, beginning in June 1985, were numbered

consecutively from one to more than 20,000, apparently in order

of receipt. However, the Committee's deposit slips were not in

any way associated with the numbers on the contribution check

copies, and the auditors could not verify what checks made up a

deposit. The Committee told them that it thought the corporate

contribution checks it received had been returned, not deposited.

Nevertheless, due to the condition of the Committee's records,

'-N the auditors could not confirm whether copies of corporate checks

received by the Mattingly Committee were actually deposited.

Therefore, it included such contributions in its referral. As

expected, the responses from several corporate entities confirm

that their checks were returned, not deposited, by the Mattingly

Committee.

Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc. responded with a copy of the

voided check for $125 dated May 24, 1985, made payable to

_ "Georgia Tribute to the President." Yvonne Otts, broker/owner of

the respondent, also provided a copy of her personal check for

$125 dated May 31, 1985. Attachment 5. Thus, it appears the

corporate check was returned and replaced with a personal check.

Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc., responded by noting that

while it had been unable to find a copy of the check, it had been

able to determine that it had never been cashed and the check had

been voided. In support, counsel produced a copy of an internal

document listing the may 22, 1985, check (#30379) as outstanding
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on August 12, 1985, and another document indicating it had been

voided. A copy of the September 25, 1985, listing of outstanding

checks no longer includes #30379, thus, in counsel's view,

indicating the voiding had occurred. Counsel also discusses how

a check made payable to "Georgia Tribute to the President" found

its way to the Friends of Mattingly Committee. 2 Attachment 6.

The Lex Jolley & Co., Inc., responded by noting that it is a

small, family-owned company. Among the Mattingly Committee

records was a check dated November 12, 1985, from the Lex Jolley

& Co., Inc., for $500 payable to Friends of Mattingly. Malinda

J. Mortin, secretary/treasurer, states in a letter:

On November 12, 1985, I sent a corporate check for
what was a personal contribution. Unfortunately, I did
not think about the connection that would be made
between a corporate check and the Federal Campaign
Finance Law, but Senator Mattingly's campaign staff
realized that the check was a corporate check and
returned it on November 26, 1985. Since all of this
happened in the month of November, 1985 before I closed
my books for the month, this check was never credited to
a personal account on our books, but the check was
simply voided as shown on the attached copy.

In addition to a copy of the voided check, Ms. Mortin also

included a copy of the letter dated November 26, 1985, from the

Mattingly Committee returning the check. Attachment 7.

The audit also located a check dated December 2, 1985, for

$500 on an account of oral and Maxillofacial Surgery Associates

and signed by Dr. J. David Allen along with a response item

2. other contributors who made checks to the Georgia Tribute to
the President in 1985 have also claimed they did not realize thefunds would go or actually went to the Mattingly Committee.
After receiving and reviewing the Mattingly Committee's response,
this Office will consider whether further inquiry regarding this
event is warranted.
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addressed to the Mack Mattingly Senate Club. In response,

Beverly Allen, business manager, enclosed a photocopy of the

check that had been voided. She notes that "the check was never

processed, but, rather, was returned to us unused." She adds

that the check was voided and no endorsement was made on it.

She states that apparently "the financial advisor to the campaign

caught our (unintended) error, since we were not fully informed

as to the differences in the Georgia laws versus the federal laws

at that time." Attachment 8.

Also among the Mattingly Committee records was a check dated

November 15, 1985, for $250 payable to Friends of Mattingly and

drawn on an account of The Pinkerton and Laws Company. In

response, J. P. Cranmer, senior vice president, notes that the

company "found that a check had been process [sic) through our

accounting system, but subsequently was voided." A copy of the

voided check was attached.3 He further notes that 0[alfter a

diligent search of our accounting records, we can find no

instance of any contribution in connection with the election

campaign of Mack Mattingly or any other candidate for public

office." Attachment 9.

These respondents have each produced statements and documents

to support their claim that the corporate checks were returned

and voided. Therefore, this Office recommends that the

Commission take no further action with respect to Century 21 Cook

3. The copy of the check does not reproduce clearly.
Nevertheless, an examination of the copy indicates it is the same
check noted during the audit.
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Realty, Inc.; Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc.; Lex Jolley &

Co., Inc.; Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery Associates; and The

Pinkerton and Laws Company and close the file as it pertains to

these respondents.
4

3. Not Incorporated or Not a Corporate Account

As part of its review, the Audit Division sought to verify

the corporate status of apparent cnrporatp rontributors with the

Georgia Secretary ot State or similar nffirps in other states.

Several of these respondents have submitted qtatements to the

effect that they were or are not incorporated ot that the check

was not drawn on a corporate account.

The Mattingly Committee records included two checks on the

account of Collins Brothers of Vienna, Georgia. One check for

-- $100 dated July 26, 1985, and another check for $25 dated June

27, 1986, were made payable to Friends of Mattingly. In

response, Larry Collins, a partner of Collins Brothers Farms,

stated that "Collins Brothers is a general partnership and not a

4. Although this Office will recommend that the Commission
find no probable cause to believe that Brown Brothers Harriman &
Co. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), we are recommending no further
action against these other respondents because of the difference
in the weight of the evidence obtained by this Office. In the
Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. situation, the documentary evidence
clearly indicates that there was no corporate contribution. The
Audit Division agrees that the documentary evidence shows that
there was no corporate contribution by Brown Brothers Harriman &
Co.

However, with respect to the respondents in this section,
this Office is accepting the statements provided in the responses
as accurate, rather than expending more of the Commission's
resources to verify each response. But because of the
circumstances surrounding these particular contributions such as
their size, and the fact that it appears they were returned, this
Office believes that the Commission should take no further
action against these respondents.
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corporation." He notes that there is a Collins Bros., Inc.

located around Atlanta, but that there is no connection with

Collins Brothers of Vienna. Attachment 10. When the Audit

Division contacted the Georgia Secretary of State, they were told

that there is a "Collins Brothers Corporation" in Georgia.

The records also contained two checks drawn on an account in

the name of J. R. "Jimmy" Curry d'ha Curry Farm Supply in

Shellman, Georgia. One check for $100 dated August 13,, 1985,

and another for $50 dated April 3, 1986, were made payable to

Friends of Mattingly. A response from Eddie E. Arnold, Jr., a

certified public accountant in Cuthbert, Georgia, states that he

does the accounting and income tax work for J. R. Curry, Jr.,

d/b/a/ Curry Farm Supply. He states:

The political contribution mentioned in your letter was
a personal contribution made by J. R. Curry, Jr. using a

t ) Curry Farm Supply check. Curry Farm Supply is [a] sole
proprietorship operated by Mr. Curry and reported for

Iincome tax purposes on Schedule "C" of his individual
form 1040. Curr Farm Supply is not a corporation.
You should be ab to verify this fact from his federal
I.D. number

C We do not understand how the Georgia Secretary of
State office could have verified the corporate status of
Curry Farm Supply unless they got the name confused with
a different business, Curry Farms, Inc.

Attachment 11.

The audit discovered among the Mattingly Committee records a

check for $150 dated February 13, 1986, drawn on an account in

the name of J & W Farms of Glennviile, Georgia, and made payable

to "Friends of Mac Mattingly." In response, we received a letter

from Wayne Durrence that states: "I am informing you that J & W

FARMS is not now and has never been .egistered as a corporate
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entity." Attachment 12.

Among the Mattingly Committee records was a copy of a check

for $200 dated October 23, 1986, drawn on an account in the name

of Pacelli High School in Columbus, Georgia, and made payable to

Friends of Mattingly. Copied with the check was a note on the

letterhead of J. Barnett Woodruff indicating that "these" would

allow three individuals to visit with the President. In

response, Sylvia A. Meares, office manager, states that the check

was for two tickets to a presidential breakfast to permit a

student and a teacher to attend. Attached to her response are

two documents for the request and disbursement of this check that

support her statement. She notes that "Pacelli's participation

in this event was not in support of any candidate or either

- party." More importantly, she notes: "Pacelli High School is

LO not a corporation. We operate under the auspices of the Catholic

Diocese of Savannah and all property is owned by the Diocese."

She adds that there may have been some confusion with Pacelli

Education Foundation, Inc. or that Pacelli Home and School

Association may have submitted an application for incorporation

around that time. Attachment 13.

The Mattingly Committee records also included a copy of a

check for $285 dated September 16, 1986, drawn on an account in

the name of Reeves, Avary Associates and made payable to Friends

of Mattingly. The check also contains the handwritten name and

address of Robert F. Reeves and the notation "19 tickets" in the

memo line. In response, Robert F. Reeves states:

Reeves, Avary Associates, Inc. had been a corporation
made up of myself and a partner to provide management
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consulting services to companies wishing to improve
their productivity. However, our business effort was
not successful, and the corporation was dissolved in
1985 and the Georgia Secretary of State's office was
notified.

He adds that in 1985 he became a full time contractor associated

with A. L. Williams under the name Robert F. Roeves d/b/a/

Reeves, Avary Associates. He states that Reeves, Avary was no

longer a corporation but a doing business as name only. He adds

that in 1986 the A L. Williams organization supported a

fundraising rally for Mack Mattingly at the Omni complex in

Atlanta. He states that as a regional vice president "I had to

purchase the tickets for all the people in my down line

organization." Because he viewed this as a personal business

expense, he says he paid for the tickets with a check from "my

-- personal business account." He reiterates that Reeves, Avary was

tf) not a corporation at that time. Attachment 14.

The Mattingly Committee records contained a copy of a check

for $250 dated November 11, 1985, and drawn on an account in the

name of Whilom L. Reno and Associates of Statesboro, Georgia.

Francis C. Long, an accountant for William L. Reno, responded by

noting that while Mr. Reno is the sole shareholder of a

corporation called William J. Reno and Associates, Inc., the

contribution did come from a corporate bank account. Instead,

Mr. Long states that Mr. Reno also operates a real estate agency

known as "Mr. William J. Reno, d/'bi'a William J. Reno and

Associates." Mr. Long states that the contribution to the

Mattingly Committee "was made by Mr. Reno personally." He says

the check "was drawn on a personal account of Mr. Reno's" and
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"did not come from a corporation." Attachment 15.

The Mattingly Committee records also included a check for

$250 dated June 10, 1985, drawn on an account in the name of

Riverside Development of Macon, Georgia, and made payable to

Friends of Mattingly. The name "Charles H. Jones" was

handwritten on the check. Mr. Jones responded on the letterhead

of Ocmulgee Fields, Inc., of Macon and included a letter from his

accountant, Roy W. Wyche. Mr. Wyche states in his letter to Mr.

Jones that he has been Mr. Jones' accountant and tax advisor for

over 33 years. He further states:

\0 Riverside Developments is not now a corporation and
never has been since you adopted the name as a "trade
name" over 25 years ago.

The name is used for a bank account to account for
all of your personal business income and expenses. ...
In addition, you pay charitable contributions, property
taxes, life insurance premiums and some personal
non-business expenditures through this account.

!f) Mr. Wyche further notes that the IRS has reviewed this account

and accepted it as a personal operating account. He then adds

that if the Georgia Secretary of State's office has a record of a

corporation named Riverside Developments, it must belong to

someone else. He again emphasizes that Riverside Developments is

merely a trade name. Attachment 16.

The Mattingly Committee also reported a $500 contribution

from Bill Taylor & Associates of Jacksonville, Florida. William

M. Taylor filed a response that enclosed a copy of a check for

$500 dated February 19, 1985, drawn on an account in the name of

Bill Taylor and Associates of Jacksonville, Florida. in his

letter, Mr. Taylor states that there "appear-, to be some
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confusion abut the account on which Bill Taylor, an individual,

made a contribution to the Friends of Mattingly in connection

with the 1986 Senate Election." He states that the account on

which the check was drawn "is5 clearly a personal account and has

always been." He says that when he incorporated in 1983, the

corporate account had "Inc." added. He enclosed a copy of

corporate check which carries a different account number than the

check used to make the contribution. Attachment 17.

The reports of the Mattingly Co~mmittee included an entry for

a $500 contribution from Willis and Veenstra Investment Company.

In response on The Willis Group, Inc., letterhead, Lynwood G.

Willis stated: "Willis and Veenstra Investment Company is not a

Florida Corporation. it is a General Partnership that was formed

on August 3, 1973, and is still in existence." He attached a

tt) copy of the contribution check for $500 dated February 15, 1985,

on an account in the name of Willis and Veenstra Investment Co.

in Jacksonville, Florida, and made payable to Friends of

Mattingly. He also included a copy of the executed partnership

agreement for Willis and Veenstra Investment Company dated August

3, 1973. The agreement states that the Willis and Veenstra

Investment Company is not incorporated. Mr. Willis does note

that there is a Willis and Veenstra Investment Co., Inc., that is

a Florida corporation. But he states that "it has never been

utilized nor has it even had a bank accouint." Attachment 18.

In view of the statements and 'information submitted by these

respondents, this Office recommends that the Commission take no

further action with respect to Collins Brothers, Curry Farm
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Supply, J & W Farms, Pacelli High School, Reeves, Avary

Associates, William 3. Reno and Associates, Riverside

Development, Bill Taylor & Associates, and Willis and Veenstra

Investment Company and close the file as it pertains to these

respondents.

4. Charged to individual

Several responses indicate that although the check may have

been drawn on a corporate account, it was charged to an

individual as a personal expense.

The audit located a check for $150 dated October 23, 1986,

co drawn on an account in the name of Dr. John C. Adams Jr., P.C. in

Statesboro, Georgia, and made payable to Friends of Mattingly.

In response Edwin G. Hill, the accountant for Dr. Adams, stated

that the "political contribution in question for the year ended

~J) December 31, 1986, was not in any way taken as a credit or as a

deduction on the tax return for the corporation." He states that

this "check was written on the corporate account because

no personal account existed for Dr. John C. Adams, Jr." He adds

that the "check upon being written was then treated as a personal

expense and added to the corporate shareholder's receivable

account." He notes that this account is periodically reimbursed

by Dr. Adams and that the contribution "was solely a personal

expenditure." He enclosed copips of the corporation's and Dr.

Adams' tax returns for 1986 to show that no corporate deduction

was taken for the contribution but that Dr. and Mrs. Adams took a

$100 deduction for a political contribution. Attachment 19.

The audit located a check from Dixie Trucking Company dated
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May 17, 1985, for $250 payable to Friends of Mattingly. In

response Marie L. Massey, manager, states that "the first check

for this contribution was returned by the Mattingly campaign

because of being a corporate contribution. This was replaced by

a check which was in turn charqed to three of the corporate

officers." She identifies these officprs as F. M. Fairman, John

A. Stubbs, and Carl G. Prendergast. The copy of the May 17,

1985, check has the names Mike Fairman and John Stubbs in the

memo line. She further states that on September 30, 1986, a

portion of the assets of Dixie Trucking Company was sold to an

individual, who is now operating Dixie as an individual, since he

did not buy the corporation. Attachment 20.

The Mattingly Committee records also included a copy of a

-- check for $150 dated October 24, 1986, drawn on an account in the

tr) name of Maricom Electronics, Inc., of Savannah, Georgia, and made

payable to Friends of Mack Mattingly. In response, Bill

Willingham, president, states that "a Maricom Electronics, Inc.

check was used to made a contribution of $150.00 to Matt

Mattinglys [sic] Senatorial Campaign." He states that he is

president of the corporation and "this amount of money was to

have been charged to my personal account." He adds that he has

instructed his accountant to check and be sure this was done. He

further notes that the corporation is controlled by five equal

partners and that they have never supported or made a

contribution to any political party or candidate. Attachment 21.

Also included in the records of the Mattingly Committee was a

check for $200 dated May 31, 1985, drawn on an account in the
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name of Bill Walker and Associates of St. Simons Island# Georgia,

and made payable to Mack Mattingly Re-election Campaign along

with a response item with the name of William Q. Walker on it.

The records also contained a check for $100 dated February 19,

1986, drawn on an account of Bill Walker and Associates at a

different bank and made payable to Mack Mattingly Friends along

with a response item. It also contains a handwritten notation

"personal account" next to the account holder's name. In

response, William Q. Walker, Jr., president, states that "Bill

Walker & Associates is a 100"- wholly owned corporation owned by

myself."

He adds that the business was originally a proprietorship

"using my only personal checking account for business purposes."

He said it was later changed into a corporation and the checking

account "was then placed into the corporate use before I opened a

personal account." He said he thought his wife's account was

sufficient for general household purposes, but discovered that he

was issuing corporate checks and "charging my personal

reimbursement account within corporate books." As he saw his

personal check writing becoming more than he had predicted, he

then opened a personal account but "not before this incident,

however." He states that the corporation's practice regarding

personal bills paid from the corporate account was to "reimburse

the corporation from my personal account for any rorporate checks

written for personal expenses." He adds that "the contributions

in question were charged directly to my pprsonal account and were

paid for by myself in after tax dollars." fie continues that he
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was not fully aware of the details about how contributions to

federal candidates should be made and any errors he made were

"inadvertent and unintentional." His statement purports to be

sworn to. Attachment 22.

The Commission has previously recognized that contributions

made for nonrepayable drawing accounts are permissible under the

Act. See Advisory Opinion 1978-42. A ptiblished notice on this

question states:

The Commission distinguishes among three types of
corporate accounts used by employees: 1) repayable
drawing accounts, 2) non-repayable drawing accounts and,
3) expense accounts. Contributions made from drawing
accounts that the employee is responsible to repay will
be considered corporate contributions for the
outstanding period of the draw, however, contributions
made from non-repayable drawing accounts established to
permit personal draws against salary, profits or
commissions will be considered personal contributions.
Contributions written against standard expense accounts
are prohibited as corporate contributions.

U)
See 2 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) q 9064 (1978).

The descriptions of the corporate accounts given in these

responses appear to refer to repayable accounts rather than

nonrepayable drawing accounts, although the information presently

available leaves some uncertainty. Nevertheless, we note that

the amounts in question range from only $150 to $300 and that all

of these contributions were apparently charged to individuals

personally for tax purposes.

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission take no

further action with respect to Dr. John C. Adams, Jr., P.C.;

Dixie Trucking Company; Maricom Electronics, Inc.; and Bill

Walker & Associates and close the file as it pertains to these
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respondents.

5. Other Circumstances

Five other corporate respondents involve contributions

ranging from $150 to $300.

A check for $250 dated December 5, 1985, drawn on an account

in the name of Avail-Ability Inc. of Lithia Springs, Georgia, was

among those reviewed by the audit. The rheck is made payable to

Freddi S. Hagin, who is also the signatory on the check, and is

noted as "personal salary" on the memo line. In response, Ms.

Hagin states:

I have no recollection of this matter which you alledge
[sic) to have occurred in 1986, and unfortunately my
records are not readily accessible from for this period
of time; however, I would ask the Commission's favorable

V) consideration towards me in this matter since the
alledged [sic) action was done out of ignorance rather
than malice. Since I do not remember the specific
contribution, there is little I can offer by way of

tLO explanation. I can assure you, however, that it was not
_my intent to violate the law.

She also questions why the Mattingly campaign did not return the

Ccheck and request a personal one. Attachment 23.

The Bibb Distributing Company also made a contribution to the

Mattingly Committee of $250 in a check dated June 14, 1985, drawn

on a company account with the name "Winburn E. Stewart Jr.,

Pres." written across the top. In responsp, Robert M. Nicholson,

comptroller and secretary, states that the company "does not

contest" that it made this contribution, which he says was "given

to Matt Mattingly." He adds that in 1986, Winhurn E. Stewart,

Jr., bought out his father's ownership of the company.

Attachment 24.
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The Mattingly Committee records also included a check for

$150 dated October 1, 1986, drawn on an account in the name of

Cathedral of Faith Church of God in Christ Executive Fund in

Atlanta, Georgia, and made payable to Friends of Mattingly

Committee. it was signed by Jonathan Greer and included a

contributor information card with his name. The memo line of the

check states "One Reservation/Georgia Victory." In response,

Pastor Greer acknowledges that the church made a contribution to

the campaign but without any intent to violate the law. He

states:

As best as we can remember, we were approached by
the Mattingly Campaign Office to solicit volunteers to
help in his campaign in Southwest Atlanta. The
volunteers' task were to distribute campaign literature
and receive donations from persons who wish to
contribute. There contributions totaled $150.00 and
were freely given by the general public. As a result,
one check was given as the donations were cash in

LI) various denominations of money.

He asks that the Commission "forgive us for this oversight."

Attachment 25.

A $300 check dated April 3, 1986, drawn on an account in the

name of Gary Cooper Construction Account Flintside Subdivision in

Albany, Georgia, and made payable to Friends of Mattingly

Committee was also among the records reviewed by the audit.

There was also a contributor information card identifying Gary

and Sissy Cooper as the contributors. En response, Gary Cooper

states that he was unaware this contribution violated the Act.

He says he was solicited by the Mattingly campaign manager for

Albany. He proffers no defense othc'r than ignoranre of the Act.

He further notes that after contacting this office he had lunch
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with Rep. Charles Hatcher, who told him that the candidate should

have returned the check and that the responsibility lies with the

candidate. Attachment 26.

The Mattingly Committee records also contained a check for

$250 dated May 24, 1985, drawn on an account in the name of

Vaughn Lumber Company of Forsyth, Georgia, and made payable to

Georgia Tribute to the President. The memo line indicates it was

a donation by A. Lee Vaughn. In response, A. Lee Vaughn states

that after receiving the notification letter in this matter, "and

locating this old check, I note that it was endorsed by Friends

of Mattingly." He adds that "it is hard to remember that far

back, but to the best of my knowledge, at the time I wrote the

check, I thought it was going toward some programs of the

President, not to Mack Mattingly." Attachment 27.

U") Based on the relative small amounts involved and the other

In noted circumstances, this office recommends that the Commission

take no further action with respect to Avail-Ability, Inc.; Bibb

Distributing Company; Cathedral of Faith Church of God in Christ;

Gary Cooper Construction; and Vaughn Lumber Company and close the

file as it pertains to these respondents.

6. Preprobable Cause Conciliation

Three corporate respondents have requested preprobable cause

conciliation.

The Mattingly Committee records had a copy of a check for

$250 dated April 25, 1985, drawn on an account in the name of

Fesperman Insurance Company of Waycross, Georgia, signed by Sandy

Smart, and made payable to Friends of Mattingly. It was



-20-

accompanied with a response item in the form of a membership

enrollment form in the Mack Mattingly Senate Club from Tommy

Fesperman, an insurance agent. In response counsel for Fesperman

Insurance Company enclosed an affidavit from George T.

Fesperman, Jr., president, that states the company did make such

a contribution. He adds that until recently neither he nor the

company knew such a contribution was illegal and that he has

never made a contribution in the past. Counsel stresses that Mr.

Fesperman did not have any "criminal intent" to violate the Act.

Attachment 28. In view of the amount involved, this Office

recommends that the Commission decline to enter into preprobable

cause conciliation with Fesperman Insurance Company and instead

take no further action with respect to it and close the file as

it pertains to the company.

The Independent Freight Forwarders and Customs Brokers

Association of Savannah, Inc., requested preprobable cause

conciliation in its response. The audit workpapers include a

photocopy of a $500 check dated March 13, 1984, drawn on an

account in the name of the association and made payable to

Friends of Mattingly Committee. The photocopy of the check is

also on a piece of Mattingly Committee stationery dated March 19,

1984, from Donald P. Gammon, treasurer. It is addressed to the

association and informs them that the Committee cannot accept

corporate contributions. Gammon states that he is returning the

check and adds that he would be happy to accept a contribution on

a personal check. In response Hetald J. Bresnihan, treasurer of

the association, notes that thpy sent two persons to a reception
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in honor of Mack Mattingly in Savannah on March 16, 1984, at a

cost of $500. Attachment 29. In checking its records the

association apparently discovered it had written the check to the

Mattingly Committee, but did not discover that the check had been

returned. Because it appears that the check was returned after

the event and after it had been reviewed promptly by the

treasurer, we recommend that the Commission decline to enter into

preprobable cause conciliation with the association and instead

take no further action with respect to it and close the file as

it pertains to the association.

The Mattingly Committee records also included a check for

$250 dated March 6, 1984, drawn on an account in the name of

Morris Newspaper Corporation of Savannah, Georgia, and made

- payable to the Friends of Mattingly Committee. It also is

tf) accompanied by a copy of a letter dated March 7, 1984, from the

treasurer to the corporation. The treasurer states that the

Committee cannot accept corporate checks and is returning the

$250 check. He also indicates that he could accept a

contribution on a personal check. In response, Christopher H.

Beecher states that after receiving the notification letter, the

corporation "researched our files and are unable to either

confirm or refute this allegation." He says that in the absence

of any information, "we must assume that the contribution was

made and made out of ignorance to the facts of the law."

Attachment 30. Because the information indicates that the $250

check was promptly returned, this Office recommends that the

Commission decline to enter into preprobable cause conciliation
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with Morris Newspaper Corporation and instead take no further

action with respect to it and close the file as it pertains to

the corporation.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Decline to enter into preprobable cause
conciliation with Fesperman Insurance Company,
Independent Freights Forwarders and Customs Brokers
Association, and Morris Newspaper Corporation prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

2. Take no further action with respect to the
following respondents and close the file as it pertains
to them:

a. A. T. Kennedy
b. George E. Luce
c. Emily Woodruff
d. Dr. John C. Adams, Jr., P.C.
e. Avail-Ability, Inc.

'1' f. Bibb Distributing Company
g. Cathedral of Faith Church of God in Christ
h. Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.
i. Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc.
j. Collins Brothers
k. Gary Cooper Construction
1. Curry Farm Supply
M. Dixie Trucking Company
n. Fesperman Insurance Company
o. Independent Freight Forwards and Customs

Brokers Association
p. J & W Farms
q. Lex Jolley & Co., Inc.
r. Maricom Electronics, Inc.
s. Morris Newspaper Corporation
t. Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery Associates
u. Pacelli High School
v. The Pinkerton and Laws Co.
w. Reeves, Avary Associates
x. William L. Reno and Associates
y. Riverside Development
z. Bill Taylor & Associates
aa. Vaughn Lumber Company
bb. Bill Walker and Associates
cc. Willis and Veenstra Investment Co.
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3. Approve the appropriate letters.
5

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY:_ _

Date LTiG.erner
Associat~ General Counsel

Attachments
1. Kennedy response and audit document
2. Luce responses and audit document
3. Woodruff responses and audit document
4. Brown Bros. Harriman response
5. Century 21 Cook Realty response and audit document
6. Century 21 of the Southeast response and audit document
7. Lex Jolley & Co. response and audit document
8. Oral and Maxillofacial response and audit document
9. Pinkerton and Laws response and audit document
10. Collins Bros. response and audit document
11. Curry Farm Supply response and audit document
12. J & W Farms response and audit document
13. Pacelli High School response and audit document
14. Reeves, Avary Associates response and audit document

'49 15. William J. Reno & Associates response and audit document
16. Riverside Development response and audit document
17. Bill Taylor & Associates response
18. Willis and Veenstra Investment Co. response
19. Dr. John C. Adams, Jr., P.C. response and audit document
20. Dixie Trucking Company response and audit document
21. Maricom Electronics response and audit document
22. Bill Walker and Associates response and audit document
23. Avail-Ability response and audit document
24. Bibb Distributing Company response and audit document
25. Cathedral of Faith Church response and audit document
26. Gary Cooper Construction response and audit document
27. Vaughn Lumber Company response and audit document
28. Fesperman Lumber Company response and audit document
29. Freight Forwarders response and audit document
30. Morris Newspaper Corp. response and audit document

Staff persons: Elizabeth Campbell
Jeffrey D. Long
George F. Rishel

5. The letters to the respondents for which taking no further
action is recommended will contain the admonition regarding the
prohibition on corporate contributions.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Friends of Mattingly and
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer;
74 Individuals;
17 Political Committees;
55 Corporations.

MUR 2989

CERTIFICATION

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

Commission, do hereby certify that on October 22, 1990, the

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

actions in MUR 2989:

1. Decline to enter into preprobable cause
conciliation with Fesperman Insurance
Company, Independent Freights Forwarders
and Customs Brokers Association, and
Morris Newspaper Corporation prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

(continued)



Federal Election Commission Page 2
Certification for MUR 2989
October 22, 1990

2. Take no further action with respect to
A. T. Kennedy, George E. Luce, Emily
Woodruff, Dr. John C. Adams, Jr., P.C.,
Avail-Ability, Inc., Bibb Distributing
Company, Cathedral of Faith Church of
God in Christ, Century 21 Cook Realty,
Inc., Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc.,
Collins Brothers, Gary Cooper Construction,
Curry Farm Supply, Dixie Trucking Company,
Fesperman Insurance Company, Independent
Freight Forwards and Customs Brokers
Association, J & W Farms, Lex Jolley & Co.,
Inc., Maricom Electronics, Inc., Morris

C: Newspaper Corporation, Oral & Maxillofacial
Surgery Associates, Pacelli High School, The
Pinkerton and Laws Co., Reeves, Avary
Associates, William L. Reno and Associates,
Riverside Development, Bill Taylor &
Associates, Vaughn Lumber Company, Bill
Walker and Associates, and Willis and
Veenstra Investment Co., and close the
file as it pertains to these respondents.

3. Approve the appropriate letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated October 16, 1990.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald, McGarry,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date rjorie W. Emons
cretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Wed., Oct. 17, 1990 11:13 a.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Thurs., Oct. 17, 1990 11:00 a.m.
Deadline for vote: Mon., Oct. 22, 1990 11:00 a.m.

dh
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November 5,1990

John E. Stumbo, Esq.
305 Knoxville Street
Fort Valley, GA 31030

RE: MUR 2989
George E. Luce

Dear Mr. Stumbo:

On July 20, 1990, a letter was sent to George E. Luce, to
-- notify him that the Federal Election Commission found reason to

believe that he had violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A). On
* - August 29, 1990, we received a letter from you in response to

the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

-- action against George E. Luce, and closed the file as it
pertains to George E. Luce. The file will be made part of the

If public record within 30 days after this matter has been closed
with respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish

* dto submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of this
letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence H. Noble
General Counsel

BY: b G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FFDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(;I()N D( P1044

November 5,1990
Jon G. White
Senior Vice President
Citizens and Southern Trust Company
P.O. Box 4446
Atlanta, GA 30302

RE: MUR 2989
A.T. Kennedy

Dear Mr. White:

On July 20, 1990, a letter was sent to A.T. Kennedy, to
notify him that the Federal Election Commission found reason to
believe that he had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). On
August 7, 1990, we received a letter from you in response to the
Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against A.T. Kennedy, and closed the file as it pertains
to A.T. Kennedy. The file will be made part of the public
record within 30 days after this matter has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

C record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of this
letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence H. Noble
General Counsel

BY: b G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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November 5,1990

Mr. Gary D. Cooper
Gary Cooper Construction Co.

2507 West Doublegate Drive
Albany, GA 31707

RE: MUR 2989

Gary Cooper Construction

Dear Mr. Cooper:

On August 3, 1990, Gary Cooper Construction was notified

that the rederal Election Commission found reason to believe that

r it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 17, 1990, you

submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe

finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Gary Cooper Construction, and closed the file as

Lf it pertains to Gary Cooper Construction. The file will be made

part of the public record within 30 days after this matter has

been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.

Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to

appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of your

receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the

Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)

and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality

under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver

must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Mr. Gary D. Coose
MU 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C S 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: tas G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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November 5,1990

Ms. June E. Edmondson, Esq.

Williams & Jensen, P.C.

1101 Connecticut Ave., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 2989
Century 21 of the
Southeast, Inc.

Dear Ms. Edmondson:

On August 3, 1990, Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc., was

notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to

believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 44lb(a). On August 24,

1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to

believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

action against Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc., and closed the
file as it pertains to Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc.. The

file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after

this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal

materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be

#sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

(, The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)

and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality

under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver

must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



.June Edmondsor Esq.
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C S 44lb(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: trf's G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

%0
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November 5,1990

Ms. Yvonne Otts
Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.
108 South Thornton Avenue
P.O. Box 926
Dalton, GA 30722-0926

RE: MUR 2989
Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.

Dear Ms. Otts:

,N. On August 3, 1990, Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc. was notified
that the rederal Election Commission found reason to believe that
it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 8, 1990, you
submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc., and closed the file
as it pertains to Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.. The file will be
made part of the public record within 30 days after this matter
has been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of your

C receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the
Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Ms. Yvonne Otts
NUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a c'ndidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.s.C 5 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: tV1i G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO\

November 5,1990

Mr. Robert M. Nicholson
Comptroller & Secretary
Bibb Distributing Company

6401 Hawkinsville Road
P.O. Box 929
Macon, GA 31202

RE: MUR 2989
Bibb Distributing Company

Dear Mr. Nicholson:

On August 3, 1990, Bibb Distributing Company was notified

that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that

it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On August 28, 1990, you
submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe

rfinding.

- After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

action against Bibb Distributing Company, and closed the file as

it pertains to Bibb Distributing Company. The file will be made

part of the public record within 30 days after this matter has

been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.

Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to

appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of your

receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the

Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)

1and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality

under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



r.Robert M. N l 1son
RUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C S 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: tVTS G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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November 5,1990

Mr. William Q. Walker, Jr.
President
Bill Walker & Associates
McKinnon Airport
St. Simons Island, GA 31522

RE: MUR 2989
Bill Walker & Associates

Dear Kr. Walker:

On August 3, 1990, Bill Walker & Associates was notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that it had violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a). On August 8, 1990, you
submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Bill Walker & Associates, and closed the file as
it pertains to Bill Walker & Associates. The file will be made

tn part of the public record within 30 days after this matter has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.

* - Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
N r appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of

your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 4379(a)(4)(5)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: U1.G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. ODC 20463

November 5, 1990

Ms. Freddi S. Hagin
president
Avail-Ability, Inc.
561 Thornton Road
Suite S
Lithia Springs, GA 30057

RE: MUR 2989
Avail-Ability, Inc.

Dear Ms. Hagin:

On August 3, 1990, Avail-Ability, Inc. was notified that the
Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that it had
violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 18, 1990, you submitted a
response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Avail-Ability, Inc., and closed the file as it
pertains to Avail-Ability, Inc.. The file will be made part of

tthe public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on

the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of

C the General Counsel.

rThe confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is

rV, closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



is. rceddi S. N84
NUR 2989
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The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C 5 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: tVT1s G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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November 5, 1990

Edwin G. Hill
Dabbs, Hickman, Hill & Cannon
P.O. Box 727
319 South Main Street
Statesboro, GA 30458

RE: HUR 2989
Dr. John C. Adams, Jr., P.C.

Dear Mr. Hill:

On August 3, 1990, Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. was notified that
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that hehad violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 10, 1990, you
submitted a response to the Commissionos reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Dr. John C. Adams, Jr., and closed the file as itpertains to Dr. John C. Adams, Jr. The file will be made part
of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receiptof this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter isclosed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 4 37g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Your client should
take immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur
in the future.

..........



Edwin G. Hill
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If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G.' Lerner
Associate General Counsel

-L
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FEDERAL ELECTIO\ COM.MoISSION

J. Barnett Woodruff
P.O. Box 750 November 5,1990

Columbus, GA 31902-0750
RE: MUR 2989

Emily Woodruff

Dear Mr. Woodruff:

On July 20, 1990, a letter was sent to Emily Woodruff, to
notify her that the Federal Election Commission found reason to
believe that she had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 44la(a)(1)(A). On

'0 July 30, 1990, we received a letter from you in response to the
Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

,ll action against Emily Woodruff, and closed the file as it
pertains to Emily Woodruff. The file will be made part of the
public record within 30 days after this matter has been closed
with respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish
to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

_record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of this
letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(S)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: 6 -' G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COM0MISSIO\

Dr. Jonathan Greer II, Pastor November 5,1990

Cathedral of Faith C.O.G.I.C.
1137 Avon Avenue, S.W.
Atlanta, GA 30310

RE: MUR 2989
Cathedral of Faith Church
of God in Christ

Dear Dr. Greer:

On August 3, 1990, Cathedral of Faith Church of God in
Christ was notified that the Federal Election Commission found

reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On

August 10, 1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's

reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

action against Cathedral of Faith Church of God in Christ, and

closed the file as it pertains to Cathedral of Faith C.O.G.I.C..

L) The file will be made part of the public record within 30 days

after this matter has been closed with respect to all other

respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or

legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so

within ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials

c should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)

and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality

under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver

must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Dr. Jonathan Greer i, Pastor
MUR 2989
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The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C 5 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: tvj's G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

CO
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November 5,1990

Mr. A. Lee Vaughn
President
Vaughn Lumber Company
P.O. Box 31
Forsyth, GA 31029

RE: MUR 2989

Vaughn Lumber Company

CN Dear Mr. Vaughn:

On August 3. 1990, Vaughn Lumber Company was notified that
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that it
had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On August 8, 1990, you
submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
LO Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

action against Vaughn Lumber Company, and closed the file as it
pertains to Vaughn Lumber Company. The file will be made part of
the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 4379(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Mc. A. Lee Vaugh, President
NUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is aviolation of 2 U.S.C S 441b(a). You should take immediate stepsto insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: LVfls G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

0
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November 5,1990

J. P. Cranmer
Senior Vice President
The Pinkerton and Laws Company
875 Douglas Road, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30342

RE: MUR 2989
The Pinkerton and Laws
Company

- Dear Mr. Cranmer:

On August 3, 1990, the Pinkerton and Laws Company was
notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to
believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 14,
1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to
believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against the Pinkerton and Laws Company, and closed the
file as it pertains to the Pinkerton and Laws Company. The file

,;T will be made part of the public record within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

C- involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be
sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(s)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

M- 1 4 1 : 1- 1 lr I 1 1. 1-1 .



Mr. J. P. Cranmer
MUR 2989
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The Commission reminds you hat using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidat- for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C S 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: tVI' G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

w10
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FEDERAL ELECTION CO,'MISSION

November 5,1990

Ms. Beverly Allen

Business Manager
oral and Maxillofacial Surgery

Associates
5243 Snapfinger Woods Dr.
Suite 106
Decatur, GA 30035

RE: MUR 2989
Oral and Maxillofacial
Surgery Associates

Dear Ms. Allen:

On August 3, 1990, Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery Associates

was notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to,j believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 14,

1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to

believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

action against Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery Associates, and

closed the file as it pertains to Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery

Associates. The file will be made part of the public record

within 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect 
to

rll all other respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any

factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please

do so within ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such

materials should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)

and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Ms. Beverly A1l*
NUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C 5 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: tr's' G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

"-'
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November 5,1990

Mr. Christopher H. Beecher
Morris Newspaper Corporation
P.O. Box 8167
Savannah, GA 31412

RE: MUR 2q89

Morris Newspaper Corporation

Dear Mr. Beecher:

On August 3, 1990, Morris Newspaper Corporation was
notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to
believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 17,
1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to
believe finding and requested that the Commission enter into
conciliation negotiations prior to a finding of probable cause
to believe.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to decline to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe and to instead take no further action against
Morris Newspaper Corporation, and closed the file as it pertains
to Morris Newspaper Corporation. The file will be made part of
the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C 5 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.



Morris Newspaper Corporation
MR 2989
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Camphell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: i G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

,'-



FEDERAL EI.FCTION COMMISSION

November 5,1990

Bill Willingham, President
Maricom Electronics, Inc.
P.O. Box 14287
Savannah, GA 31416

RE: MUR 2989
Maricom Electronics, Inc.

Dear Mr. Willingham:

On August 3, 1990, Maricom Electronics, Inc. was notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 9, 1990,
you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

'n action against Maricom Electronics, Inc., and closed the file as
it pertains to Maricom Electronics. The file will be made part
of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.



Bill Willingham, President
HUR 2989
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

...-.. .. "_...

BY: tvT± G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

November 5,1990

Ms. Malinda j. Mortin
Secretary/Treasurer
Lex Jolley & Co., Inc.
34 Peachtree St., N.W.
Suite 2500
Atlanta, GA 30303-2316

RE: MUR 2989
Lex Jolley & Co., Inc.

Dear Ms. Mortin:

On August 3, 1990, Lex Jolley & Co., Inc., was notified that
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that it

had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On August 7, 1990, you
submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe

finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

action against Lex Jolley & Co., Inc., and closed the file as it

pertains to Lex Jolley & Co., Inc.. The file will be made part

of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been

closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should

you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on

the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt

of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of

r*1 the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)

and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver

must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Ms. alinda i. & in
NUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C S 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: tvT' G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

LO
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November 5,1990

Gerald J. Bresnihan, Treasurer
Independent Freight Forwarders
and Customs Brokers Association
of Savannah, Inc.

P.O. Box 1465
Savannah, GA 31402

RE: MUR 2989
Independent Freight
Forwarders and Customs
Brokers Association of

-Savannah, Inc.

Dear Mr. Bresnihan:

On August 3, 1990, Independent Freight Forwarders and
'p Customs Brokers Association of Savannah, Inc. was notified that

the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that it
-had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August August 14, 1990, you

submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
t') finding and requested that the Commission enter into

conciliation negotiations prior to a finding of probable cause
to believe.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to decline to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe and to instead take no further action against
Independent Freight Forwarders and Customs Brokers Association
of Savannah, Inc., and closed the file as it pertains to
Independent Freight Forwarders and Customs Brokers Association
of Savannah, Inc. The file will be made part of the public
record within 30 days after this matter has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of this
letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

I I I I I l I I I I I II .I



Independent Freight Forwarders
MliR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C S 441b(a). You should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence m. Noble
General Counsel

BY: tVTr G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

7"'
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November 5,1990

Forrest W. Sweat, Jr., Esq.
walker & Sweat
809 Elizabeth Street
P.O. Box 1100
Waycross, GA 31502

RE: MUR 2989
Fesperman Insurance Co.

Dear Mr. Sweat:

On August 3, 1990, Fesperman Insurance Company was notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August August 9,
1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to
believe finding and requested that the Commission enter into
conciliation negotiations prior to a finding of probable cause

-- to believe.

t-) After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to decline to enter
into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe and to instead take no further action against Fesperman
Insurance Company, and closed the file as it pertains to
Fesperman Insurance Company. The file will be made part of the
public record within 30 days after this matter has been closed
with respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish
to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of this
letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C S 441b(a). Your client should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.



rorrest w. Sweat, Jr., Esq.

MUR 2989
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this

matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: t-1s G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



* FEDERAL ELECTION CO,*MISSIO%
o,% 03T) f .;

November 5,1990

F. M. Fairman
president
Dixie Trucking Company

p.O. Box 960

Brunswick, GA 31521

RE: MUR 2989
Dixie Trucking Company

Dear Mr. Fairman

on August 3, 1990, Dixie Trucking 
Company was notified that

the Federal Election Commission 
found reason to believe that 

it

had violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a). 
On August 14, 1990, Marie L.

Massey submitted a response 
to the Commission's reason 

to believe

finding.

After considering the circumstances 
of the matter, the

Commission determined on October 
22, 1990, to take no further

action against Dixie Trucking 
Company, and closed the file 

as it

pertains to Dixie Trucking 
Company. The file will be made part

of the public record within 
30 days after this matter 

has been

closed with respect to all 
other respondents involved. 

Should

you wish to submit any factual 
or legal materials to appear on

the public record, please 
do so within ten days of 

your receipt

of this letter. Such materials should be sent 
to the Office of

the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions 
of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)

and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality

under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), 
written notice of the waiver

must be submitted to the Commission. 
Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing 
by the Commission.



r.F. X. Fairma 9 President
RuR 2989
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The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for federal office is a
violation of 2 U.S.C 5 441b(a). Yo, should take immediate steps
to insure that this activity does nct occur in the future.

If you have any questions, :lease contact Elizabeth Campbell
or Jeffrey Long, the staff members assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Si ncerely,

.awrence M. Noble
General Counsel

-,--'

BY: t G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

-'I
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FEDFRAL FIECTION COMMISSION

November 5,1990

Mr. Larry Collins
Partner
Collins Brothers Farms
Route 3, Box 88A
Vienna, GA 31092

RE: MUR 2989
Collins Brothers

Dear Mr. Collins:

On August 3, 1990, Collins Brothers was notified that theFederal Election Commission found reason to believe that it hadviolated 2 U.S.C. $ 441b(a). On August 14, 1990, you submitted
a response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

'f- After considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Collins Brothers, and closed the file as it
pertains to Collins Brothers. The file will be made part of the
public record within 30 days after this matter has been closedwith respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish
to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of this
letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the

C General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 4 37g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: i G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL E! FCTION COMMISSION

November 5,1990

Mr. J.R. Curry, Jr.
Curry Farm Supply
P.O. Box 291
Shellman, GA 31786

RE: MUR 2989
Curry Farm Supply

Dear Mr. Curry:

On August 3, 1990, Curry Farm Supply was notified that the
Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that it had
violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 14, 1990, Eddie E.
Arnold, Jr. of Garland, Craft & Arnold submitted a response to
the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Curry Farm Supply, and closed the file as it
pertains to Curry Farm Supply. The file will be made part of
the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt

C of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(9)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: o G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FFDERAL F1FCTION COMMISSION
WA HIN; VON Of. *1I

November 5,1990

Mr. Wayne Durrence
J & W Farms
P.O. Box 354
Glenville, GA 30427

RE: MUR 2989
J & W Farms

Dear Mr. Durrence:

On August 3, 1990, J & W Farms was notified that the
Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that it hadviolated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 8, 1990, you submitted a

Lresponse to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against J & W Farms, and closed the file as it pertains
to J & W Farms. The file will be made part of the public record
within 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect to

e) all other respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any
factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so within ten days of your receipt of this letter.
Such materials should be sent to the Office of the General

C, Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: fr s G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

lipWAKWININ (),L:(111

November

Ms. Sylvia A. Meares
Office Manager
Pacelli High School
Trinity Drive
Columbus, GA 31907-3299

RE: MUR 2989
Pacelli High School

CD Dear Ms. Meares:

On August 3, 1990, Pacelli High School was notified that
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that it
had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 15, 1990, you

submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Pacelli High School, and closed the file as it
pertains to Pacelli High School. The file will be made part of
the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondonts involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
Lawrence m. Noble
General Counsel

BY: . Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

November 5,1990

Robert r. Reeves
Reeves, Avary Associates
5063 Fox Forest Circle
Lilburn, GA 30247

RE: MUR 2989
Reeves, Avary Associates

Dear Mr. Reeves:

On August 3, 1990, Reeves, Avary Associates was notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that it had violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a). On August 14, 1990,
you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Reeves, Avary Associates, and closed the file as
it pertains to Reeves, Avary Associates. The file will be made
part of the public record within 30 days after this matter has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(8)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: h G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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November 5,1990

Mr. Francis C. Long, MBA, CPA
13A South Mulberry Street
P.O. Box 272
Statesboro, GA 30458

PE: MUR 2989
William L. Reno and
Associates

Dear Mr. Long:

On August 3, 1990, William L. Reno and Associates was
notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to
believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 9,
1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to
believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
-- Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further

action against William L. Reno and Associates, and closed the
tfile as it pertains to William L. Reno and Associates. The file

will be made part of the public record within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within

C ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials should
be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.M)

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(8)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: t G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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November 5,1990

Mr. Charles 3. Jones
President
Riverside Development
P.O. Box 7006
Macon, GA 31298

RE: PUR 2989
Riverside Development

Dear Mr. Jones:

On August 3, 1990, Riverside Development was notified that
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that it
had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On August 17, 1990, you submitted
a response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Riverside Development, and closed the file as it
pertains to Riverside Development. The file will be made part

LO of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(8)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: G G. Lerner
Associate General counsel
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November 5,1990

Mr. William M. Taylor
c/o Bill Taylor & Associates, Inc.
4161 Carmichael Avenue
Suite 135
Jacksonville, FL 32207

RE: MUR 2989
Bill Taylor & Associates

Dear Mr. Taylor:

On August 3. 1990, Bill Taylor & Associates was notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believethat it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 6, 1990, yousubmitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Bill Taylor & Associates, and closed the file asIn it pertains to Bill Taylor & Associates. The file will be made
part of the public record within 30 days after this matter has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent tothe Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 4379(a)(4)(B)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter isclosed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long orElizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: lso' G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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November 5,1990

Mr. William Q. Walker, Jr.
President
Bill Walker & Associates
McKinnon Airport
St. Simons Island, GA 31522

RE: MUR 2989
Bill Walker & Associates

Dear Mr. Walker:

on August 3, 1990, Bill Walker & Associates was notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 8, 1990, you

u.f submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Bill Walker & Associates, and closed the file as

LO it pertains to Bill Walker & Associates. The file will be made
part of the public record within 30 days after this matter has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to

C the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence H. Noble
General Counsel

BY: bws G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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November 5,1990

Lynwood G. Willis, A.I.A.
The Willis Group, Inc.
415 East Monroe Street
Jacksonville, FL 32202

RE: MUR 2989
Willis and Veenstra
Investment Co.

Dear Mr. Willis:

On August 3, 1990, Willis and Veenstra Investment Co. was
notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to
believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 7,
1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on October 22, 1990, to take no further
action against Willis and Veenstra Investment Co., and closed
the file as it pertains to Willis and Veenstra Investment Co.
The file will be made part of the public record within 30 days

Nr after this matter has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or
legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
within ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials
should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long or
Elizabeth Campbell, the staff members assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: frt 0. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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zVMs. Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street. NW
Washington. DC 20463

Re: MUR 2989 - Southern Eneriv

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Enclosed please find a letter dated October 12, 1990 from George F.
Rishel to "Southern Energy" at P. 0. Box 960, Brunswick, Georgia 31520,
which was apparently served on our registered agent by mistake. Our
subsidiary company, Southern Energy Company, is located in Savannah,
Georgia, and its mailing address is P. 0. Box 2563, Birmingham, Alabama
35202. According to our registered agent in Georgia, The Prentice Hall
Corporation System, Inc., there are four other companies doing business in
Georgia with names that begin with "Southern Energy".

Please let me know if we need to take any further action with regard to
this matter.

Very truly yours,

M LB:mdc

Enclosure

Mary Lynn RatesA, tant ( hvneraj (.()un,,

&1e
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October 26,1990 -

I C1:

Co

Mr. Lawrence M. Noble
Federal Election Commission
1036 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-6612

Dear Mr. Noble,

In reference to your letter of October 11, as I
stated in my letter to Ms. Elizabeth Campbell on -

co August 9th, this building - Morrow Professional 7

Building- was incorporated in 1978 to separate
that account from existing accounts that I had
in same property. At that time I had formed a
partnership to build this building, this partner- -

ship and corporation was dissolved three months z
later. The DBA checking account was never changed
because the partnership was never indicated on the
checks. All funds deposited under that checking
account was my personal funds because no one else
was ever involved.

The building was sold in September 1986.

Yours truly,

11 Upper Riverdale Road, Apt. 5E

Jonesboro, GA 30236

REF: MUR2989 - Alfred Hammack d/b/a/



November 7, 1990

Ms., Lois G. Lerner C
Associate General CounselI r
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463 -

RE: MUR 2989 John A. Conant

Dear Ms. Lerner:

This is in response to your letter of October 23, 1990
regarding campaign contributions by me in 1982, 1984,
and 1985 to Mack Mattingly, a candidate for the U. S.
Senate. I have reviewed my files for these years and I
did make payments as follows:

Date Amount Payable to Check #

6/ 4/82 $ 250 Friends of Mattingly
Campaign

U)9/21/84 $1,000 Friends of Mattingly 1122
Campaign

4/ 8/85 $1,000 Friends of Mattingly 1216
Campaign

5/ 9/85 $1,000 Georgia Tribute to 1227
President Reagan

I do not have a cancelled check for the $250 payment on
6/4/82, but I do have cancelled checks for the other
three payments.

As I explained in my letter of July 31, 1990, 1 was
under the impression that the limit on individual
contributions to candidates for House and Senate seats
was $1,000 per year. I therefore did not realize that
my three contributions to the Friends of Mattingly
Campaign Committee in 1982, 1984, and 1985 put me over
the limit for campaign contributions. I did not
understand that the contribution to the Georgia Tribute
to President Reagan was in fact a contribution to the
Mattingly Campaign.
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It was a seated dinner and eight guests joined Mrs.
Conant and me at our table so the campaign netted
substantially less than $1,000.

The original correspondence from your office referred
to contributions to the Republican Primary Election of
8/12/86. Your letter indicates that additional contri-
butions were made for the 1986 Senate Campaign. This
is not the case, the search of my records shows that
the contributions listed above are the only ones that I
made in 1982, 1984, and 1985. 1 do find a contribution
of $50 from Mrs. Conant's and my joint checking account
on 1/6/86. Please note that I do not find a record of
a $250 contribution on 9/21/84 as shown in the original
correspondence. I assume that the Mattingly campaign
records are incorrect in this regard. Clearly, all the
contributions were intended for the General Election as
I don't believe that Senator Mattingly had opposition

CD in the Primary.

At this point, I would like to request pre-probable
cause conciliation as I hope that it will be possible

'C to settle this matter on a reasonable basis. Anything
* you can do to facilitate this will be appreciated.

Si ierely,

John A. Conant

JAC:ggb

enclosures
copies of checks #1122, 1216, & 1227
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Carl Botch, Jr.

P.O. Box 105033
Atlanta, Ga. 30348 d k

404-431-7600

November 6, 1990 C*(I~Cf

C)

Mr. Lawrence M. Noble -

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

W'
Washington, DC 20463 C
Dear Mr. Noble:

The purpose of this letter is to respond to your letter of October
23, 1990, concerning my wife's and my contributions to the Primary
and General election campaigns of Mack Mattingly in the years 1983,
1985, and 1986.

By letter dated August 20, 1990, I initially accounted for the 1985
and 1986 checks, but did not recall the 1983 check at that time
period. Further research and discussions with my wife have
refreshed my recollection concerning all three checks, and they are
accounted for as follows:

1) November 22, 1983, contributed by Carl E. Bolch, Jr., to
the Primary election campaign of Mack Mattingly. Payee
designated as "Friends of Mattingly"

2) June 5, 1985, contributed by my spouse, Susan Bass Bolch,
to the Primary election campaign of Mack Mattingly.
Payee designated as "Georgia Tribute to the President."

3) July 24,, 1986, contributed by Carl E. Bolch,, Jr., to
General election campaign of Mack Mattingly. Payee
designated as "Friends of Mattingly."

All three checks were drawn on a joint checking account maintained
at Bank South, account number 158 58 40. The law permits an
individual to contribute $1,000 to each election campaign. I
contributed $1,000 to the Mattingly Primary campaign in 1983, and
$1,000 to the General election campaign in 1986. my spouse
contributed $1,000 in 1985 to the Mattingly Primary campaign.
Accordingly, neither of us contributed an amount in excess of that
permitted by law to any election campaign.



Federal Election Commission
November 6, 1990
Page 2, 1990

The Mattingly campaign has not kept good records. on December 7,
1988, we requested in writing verification of our 1985 and 1986
contributions. The campaign replied that their records for 1985
and 1986 have been misplaced and cannot be located in their storage
warehouse. We have had to reconstruct from memory, events which
occurred no less than four, and in one case, seven years ago. We
hope the information provided herein clarifies our record of legal
campaign contributions.

sincerely

Carl Bolch, Jr.

/ smj

N'
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November 15, 1990

Ms. Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989
John M. Stuckey, J

(404) -885-74'

-o

. '-

rol

r.

Dear Ms. Lerner:

I have your letter of October 23, 1990. Will you please
advise me as to how a contribution made to Friends of Mattingly
in October of 1983 impacts upon the issue of alleged excessive
contributions made by me to Mack Mattingly as a candidate for the
U.S. Senate in 1986.

ich for your attention to this matter.

e"
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December 5, 1990

Ms. Elizabeth Campbell
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989
Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.

Dear Ms. Campbell:

Please find enclosed our Statement of Designation of
Counsel. I look forward to working with you.

ncerel

ohn W. Gibson

JWG: 1kb

enc.
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iNtM Clavtnn P_ Pn a-wn, Jr.

NAM CW' It$s John W. Gibson

- o-: Hull, Towill, Norman & Barrett, P.C.

801 Broad Street 7th Floor

?3L310U3:

Auusta. GA 30901

404-722-4481

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

N, comunications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date

ADV S2

Rinfre

Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.

Clayton P. Boardman. Jr.

~arr~nan P~tro1eLun

1804 Gordon Highway

no=l3 1U s:

B1831 N MU:

Agusta, GA 30904

404-736-6466
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of)

Friends of Mattingly and )
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer ) MUR 2989
71 Individuals
17 Political Committees )
29 Corporations

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to

cO believe Friends of Mattingly ("the Mattingly Committee") and

C Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 432,

434(b), 441a(f), and 441b(a), and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.6(c)(3). On

the same date, the Commission also found reason to believe 72

individuals had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A), 17 political

committees had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a), and 55 corporations

had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On August 3, 1990, the

C" Commission found reason to believe two additional individuals

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A). On October 22, 1990, the

Commission decided to take no further action and closed the file

as it pertained to three individual and twenty-six corporate

respondents.

This report covers twelve more "corporate" respondents

where action can be taken at this time. The Commission

previously found that each of these respondents had violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441b.
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I I. LZGKL AND FACTUAL ANALYSIS

A. Not Incorporated or Not a Corporate Account

As part of its review, the Audit Division sought to verify

the corporate status of apparent corporate contributors with the

Georgia Secretary of State or similar offices in other states.

Several of these respondents have submitted statements to the

effect that they were or are not incorporated or that the check

was not drawn on a corporate account.

The Mattingly Committee records included four checks on

the account of Lakeside Farm. Lakeside Farm's contributions

made in connection with the 1986 Senate Election of

NO Mack Mattingly totaled $1,175 and included a check for $1000

tn dated February 6, 1986, a check for $50 dated May 19, 1986, a

check for $25 dated July 9, 1986, and a check for $100 dated

It) September 6, 1986. In response, Frank L. Woodard stated that

the Lakeside Farm account is a personal account belonging to him

and his wife, Pauline H. Woodard and that Lakeside Farm is not

incorporated. See Attachment 1.

The records also contained two checks drawn on an account

in the name of Robert T. Shircliff and Associates. One check

for $500 dated February 12, 1985 and another for $250 dated

January 7, 1986, were made payable to Friends of Mattingly. A

response from William 0. Inman III, President of Shircliff and

Associates, included a certification from the First Union

National Bank stating that the account on which these checks

were written is a personal account. See Attachment 2, page 3.

Among the Mattingly records was a $1000 check drawn on an
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account in the name Alfred Hammack d/b/a Morrow Professional

Building and dated September 26, 1986. Mr. Hammack responded

that he operated as an individual and used the bank account

Alfred Hammack d/b/a Morrow Professional Building as a title

only. See Attachment 3, page 2. He stated that the business

was never incorporated but that he had operated as a partnership

for a two month period in 1978. Id.

Based on these circumstances, this Office recommends

taking no further action with respect to Lakeside Farm,

Robert T. Shircliff and Associates, and Alfred Hammack d/b/a

C) Morrow Professional Building and closing the file with respect

to these respondents.

B. Personal Account

The Mattingly records also included a $200 check drawn on

t ) an account in the name Moultrie Surgical Associates and dated

rl' September 9, 1986. In response, William M. McIntosh, counsel

1 r for Moultrie Surgical Associates, stated that Dr. Michael 3.
C Haney and Dr. Thomas L. Estes made a joint $200 contribution

with $100 charged to each doctor's draw account. See Attachment

4, page 2-3. Mr. McIntosh asserted that the doctors' names were

listed individually on the upper "remittance advice" portion of

the subject check and that this indicated the clear intent to

show that the funds were being sent by individuals. See

Attachment 4, page 2.

Based on these circumstances, this Office recommends

taking no further action with respect to Moultrie Surgical

Associates and closing the file in regard to this respondent.

. - , -- -- 7'
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C. Refund

The Mattingly Committee records indicated a $250 check

dated March 8, 1985 from Morris Brown College. On June 17,

1986, the Friends of Mattingly refunded the $250 and the voucher

for the check states that it is a refund of a corporate

contribution. See Attachment 5, page 2.

Therefore, this Office recommends taking no further action

with respect to Morris Brown College and closing the file in

regard to this respondent.

D. Returned Check

The Friends of Mattingly records also included a $500

check drawn on an account in the name A.G. Spanos Development

and dated November 12, 1985. Natalia Orfanos, Public Relations,

responded that the corporation routinely makes political

LO contributions through its central office in Stockton. However,

4W she indicated that the check in question had been prepared in

the Atlanta division by an individual unaware of the federal

C regulations regarding contributions. See Attachment 6, page 1.

Ms. Orfanos stated that the Friends of Mattingly promptly

returned the corporate contribution to the Atlanta division at

which time the check was voided. She enclosed a copy of the

voided check. See Attachment 6, page 2.

Therefore, this Office recommends taking no further action

with respect to A.G. Spanos Development and closing the file in

regard to this respondent.

E. Unpaid Debt

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution
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or expenditure to political candidates or committees. 2 U.S.C.

5 441b(a). Commission regulations provide that credit extended

for a length of time beyond normal business or trade practice by

any person is considered a contribution, unless the creditor has

made a commercially reasonable attempt to collect the debt.

11 C.F.R. 5 100.7(a)(4).

Commission regulations allow a corporation to extend

credit to a candidate, political committee, or other person in

connection with a Federal election provided that the credit is

extended in the ordinary course of the corporations' business

and the terms are substantially similar to extensions of credit

to to nonpolitical debtors which are of similar risk and size of

obligation. 11 C.F.R. 5 114.10(a). A corporation may forgive

or settle a debt if the creditor has treated the outstanding

to debt in a commercially reasonable standard. 11 C.F.R.

$ .5 114.10(c).

NSettlements will satisfy the standards of commercial

C. reasonableness if three conditions are met:

(1) the initial extension of credit was extended in
the ordinary course of the corporation's business and the
terms are substantially similar to extensions of credit to
nonpolitical debtors which are of similar risk and size of
obligation;

(2) the candidate or political committee or person
has undertaken all commercially reasonable efforts to
satisfy the outstanding debt; and

(3) the corporate creditor has pursued its remedies
in a manner similar in intensity to that employed by the
corporation in pursuit of a non-political debtor, including
lawsuits if filed in similar circumstances. 11 C.F.R.
5 114.10(c).
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The corporation or the debtor must also file a statement of

settlement with the Commission including the initial terms of

credit, the steps the debtor has taken to satisfy the debt and

remedies pursued by the creditor. 11 C.F.R. 5 114.10(c).

A review of the records of Friends of Mattingly indicated

that Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. made a contribution totaling

$240.59 in connection with the 1986 Senate election of

Mack Mattingly. Ray Miller, President of Armada, responded that

the $240.59 was not a contribution from Armada but the total

amount for invoices for car rentals to the Mattingly Committee

which were billed but never paid. See Attachment 7. page 1-4.

Mr. Miller stated that Armada wrote this amount off as

uncollectible. See Attachment 7, page 1.

Although it appears that the original extension of credit

LO was extended in the ordinary course of Armada's business and the

terms of were substantially similar to extensions of credit to

nonpolitical debtors which are of similar risk and size of

obligation, Mr. Miller did not indicate what action, if any,

Armada had pursued in order to collect the debt. Mr. Miller did

not indicate what efforts, if any, Friends of Mattingly took to

satisfy the debt. Neither Friends of Mattingly nor Armada filed

a statement of settlement with the Commission.

Therefore, it appears that Armada violated 2 U.s.c.

S441b(a) by making a corporate contribution when it failed to

pursue debtor Friends of Mattingly in a manner similar to a

non-political debtor or to file a statement of settlement with

the Commission as required by 11 C.F.R. 114.10(c). However,
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based on the relatively small amount involved, this office

recommends that the Commission take no further action with

respect to Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. and close the file as it

pertains to this respondent.

F. Other Circumstances

Five other corporate respondents involve contributions

ranging from $150 to $300.

The Mattingly Committee records included a $250 check

drawn on an account in the name of OB-GYN Associates, P.A. of

Marietta, Georgia and dated May 17, 1985. Carolyn Ivey,

Bookkeeper, responded that one of the doctors had asked that she

send a contribution to the campaign. See Attachment 8, page 2.

She stated that she did not know that it was inappropriate to

- write a check from the office account, a corporate account. Id.

A review of the records of the Friends of Mattingly

revealed a $200 contribution check, drawn on a account in the

name of Stubbs Shipping Company and dated June 26, 1986.
Cl

n John Stubbs, President, responded that Stubbs Shipping is no

r'K longer an active corporation. See Attachment 9, page 2. He

stated that at the time of the contribution, it was believed to

be legal or his accountant charged it to his personal account.

Id. Mr. Stubbs stated that because the corporation was

100 percent owned by him, it was a frequent practice for checks

to be drawn on the Stubbs Shipping account and then charged to

his personal account. Id.

A check for $300 drawn on an account in the name Family

and Marriage Resources and dated September 10, 1986 was among



the Mattingly Committee records. Counsel for Family and

Marriage Resources indicated that Mr. Jim Powers, President of

Family and Marriage Resources, believed that he wrote a check in

order to purchase two tickets to a Reagan rally to be held in

Atlanta on October 8, 1986. See Attachment 10, page 2. Counsel

stated that Mr. Powers did not know that purchasing two tickets

to a political rally was a violation of the Federal Election

Campaign Act. Id. Counsel also noted that Friends of Mattingly

did not return the check to Family and Marriage Resources with

the advice that corporations are not allowed to make campaign

contributions. Id.

Mattingly Committee records indicated a $150 contribution

made with check dated September 29, 1986 and drawn on an account

- in the name Standard Southeast, Incorporated. Daniel Szucs,

tn) President, responded that due to the date of the contribution,

he was unsure of the circumstances surrounding the contribution

to Friends of Mattingly. See Attachment 11, page 2. He
C

indicated that his company was a small company and that he could

not recall any other time in its history that political

contributions had been made. Id.

Friends of Mattingly records included one check for $25

dated May 8, 1986 and another for $250 dated May 21, 1985 drawn

on an account in the name Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth.

Barry Banister, General Manager of Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth,

responded that William Voyles made the $275 in contributions

from the corporate account instead of his personal account. See

Attachment 12, page 3. Banister stated that the corporation
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"will see that it does not happen again." Id.

Based on the relative small amounts involved and the other

noted circumstances, this Office recommends that the Commission

take no further action with respect to OB-GYN Associates, P.A.,

Stubbs Shipping Company, Family and Marriage Resources, Standard

Southeast, Incorporated, and Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Take no further action with respect to the
following respondents and close the file as it pertains
to them:

a. Lakeside Farm
b. Robert T. Shircliff and Associates
c. Alfred Hammack d/b/a Morrow Professional

Building
d. Moultrie Surgical Associates
a. Morris Brown College
f. A.G. Spanos Development
g. Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.
h. OB-GYN Associates, P.A.

tn i. Stubbs Shipping Company
j. Family and Marriage Resources
k. Standard Southeast, Incorporated
1. Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth

2. Approve the appropriate letters.1

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

1%/to BY: 00Wmuin mmm

Date IILois G. Lrner
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Lakeside Farm response
2. Robert T. Shircliff and Associates response and

1. The letters to respondents who are incorporated and for
which taking no further action is recommended will contain an
admonition regarding the prohibition on corporate contributions.
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certification from First Union National Bank
3. Alfred Hammack d/b/a Morrow Professional Building

response and audit document
4. Moultrie Surgical Associates, P.C. response and

audit document
5. Morris Brown College check and refund check
6. A.G. Spanos response and voided check
7. Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. response and invoices
8. OB-GYN Associates, P.A. response and check
9. Stubbs Shipping Company response and audit document
10. Family and Marriage Resources response and check
11. Standard Southeast, Incorporated response and audit

document
12. Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth response and audit

documents

Staff persons: Elizabeth Campbell
Mary Taksar

P-1
SO

tn



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Mattter of
MUR 2989

Friends of Mattingly and
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer;
71 Individuals;
17 Political Committees;
29 Corporations.

CERTIFICATION

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

Commission, do hereby certify that on December 13, 1990, the

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

actions in MUR 2989:

1. Take no further action with respect to Lakeside
Farm; Robert T. Shircliff and Associates; Alfred

Hammack d/b/a Morrow Professional Building;
Moultrie Surgical Associates; Morris Brown
College; A.G. Spanos Development; Armada Vehicle
Rental, Inc.; OB-GYN Associates, P.A.; Stubbs

*W1 Shipping Company; Family and Marriage Resources;
Standard Southeast, Incorporated; and Ed Voyles
Chrysler-Plymouth, and close the file pertaining
to these respondents.

2. Approve the appropriate letters, as recommended
in the General Counsel's Report dated December 10,

'1990.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald, McGarry,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date (JMarjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Tues., December 11, 1990 9:31 a.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Tues., December 11, 1990 11:00 a.m.
Deadline for vote: Thurs., December 13, 1990 11:00 a.m.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(CTON, C 20463

December 21, 1990

Mr. Barry W. Banister, General manager
Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth
789 Cobb Parkway, S.E.
Marietta, GA 30062

RE: MUR 2989
Ed Voyles Chrysler-
Plymouth

Dear Mr. Banister:

On August 3, 1990, Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth was notifiedthat the Federal Election Commission found reason to believethat Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
On September 11, 1990, you submitted a response to the-- Commission's reason to believe finding.

NAfter considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth and closed the fileas it pertains to Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth. The file will bemade part of the public record within 30 days after this matterU) has been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials toappear on the public record, please do so within ten days ofyour receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(8)and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter isclosed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waivermust be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver willbe acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate accountto make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appearsto be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.



Mr. Barry V. Banister, General Manager
MUR 2989
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the

staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 20463

December 21, 1990

Mr. Dan Szucs, President
Standard Southeast, Incorporated
1555 Oakbrook Drive, Suite 100
Norcross, GA 30093

RE: MUR 2989
Standard Southeast,
Incorporated

Dear Mr. Szucs:

On August 3, 1990, Standard Southeast, Incorporated was
-- notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to

believe that Standard Southeast, Incorporated violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441b(a). On August 23, 1990, you submitted a response to the
Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further

- action against Standard Southeast, Incorporated and closed the
file as it pertains to Standard Southeast, Incorporated. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or
legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
within ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials
should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the

staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G.erner
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2046 3

December 21, 1990

Kathleen Ford Bay, Esq.
Small, Craig & Werkenthin
Suite 1100, 100 Congress Avenue
Austin, TX 78701-4099

RE: MUR 2989
Family and Marriage
Resources

Dear Ms. Bay:

_On August 3, 1990, Family and Marriage Resources was
notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to
believe that Family and Marriage Resources violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441b(a). On September 10, 1990, you submitted a response to
the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against Family and Marriage Resources and closed the file

tx as it pertains to Family and Marriage Resources. The file will
be made part of the public record within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within
ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials should
be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. s 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Your client should
take immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur
in the future.



Kathleen Ford Bay, Esq.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the

staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. erner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2O461

December 21, 1990

Mr. John Stubbs, President
Stubbs Shipping Company
Post Office Drawer 1543
Fernandina Beach, FL 32034

RE: MUR 2989
Stubbs Shipping Company

Dear Mr. Stubbs:

On August 3, 1990, Stubbs Shipping Company was notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that Stubbs Shipping Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On
September 26, 1990, you submitted a response to the Comission's
reason to believe finding.

CV After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against Stubbs Shipping Company, and closed the file as
it pertains to Stubbs Shipping Company. The file will be made
part of the public record within 30 days after this matter has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or le.gal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
C and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.



Mr. John Stubbs, President
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the

staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. rner
Associate General Counsel

N .



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 2046

December 21, 1990

OB-GYN Associates, P.A.
72 Plaza Way
Marietta, GA 30060

RE: MUR 2989

OB-GYN Associates, P.A.

Dear Gentlemen:

On August 3, 1990, OB-GYN Associates, P.A. was notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that OB-GYN Associates, P.A. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On
September 20, 1990, OB-GYN Associates, P.A. submitted a response

. to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against OB-GYN Associates, P.A. and closed the file as it
pertains to OB-GYN Associates, P.A. The file will be made part
of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been

-- closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(8)
r" and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waivermust be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver willbe acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the

staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. erne r
Associate General Counsel

CO



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20,)

December 21, 1990

Mr. Ray Miller, President
Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.
P.O. Box 48405
Doraville, GA 30362

RE: MUR 2989
Armada Vehicle Rental,
Inc.

Dear Mr. Miller:

On August 3, 1990, Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. was notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).
On September 24, 1990, you submitted a response to the
Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. and closed the file
as it pertains to Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. The file will be
made part of the public record within 30 days after this matter
has been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Mr. Ray Miller, President
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the

staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. erner
Associate General Counsel

CD
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20463

December 21, 1990

Natalia Orfanos, Public Relations
A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.
1341 W. Robinhood Drive
Stockton, CA 95207

RE: MUR 2989
A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.

Dear Ms. Orfanos:

On August 3, 1990, A.G. Spanos Development, Inc. was
notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to
believe that A.G. Spanos Development, Inc. violated 2 u.s.c.
$ 441b(a). On August 28, 1990, you submitted a response to the

-- Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against A.G. Spanos Development, and closed the file as

tr it pertains to A.G. Spanos Development. The file will be made
part of the public record within 30 days after this matter has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or le~gal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
C" and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.



Natalia Orfanos, Public Relations
MUR 2969
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: L
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINC TON, D C 2O"03

December 21, 1990

Mr. Charles W. Moore
Vice President for Finance
Morris Brown College
643 Martin Luther King, Jr. Dr., N.W.
Atlanta, GA 30314

RE: MUR 2989
Morris Brown College

Dear Mr. Moore:

On August 3, 1990, Morris Brown College was notified that
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that
Morris Brown College violated 2 U.s.c. 5 441b(a). On October 9,
1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to
believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against Morris Brown College, ..ao4 closed the file as it

-- pertains to Norris Brown College, The file will be made part of
the public record within 30 days after this matter has been

,I) closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

C

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.



Mr. Charles W. Moore
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the

staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: L G
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 203

December 21, 1990

William M. McIntosh, Esq.
Fallin and McIntosh
39 North Main Street, P.O. Box 250
Moultrie, GA 31776

RE: MUR 2989

Moultrie Surgical
Assoc., P.C.

Dear Mr. McIntosh:

On August 3, 1990, your client, Moultrie Surgical
Assoc., P.C., was notified that the Federal Election Commission
found reason to believe that Moultrie Surgical Assoc., P.C.
violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 24, 1990, you submitted

'a response to the Comission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against Moultrie Surgical Assoc., P.C. and closed the

nfile as it pertains to Moultrie Surgical Assoc., P.C. The file
will be made part of the public record within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within
ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials should
be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Your client should
take immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur
in the future.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the

staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. rner
Associate General Counsel

1*o



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

December 21, 1990

Mr. Alfred Hammack
221 Upper Riverdale Road, Apt. 5-E
Jonesboro, GA 30236

RE: MUR 2989
Alfred Hammack d/b/a
Morrow Professional
Building

Dear Mr. Hammack:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Alfred Hammack
d/b/a Morrow Professional Building violated 2 U.s.c. 5 441b(a).
On August 9, 1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's
reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against Alfred Hammack d/b/a/ Morrow Professional

-- Building, and closed the file as it pertains to Alfred Hammack
d/b/a/ Morrow Professional Building. The file will be made part
of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. I 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Mr. Alfred Hammack
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G.Lrner
Associate General Counsel

cO)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 2NM3

December 21, 1990

William 0. Inman III, President
Robert T. Shircliff and Associates, Inc.
2529 Gulf Life Tower
Jacksonville, FL 32207

RE: MUR 2989
Robert T. Shircliff and
Associates

Dear Mr. Inman:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Robert T.
Shircliff and Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On
September 28, 1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's
reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against Robert T. Shircliff and Associates, and closed
the file as it pertains to Robert T. Shircliff and Associates.
The file will be made part of the public record within 30 days
after this matter has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or
legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
within ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials
should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is

Y' closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the
staff meaber assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. e ner
Associate General Counsel

.1



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH1NCTO%, D C 20463

December 21, 1990

Mr. Frank L. Woodard
Lakeside Farm
Route 1, Box 223
Hayesville, N.C. 28904

RE: MUR 2989
Lakeside Farm

Dear Mr. Woodard:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Lakeside Farm

-- violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On September 19, 1990, you
submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on December 13, 1990, to take no further
action against Lakeside Farm, and closed the file as it pertains
to Lakeside Farm. The file will be made part of the public
record within 30 days after this matter has, been closed with

' f respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of this
letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G.'te rne r
Associate General Counsel

tn
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) SESTIVE
)

Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.
Brown Brothers Harriman and Co. ) MUR 2989
Folsom Construction Company )
Pickett, Pickett & Pickett

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

The Office of the General Counsel is prepared to close the

investigation in this matter as to Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.,

Brown Brothers Harriman and Co., Folsom Construction Company,

and Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, based on the assessment of the

information presently available.

Date Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

9 j ' " " ! 1 ;



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C V04t3

January 14, 1991

Mr. Will Pays Pickett, Jr.
Pickett, Pickett & Pickett
Edge Building
225 North Main Street
Jasper, GA 30143

RE: MUR 2989
Pickett, Pickett&
Pickett

Dear Mr. Pickett:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course ofcarrying out its supervisory responsibilities, on June 19, 1990,the rederal Election Commission found reason to believe thatPickett, Pickett & Pickett violated 2 U.S.C. 5 44lb(a), and\C instituted an investigation in this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe
LO that a violation has occurred.

The Commission may or may not approve the General Counsel'srecommendation. Submitted for your review is a brief statingthe position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within 15 days of your receipt of thisnotice, you may file with the Secretary of the Commission abrief (ten copies if possible) stating your position on theissues and replying to the brief of the General Counsel. (Threecopies of such brief should also be forwarded to the Office ofthe General Counsel, if possible.) The General Counsel's briefand any brief which you may submit will be considered by theCommission before proceeding to a vote of whether there isprobable cause to believe a violation has occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within 15days, you may submit a written request for an extension of time.All requests for extensions of time must be submitted in writingfive days prior to the due date, and good cause must bedemonstrated. In addition, the Offi(-e of the General Counselordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

A finding of probable cause to believe requires that theOffice of the General Counsel attempt for a period of not less



Mr. Will Hays Pickett, Jr.
MUR 2989
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than 30, but not more than 90 days, to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lw- ne M~. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief

U)



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 2989

Pickett, Pickett, & Pickett

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On October 22, 1986, Pickett, Pickett & Pickett made a $1,000

contribution to the Friends of Mattingly committee. On June 19,

1990, the Commission found reason to believe that Pickett, Pickett

& Pickett violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a) by making a corporate

'0 contribution to a Federal candidate and instituted an

investigation into this matter.

II. ANALYSIS
r')

The Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"),

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection with

any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). The term "contribution"

includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of

money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of

influencing any election for Federal office. 2 U.S.C.

S 431(8)(A).

A review of the reports submitted by the Friends of Mattingly

revealed that on October 22, 1986, Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, a

law firm, made a $1,000 contribution in connection with the 1986

U.S. Senate Election of Mack Mattingly. In response to

interrogatories, Mr. Will Hays Pickett, Jr., of Pickett, Pickett &

Pickett indicated that the firm was a Georgia corporation and had
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made a $1,000 contribution to the Mattingly Committee.

Mr. Pickett stated that the check was sent pursuant to a

solicitation through the mail. He also stated that Pickett,

Pickett & Pickett did not knowingly and willfully violate the law.

Based on the aforementioned information provided by Pickett,

Pickett & Pickett, the contribution made to Friends of Mattingly

was a corporate contribution in violation of 2 u.s.c. 5 441b(a).

III. GENERAL COUNSEL'S RECOMMENDATION

Find probable cause to believe that Pickett, Pickett &
Pickett violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Date ' Lawrence M. Noble (
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC NM63

January 14, 1991

M4r. Randy Folsom, President
Folsom Construction Company
Route 4, Box 34
Cordele, GA 31015

RE: MUR 2989
Folsom Construction
Company

Dear fir. Folsom:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, on June 19, 1990,
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that
Folsom Construction Company, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a),, and
instituted an investigation in this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe

- that a violation has occurred.

Ln The Commission may or may not approve the General Counsel's
recommendation. Submitted for your review in a brief stating
the position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within 15 days of your receipt of this
notice, you may file with the Secretary of the Commission a
brief (ten copies if possible) stating your position on the
issues and replying to the brief of the General Counsel. (Three
copies of such brief should also be forwarded to the Office of
the General Counsel, if possible.) The General Counsel's brief
and any brief which you may submit will be considered by the
commission before proceeding to a vote of whether there is
probable cause to believe a violation has occurred.

if you are unable to file a responsive brief within 15
days, you may submit a written request for an extension of time.
All requests for extensions of time must be submitted in writing
five days prior to the due date, and good cause must be
demonstrated. in addition, the office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the
office of the General Counsel attempt for a period of not less
than 30t but not more than 90 days, to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.



Mr. Randy Folsom, President
MUR 2989
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 2989

Folsom Construction Company

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On May 28, 1985, Folsom Construction Company made a $1,000

contribution to the Friends of Mattingly committee with a check

made payable to the "Georgia Tribute to the President." On

June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to believe that Folsom

CD Construction Company violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a) by making a

*corporate contribution to a Federal candidate and instituted an

investigation into this matter.

II. ANALYSIS

The Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"),

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection with

Cany election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). The term "contribution"

includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of

money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of

influencing any election for Federal office. 2 U.S.C.

S 431(8)(A).

A review of the reports submitted by the Friends of Mattingly

revealed that Folsom Construction Company made a $1,000

contribution in connection with the 1986 U.S. Senate Election of

Mack Mattingly. The Mattingly Committee reported the receipt of

$1,000 contribution check from Folsom Construction, dated May 28,
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1985 and made payable to "Georgia Tribute to the President."

In response to interrogatories, Ms. Brenda Clements of Folsom

Construction Company indicated that the company was incorporated

in 1985. She also stated that the $1,000 contribution check was

drawn on a corporate account and that the check was never returned

or voided.

Based on the aforementioned, Folsom Construction Company

made a corporate contribution in violation of 2 U.S.C.

5 441b(a).

III. GENERAL COUNSEL'S RECOMMENDATION

Find probable cause to believe that Folsom Construction
Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Date Lawrence M. Nob e

General Counsel

,')



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAASHINGTONd D C X043

January 14, 1991

Edward Hoenig, Deputy Manager
Brown Brothers Harriman and Co.
59 Wall Street
New York, NY 10005

RE: MUR 2989
Brown Brothers Harriman
& Co.

Dear Mr. Hoenig:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, on June 19, 1990,

CN the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that
Brown violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), and instituted an
investigation in this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to believe

- that a violations has occurred.

U") The Commission may or may not approve the General Counsel's
recommendation. Submitted for your review is a brief stating
the position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within 15 days of your receipt of this
notice, you may file with the Secretary of the Commission a

C brief (ten copies if possible) stating your position on the
issues and replying to the brief of the General Counsel. (Three
copies of such brief should also be forwarded to the OfficP of
the General Counsel, if possible.) The General Counsel's b'rief
and any brief which you may submit will be considered by the
Commission before proceeding to a vote of whether there is
probable cause to believe a violation has occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within 15
days, you may submit a written request for an extension of time.
All requests for extensions of time must be submitted in writing
five days prior to the due date, and good cause must be
demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 2n days.

A finding of probable cause to i requires that the
office of the General Counsel attempt for a period of not less



Edward Hoenig, Deputy Manager
MUR 2989
Page 2

than 30, but not more than 90 days, to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 2989

Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On June 5, 1986, Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. made out a

$1,000 cashier's check payable to the Friends of Mattingly

committee. On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to

believe that Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a corporate contribution to a Federal

candidate and instituted an investigation into this matter.

II. ANALYSIS

The Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"),

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection with

any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). The term "contribution"

includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of

money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of

influencing any election for Federal office. 2 U.S.C.

S 431(8)(A).

A review of the reports submitted by the Friends of Mattingly

revealed that on June 5, 1986, Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. made

a $1,000 contribution in connection with the 1986 U.S. Senate

Election of Mack Mattingly. In response to interrogatories,

Edward Hoenig, Deputy Manager of Brown Brothers, indicated that

Brown Brothers had not made the contribution in question to the
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Mattingly Committee. He stated that Brown Brothers is a licensed

private bank that issues cashier's checks for its clients in the

ordinary course of business. Mr. Hoenig indicated that the check

in question was issued to J.M. Ireland, a client of the bank. He

stated that the cashier's check was issued on June 5, 1986

pursuant to Ms. Ireland's instructions and that the $1,000 was

debited to her principal account. He enclosed a copy of the

cashier's check which indicates on its face that the payment was

ordered by J.M. Ireland and was issued from her personal funds.

Based on the aforementioned information provided by Brown

tO Brothers Harriman & Co., Brown Brothers did not make a corporate

contribution in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

III. GENERAL COUNSEL'S RECONRENDATION

Find no probable cause to believe that Brown Brothers
Harriman & Co. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

to

~Date-/ Lawrenee -M. Noble'- - ---/-/

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

January 
14, 1991

Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.
Smyrna Medical Building, Suite 207
3903 South Cobb Drive
Smyrna, GA 30080

RE: MUR 2989

Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.

Dear Dr. Briglevich:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, on June 19, 1990,the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that youviolated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), and instituted an investigation in
this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe
that a violation has occurred.

The Commission may or may not approve the General Counsel'srecommendation. Submitted for your review is a brief stating
the position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within 15 days of your receipt of thisC- notice, you may file with the Secretary of the Commission abrief (ten copies if possible) stating your position on theissues and replying to the brief of the General Counsel. (Threecopies of such brief should also be forwarded to the Office ofthe General Counsel, if possible.) The General Counsel's briefand any brief which you may submit will be considered by theCommission before proceeding to a vote of whether there isprobable cause to believe a violation has occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within 15
days, you may submit a written request for an extension of time.All requests for extensions of time must be submitted in writingfive days prior to the due date, and good cause must bedemonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

A finding of probable cause to belie-.-- requires that theOffice of the General Counsel attempt for a period of not less



Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.
NUR 2989
Page 2

than 30, but not more than 90 days, to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COPRISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 2989

Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Friends of Mattingly committee reported receiving a

contribution check for $1,250, dated May 27, 1985, from

Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. The Committee also reported a check

for $50, dated May 29, 1986, from Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. An

caudit of the Mattingly Committee indicated that $300 was refunded

to Dr. Briglevich. On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason

to believe that Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. violated 2 U.S.C.

#T 5 441b(a) by making a corporate contribution to a Federal

candidate and instituted an investigation into this matter.
to

II. ANALYSIS

The Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"),

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection with

any election. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). The term "contribution"

includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of

money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of

influencing any election for Federal office. 2 U.S.C.

S 431(8)(A).

A review of the reports submitted by the Friends of Mattingly

revealed that Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. made a $1250 and $50

contribution in connection with the 1986 U.S. Senate Election of
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Mack Mattingly. As noted, an audit indicated that a $300 refund

was made to Dr. Briglevich. Therefore, Dr. Briglevich made a

$1,000 contribution to the Mattingly Committee.

In response to interrogatories, Dr. Briglevich stated that as

she recalled, she was contacted by the local Republican Party

Headquarters to attend a reception and dinner hosted by

President Reagan. She indicated that she was led to believe that

she was donating money to see President Reagan and not to a local

campaign. Dr. Briglevich also stated that she is foreign born and

a naturalized citizen and was unaware of any rule governing

donations. Dr. Briglevich did not refute the corporate status of

her practice.

Based on the aforementioned, the $1,000 contribution from

Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. to Friends of Mattingly was a corporate

contribution in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

III. GENERAL COUNSEL'S RECORRENDATION

Find probable cause to believe that Rose Briglevich

M.D., P.C. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

Date Lawrefce M Nobleb -I /
General Counsel
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Herman Clrlk. P.C. Tmpier (404) 4264966 Of Coun
Joeph T. Justice, P.C. BMt W. Cohen

January 31, 1991

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

RE: Dr. Rose Briglevich M.D., P. C. -
MUR 2989
Our File No. C91-252 cn r

0z

Dear Sir,

Would you be so kind as to enter the enclosed Respondent's
reply to General Counsel's brief in the file for the above cited
case. I have enclosed an extra copy for you to indicate receipt
and would request that you return a stamped copy to me.

LO Thank you for your attention to this atter. Should you have
questions, please contact me.

C , 7 {ncerelyI,, 1 j

Herman Clark

HC/cc
enclosures
cc: Dr. Rose Briglevich
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CLARK & JUSTICE
Attoreiys at Law

142 South Park Square
Suite H

Marietta, Georgia 30060
(404) 4264777

BEFORE THE FEDERAL EUCTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 2989

Rose Briglevich M. D., P.C. )

RESPONDENT'S REPLY TO GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

COMES NOW, Respondent, by and through her undersigned

attorney and files this her response to General Counsel's

brief:

I. ResDondent's Statement of Case

In early April or May, 1985, Dr. Rose Briglevich M.D.,

a recognized Cobb County, Georgia community leader, was

approached by the Georgia Republican Party to attend a

reception and tribute to President Ronald Reagan. Since

Ms. Briglevich is a foreign born, naturalized citizen of

this great country, she was ecstatic at the opportunity to

meet her president. She readily accepted the invitation.

At no time did she understand nor was she ever advised that

the money contributed to see the president was going to the

Friends of Mattingly campaign committee.

Moreover, Respondent did not know until notified by

the Commission in August, 1990 and reviewing the canceled

check that the Friends of Mattingly committee was involved

in and received the contribution. In fact, her check

number 122 (see exhibit A attached hereto) was made payable

to the "Georgia Tribute to the President".

The check tendered, on its face, reflects "Rose

1

9



Briglevich, ND, PC". Albeit, the check indicated that Dr.

Briglevich operated as a professional corporation, the

checking account upon which this check was drawn was, in

fact, a personal account maintained in the Fulton Federal

Savings and Loan Association subsequently succeeded by the

Fulton Federal Savings Bank (see exhibit B, attached

hereto).

The $50.00 check dated 5-29-86 was never issued by Dr.

Briglevich and, in fact, appears to be check number 342

dated 5-19-86 which was voided (as evidenced by exhibit C,

.r attached hereto).

Dr. Briglevich has no knowledge nor do her records

indicate a $300.00 refund from the Friends of Mattingly

committee. However, General Counsel' s statement of the

case reflects that an audit of the Friends of Mattingly

campaign account indicated that this money was refunded to

Respondent.

Respondent denies ever giving a corporate campaign

contribution to the Friends of Mattingly committee.

Furthermore, Respondent denies violating 2 U.S.C. Section

441 b(a).

II. Araument

In order to find probable cause, the Movant must

demonstrate under 2 U.S.C. Section 441b(a) that Dr.

Briglevich made the subject contribution(s) as a

CLARK &JUSTCE corporation. Even arguendo, that Dr. Briglevich's check
Atnory at Law

142 South Park Square
Suite H

Marveta. Georgia 30060
(404) 426-077



V indicated, on its face, the letters PC which are an

indication of a professional corporation, the account was

clearly personal in nature and at no time did it contain

corporate funds therefore defeating the claim that

corporate funds were used in violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(a).

Furthermore, if in fact, the Friends of Mattingly committee

refunded $300.00 to Dr. Briglevich, thereby reducing the

contributed amount to $1,000.00, she would be in compliance

with Federal Election laws even though she never knew she

was contributing Mattingly's campaign.

III. ResDondent's Prayers

WHEREFORE, Respondent prays that this Honorable

'0 Commission deny the recommendation of General Counsel and

find that Respondent has not violated 2 U.S.C. Section

441b(a).
Lr)

Res/(ctfully sum td

~Herman Clar
Attorney for Respondent
Georgia Bar No. 127050

Clark & Justice
142 South Park Square
Marietta, Georgia 30060
404-426-0777

CLARK & JUSTICE
Attoruy at L&

142 Souh Park Square
Suite H

Marietta. Georgia 30060
(40) 426"0777 3
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Fulton Federal
K>iSavings Bank

AFFIDAVIT

The below signed individual personally appeared before me and stated that she is
a Second Vice-President and Branch Manager of Fulton Federal Savin-s Bank and
hereby certifies account number to the benefit of Rose Briglevich and
George Briglevich is a personal account and not a corporate account as indicated
by the records of the bank.

This is the 28th day of January of 1991.

R ut Mitchel

Lfl

Sworn to and subcribed before me this
28th day of January 1991.

Notary Public

. i

2055 South Cobb Drive * Marietta. Georgia 30060 • (404) 432-1042
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf 
before

the Commission.

Date

ulSMD T. S HAMS:

AD)OiR3SS:

Bus ms yInM

~~e~Vi2z

404 -4 33 -o 34
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2700 ONE AE RICAN CENTER
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512/'478-4040 AuSTIN, TiXAs 78701 512/478-4140

January 31, 1991

Mr. Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
Ms. Mary Taskar
Staff Member
office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2989

Dear Mr. Noble and Ms. Taskar: C ,

My client, Family and Marriage Resources, has asked me to
send you the enclosed information to be included in and made part
of the public record on this matter. We appreciate your prompt
decision to take no further action and to close the file.

My client has taken steps to insure that a corporate account
cannot be used to make inadvertent contributions to a candidate
for federal office. In addition, the Executive Director of my
client has reimbursed Family and Marriage Resources in the amount
of $300 and a copy of his check is enclosed.

Very truly yours,

Kat#leen Ford Bay

cc: Jim Powers
Enclosure
KFB/jaf
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) ' SENSITIVE
Friends of Mattingly and )
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer ) MUR 2989
74 Individuals )
17 Political Committees )
17 Corporations )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to believe

Friends of Mattingly ("the Mattingly Committee") and Donald P.

Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 432, 434(b), 441a(f),

and 441b(a), and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.6(c)(3). On the same date, the

Commission also found reason to believe 72 individuals had

1violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A), 17 political committees had

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), and 55 corporations had violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On August 3, 1990, the Commission found

reason to believe two additional individuals violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A). On October 22, 1990, the Commission decided to

take no further action and closed the file as it pertained to

three individual and twenty-six corporate respondents. On

December 13, 1990, the Commission decided to take no further

action and closed the file as it pertained to twelve more

corporate respondents. On January 14, 1991, briefs were mailed

to four corporate respondents, recommending probable cause in

three instances and no probable cause in one instance.
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This report covers 10 more corporate respondents where action

can be taken at this time. 1 The Commission previously found that

each of these respondents had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b.

The Commission has already

decided to take no further action against many of the corporate

respondents in this matter where the amount of the contribution

was less than $1,000. See General Counselts Reports, dated

October 16, 1990, and December 10, 1990.

I11. LEGAL AND FACTUAL ANALYSIS

This report deals with the following corporate respondents

and their contributions:

If) Contributor AmuOt

Dunvoody Office Supply, Inc. $150

Ellis Building Systems $150

Farmers Tobacco Warehouse $250

Patrician Properties $150

Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd. $200

Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc. $250

Southern Energy $250

1. As noted, the Commission has taken no further action with
respect to 38 of the corporate respondents, and briefs have been
sent to four more. Thus, with this report covering ten corporate
respondents, 52 of the 55 original corporate respondents will
have been addressed. The remaining three corporate respondents
made contributions of $1,000 or more to the Mattingly Committee.
one has not yet been located, and the investigation with respect
to the other two is still underway.
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Stricklands Pharmacy $150

Weatherly & Associates, Inc. $250

General Roofing d/b/a White Roofing Company $275

Incomplete responses have been received from Dunwoody Office

Supply, Inc., Ellis Building Systems, Bill Pilgrim Enterprises,

Inc., and Weatherly & Associates, Inc. Bill Pilgrim Enterprises

submitted a written request for preprobable cause conciliation.

None of the others have submitted a written response, but all

have spoken with staff from this Office on one or more occasions

concerning this matter.

Betsy McCamey was the owner of Dunwoody Office Supply at the

time she wrote the $150 check to Friends of Mattingly. She has

since sold the business. McCamey said that she wrote the check

in order to attend a luncheon with Rack Mattingly and Elizabeth

Dole. She did intend to make a contribution to Friends of

Mattingly; she only wanted to attend the luncheon. A copy of the

reply card obtained from the Audit Division's workpapers

instructs luncheon attendees to make their checks payable to

"Friends of Mattingly."

A representative from Ellis Buildings Systems said that Ellis

Buildings Systems is a proprietorship rather than a corporation.

In Bill Pilgrim Enterprises' request for preprobable cause

conciliation, counsel for the President of Pilgrim Enterprises

stated for the record that his client was unaware that his

contribution violation the Act. See Attachment 1.

Sam and Susan Weatherly of Weatherly & Associates, Inc.,

stated that their corporate check was returned by the Mattingly



-4-

Committee and replaced with Mrs. Weatherly's personal check.

Based on the above circumstances and the small amount of the

contributions, we recommend that the Commission decline to enter

into preprobable cause conciliation with Bill Pilgrim

Enterprises and take no further action with respect to it.

Reminder letters were sent to Farmers Tobacco Warehouse,

Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd., and Stricklands Pharmacy,

but to date no response has been received. This Office has not

been able to locate Patrician Properties, Southern Energy, and

General Roofing d/b/a White Roofing Company.

we

recommend that the Commission also take no further action with

respect to these entities as well as Dunwoody Office Supply,

Inc., Ellis Building Systems, and Weatherly & Associates, Inc.

- II. RN OKUZKDATIONS

C 1. Decline to enter into conciliation with Bill
Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc., prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

2. Take no further action with respect to Dunwoody
Office Supply, Inc.; Ellis Building Systems; Farmers
Tobacco Warehouse; Patrician Properties; Peoples'
Transportation Services, Ltd.; Bill Pilgrim Enterprises,
Inc.; Southern Energy; Stricklands Pharmacy; Weatherly &
Associates, Inc.; General Roofing Co. d/b/a White
Roofing Company and close the file as it pertains to
these respondents.

L
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3. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

14q/_ _ _ _B: BY:_ ----

Date Lois . NLos{. rner

Associate General Counsel

Attachment

1. Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc., response

Staff person: Elizabeth Campbell



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMIMISSION

In the Matter of)

Friends of Mattingly and ) MUR 2989
Donald P. Gammon, as)

treasurer;)
74 Individuals;)
17 Political Committees;)
17 Corporations.

CERTI F ICATION

It Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on February 4, 1991, the

Commission decided by a vote of 4-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 2989:
LO~

1.Decline to enter into conciliation
with Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc.,
prior to a finding of probabl, cause
to believe.

2. Take no further action with respect
to Dunwoody office Supply, Inc.;
Ellis Building Systems; Farmers
Tobacco warehouse; Patrician Properties;
Peoples* Transportation Services, Ltd.;
Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc.; Southern
Energy; Stricklands Pharmacy; Weatherly a
Associates, Inc.; General Roofing Co.
d/b/a/ White Roofing Company and close
the file as it pertains to these respondents.

(continued)



Page 2Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 2989
February 4, 1991

3. Approve the appropriate letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated January 30, 1991.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, and McGarry voted

affirmatively for the decision; Commissioners McDonald and

Thomas did not cast votes.

Attest:

a?- -1
Date

fyecretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Thurs., January 31, 1991 9:57 a.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Thurs., January 31, 1991 4:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Mon., February 4, 1991 4:00 p.m.

01% dh
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

February 14, 1991

Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd.
P.O. Box 491261
Atlanta, GA 30349

RE: MUR 2989
Peoples' Transportation
Services, Ltd.

Dear Gentlemen:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Peoples'

co Transportation Services, Ltd., violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on February 4, 1991, to take no further
action against Peoples' Transportation Services, Ltd., and
closed the file as it pertains to Peoples' Transportation
Services, Ltd. The file will be made part of the public record

Lr) within 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect to
all other respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any
factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so within ten days of your receipt of this letter.
Such materials should be sent to the Office of the General

C Counsel.

nThe Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
rK to make a contribution to a candidate for Federal office appears

to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois orune
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A'ASHINCTO% DC 20464

February 14, 1991

Farmers Tobacco Warehouse
P.O. Box 432
Vidalia, GA 30474

RE: MUR 2989
Farmers Tobacco Warehouse

Dear Gentlemen:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission found reason to believe that Farmers TobaccoNWarehouse violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
After considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determined on February 4, 1991, to take no furtheraction against Farmers Tobacco Warehouse, and closed the file asit pertains to Farmers Tobacco Warehouse. The file will be madepart of the public record within 30 days after this matter hasbeen closed with respect to all other respondents involved.LI) Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials tooappear on the public record, please do so within ten days ofyour receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent toZthe Office of the General Counsel.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate accountto make a contribution to a candidate for Federal office appearsto be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). You should takeimmediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur inthe future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence rl. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Li . rner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20 63

February 14, 1991

Betsy McCamey
Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.
5481 Chamblee-Dunwoody Rd.
Dunwoody, GA 30362

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Ms. McCamey: Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Dunwoody Office
Supply, Inc. ("the Corporation") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). On August 23, 1990, you spoke with staff
from this office concerning the Commission's reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on February 4, 1991, to take no further
action against Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc., and closed the file
as it pertains to Dunwoody Office Supply. The file will be made
part of the public record within 30 days after this matter hastfl been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.

_ Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for Federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W'ASHINGTON. DC 20463

February 14, 1991

Ellis Building Systems
Rt. 1, Highway 100 South
Tallapoosa, GA 30176

RE: MUR 2989
Ellis Building Systems

Dear Gentlemen:

On Auqust 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Ellis Building
Systems violated 2 U.S.C. 5 44lb(a), a provision of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on February 4, 1991, to take no further
action against Ellis Building Systems, and closed the file as it
pertains to Ellis Building Systems. The file will be made part
of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should

to you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for Federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 20463

February 14, 1991

Patrician Properties
P.O. Box 8879
Savannah, GA 31412

RE: MUR 2989
Patrician Properties

Dear Gentlemen:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Patrician
Properties violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

-After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on February 4, 1991, to take no further
action against Patrician Properties, and closed the file as it
pertains to Patrician Properties. The file will be made part of
the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt
of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of
the General Counsel.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for Federal office appears to
be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). You should take immediate
steps to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

February 14, 1991

Don F. DeFoor, Esquire
2175-8 County Line Road
Douglasville, Georgia 30135

RE: MUR 2989
Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc.

Dear Mr. DeFoor:

On August 3, 1990, Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc. was
notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason to
believe that Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc. violated 2 U.s.c.
5 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). On August 24, 1990, you submitted
a request to enter into conciliation negotiations prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

'0> After considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determined on February 4, 1991, to decline to enter
into conciliation and to instead take no further action against
Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc., and closed the file as it
pertains to Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc. The file will be

nmade part of the public record within 30 days after this matter
has been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account
to make a contribution to a candidate for Federal office appears
to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
wASHINGTON. 0 C 20463

February 14, 1991

Stricklands Pharmacy
111 Bonard
Glennville, GA 30427

RE: MUR 2989
Stricklands Pharmacy

Dear Gentlemen:

On August 3, 1990, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission found reason to believe that Stricklands
Pharmacy violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determined on February 4, 1991, to take no furtheraction against Stricklands Pharmacy and closed the file as itpertains to Stricklands Pharmacy. The file will be made part ofthe public record within 30 days after this matter has beenclosed with respect to all other respondents involved. Shouldyou wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
0the public record, please do so within ten days of your receiptof this letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of

the General Counsel.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate accountto make a contribution to a candidate for Federal office appearsC" to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). You should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence H. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 0DC 20463

February 14, 1991

Mrs. Susan Weatherly
Mr. Sam Weatherly
Weatherly & Associates, Inc.
P.O. BOX 503
Tybee Island, GA 31328

RE: MUR 2989
Weatherly & Associates, Inc.

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Weatherly:

on August 3, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Weatherly&
Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
on several occasions, you spoke with staff from this office
concerning the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on February 4, 1991, to take no further
action against Weatherly a Associates, Inc., and closed the file
as it pertains to Weatherly & Associates, Inc.. The file will be
made part of the public record within 30 days after this matter
has been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.

~4~) Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of your
receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to the
Office of the General Counsel.

The Commission reminds you that using a corporate account to
make a contribution to a candidate for Federal office appears to

c..be a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). You should take immediate
steps to insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

if you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

February 12, 1991

CERTIFIED NAIL
WHRE RIi REQUESTD

Mr. Randy Folsom, President
Folsom Construction Company
Route 4, Box 34
Cordele, GA 31015

RE: MUR 2989
Folsom Construction Company

Dear Mr. Folsom:

NO On January 14, 1991, you were mailed a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual issuesin this matter under review. This brief and accompanying letternotified you of the General Counsel's intent to recommend to theCommission a finding of probable cause to believe that Folsom
Construction Company violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

To date, you have not responded to the General Counsel'sbrief. Unless we receive a response from you within 10 days ofyour receipt of this letter, this Office will circulate a reportto the Comission recommending a finding of probable cause. Youshould submit 10 copies of your response to the Secretary of theCommission, and forward 3 copies to the Office of the General
Counsel.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar,the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel
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February 14, 1991

Ms. Mary Taksar
Federal Election Commisslon
Washington, DC 20463

RE: Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, P.C.
c.fl

C/ It f -_'2

Dear Ms. Taksar:

Enclosed please find our response. Please let me hear from
you so that we may settle this matter.

Sincerely yours,

Will Hays Pickett, Jr.

WHPJR/vlj

Enclosure

WILL NAYS PICKrT

WILL MAVS PICKI[T. JiN

0ICOc PCKCgr

(1n8-19S41
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF )

) MUR 2989

PICKETT, PICKETT & PICKETT, P.C )

RESPONDENT'S BRIEF

NOW COMES, the respondent, Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, P.C., and admits

that it made a $1,000.00 contribution to the Friends of Mattingly, pursuant to

a solicitation through the mail. Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, P.C. did not

willfully, wantonly or knowingly violate the law.

This the day of _ _-_ , 1991.

Respectfully submitted,

PICKETT, PICKETT & PICKETT, P.C.

Will Hays Pickett, Jr.
Georgia State Bar No. 578255

225 North Main Street
Edge Building

rJasper, Georgia 30143
(404) 692-2494
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Fo Flm C ASA& lk2Folsom Construction Co.
2231 US HWY. 41 Soui
Cmdke. GOgg 31015
Ph. (912) 27346if

February 18, 1991 Fax (912) 273.7579

Federal Election Comission
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: NUR 2989 - Folsom Construction Co.

Dear Sirs:

As per your correspondence regarding the above this check was written
inadvertently on the company account.

Sincerely,

Brenda Claents
Folsom Construction Co.

BC:bc

READY-MIX CONCRETE - HOT MIX ASPHALT
eUdom - Crms - 36ebm - Ogde __ Po A t Comm=

• )

AAP*



.. 0 ,,it [I [

- - -

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) Wh TWE
MUR 2989 IUTwltSESSION

Folsom Construction Company )
Pickett, Pickett & Pickett
Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. R 1 2 199
Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On June 19, 1990, the Commission found reason to believe that

Folsom Construction Company, Pickett, Pickett & Pickett,

Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C., and Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a) by making a corporate contribution to

a Federal candidate and instituted an investigation into this

matter. After reviewing responses from Folsom Construction

Company, Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, and Rose Briglevich M.D.,

,f) P.C., on January 14, 1991, this Office sent General Counsel's

'" briefs recommending probable cause to believe to these three

respondents. After reviewing the response submitted by Brown

Brothers Harriman & Co., on January 14, 1991, this Office sent a

General Counsel' brief recommending no probable cause to believe

to Brown Brothers.

Based on this Office's investigation and the responses to the

General Counsel's briefs received from Folscm Construction

Company, Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, and Rose Briglevich M.D.,

P.C., we are recommending that the Commission find probable cause

to believe that Folsom Construction Company and Pickett, Pickett &

Pickett violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a) and no probable cause to

believe that Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. violated 2 U.S.C.
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S441b(a). See Section 11 for a detailed discussion. This Office

did not receive a response to the General Counsel's brief from

Brown Brothers. we are recommending that the Commission find no

probable cause to believe that Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). See Section II for a detailed

discussion.

11. ANALYSIS

The Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"),

prohibits a corporation from making any contribution or

expenditure to any candidate for federal office in connection with

any election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). The term "contribution"

includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of

money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of

- influencing any election for Federal office. 2 U.S.C.

S431(8)(A).

A review of the reports submitted by Friends of Mattingly

revealed that Folsom Construction Company made a $1,000

contribution in connection with the 1986 U.S. Senate Election of

Mack Mattingly. The Mattingly Committee reported the receipt of a

$1,000 contribution check from Folsom Construction, dated May 28,

1985 and made payable to "Georgia Tribute to the President."

In response to interrogatories, Ms. Brenda Clements of Folsom

Construction indicated that the company was inc-orporated in 1985.

She also stated that the $1,000 contribution check was drawn on a

corporate account and was never returned cu voided. on

January 14, 1991, this office sent a General Counsel's brief to

Folsom Construction which recommended that the Commission find
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probable cause to believe that Folsom Construction Company

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On February 18, 1991, Folsom

Construction responded that the $1,000 contribution check was

inadvertently written on the company account. See Attachment 1.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

Commission find probable cause to believe that Folsom Construction

Company violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports submitted by Friends of Mattingly

revealed that on October 22, 1990, Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, a

law firm, made a $1,000 contribution in connection with the 1986

U.S. Senate Election of Mack Mattingly. In response to

'C interrogatories, Mr. Will Hays Pickett, Jr. of Pickett, Pickett &
Pickett indicated that the firm was a Georgia corporation and had

made a $1,000 contribution to the Mattingly Committee.
Mr. Pickett stated that the check was sent pursuant to a

solicitation through the mail. He also stated that Pickett,NT

Pickett & Pickett did not knowingly and willfully violate the law.

On January 14, 1991, this Office sent a General Counsel's

brief to Pickett, Pickett & Pickett which recommended that the

Commission find probable cause to believe that Pickett, Pickett &
Pickett violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). In its February 14, 1991

response, Pickett, Pickett & Pickett once aqain asserted that the

firm made a $1,000 contribution pursuant to a solicitation

received through the mail and that the firm did not willfully,

wantonly or knowingly violate the law. See Attachment 2, page 2.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

Commission find probable cause to believe that Pickett, Pickett &
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Pickett violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

A review of the reports submitted by the Friends of Mattingly

revealed that Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. made a $1,250

contribution and a $50 contribution in connection with the 1986

U.S. Senate Election of Mack Mattingly. An audit of the Mattingly

Committee revealed that a $300 refund was made to Dr. Briglevich.

Therefore, it appeared that Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. made a

$1,000 contribution to the Mattingly Committee.

In response to interrogatories, Dr. Briglevich stated that as

she recalled, she was contacted by the local Republican Party

Headquarters to attend a reception and dinner hosted by

President Reagan. She indicated that she was lead to believe that

she was donating money to see President Reagan and not to a local

campaign. Dr. Briglevich also stated that she is foreign born and

a naturalized citizen and was unaware of any rule governing

donations. Dr. Briglevich did not refute the corporate status of

her practice.

On January 14, 1991, this Office sent a General Counsel's

brief to Dr. Briglevich which recommended that the Commission find

probable cause to believe that Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On February 4, 1991, we received a reply

brief submitted by Dr. Briglevich's counsel. In this brief,

Dr. Briglevich asserts that although the $1,250 check tendered

reflects "Rose Briglevich, M.D., P.C." on its face, the checking

account upon which it was drawn was a persrnal account maintained

in the Fulton Federal Savings and Loan Association subsequently

succeeded by Fulton Federal Savings Bank. See Attachment 3, pages
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2-3. The response brief included an affidavit from Ruth Mitchell,

Second Vice-President and Manager of Fulton Federal Savings Bank,

certifying that account Number is a personal account of

Rose and George Briglevich and not a corporate account as

indicated by the records of the bank. See Attachment 3, page 9.

In her response brief, Dr. Briglevich also included documentation

which indicates that the $50 contribution check was originally

written on a corporate account but was voided. See Attachment 3,

page 3. Dr. Briglevich asserts that she has no knowledge nor do

her records indicate a $300 refund from the Mattingly Committee.

Id. However, as noted earlier, an audit of the Committee

indicated that $300 was refunded to Dr. Briglevich.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

Commission find no probable cause to believe that Rose Briglevich

M.D., P.C. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) and close the file as it

pertains to Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.

C A review of the reports submitted by the Friends of Mattingly

nrevealed that on June 5, 1986, Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. made

0a $1,000 contribution in connection with the 1986 U.S. Senate

Election of Rack Mattingly. In response to interrogatories,

Edward Hoenig, Deputy Manager of Brown Brothers, indicated that

Brown Brothers had not made the contributicn in question to the

Mattingly Committee. He stated that Brcwn Sr~thers is a licensed

private bank that issues cashier's checks in the ordinary course

of business. Mr. Hoenig stated that the :beck in question was

issued to J.M. Ireland, a client of the bank. He stated that the

cashier's check was issued on June 5, 1986 pursuant to
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Ms. Ireland's instructions and that the $1,000 was debited to her

principal account. He enclosed a copy of the cashier's check

which indicates on its face that payment was ordered by

J.M. Ireland and was issued from her personal funds.

Based on the information provided by Mr. Hoenig, it appears

that Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. did not violate 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a). On January 14, 1991, this Office mailed a General

Counsel's brief to Brown Brothers which recommended that the
Commission find no probable cause to believe that Brown Brothers

Harriman & Co. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Brown Brothers

did not respond to the General Counsel's brief. Therefore, this
Office is recommending that the Commission find no probable cause

to believe that Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. violated 2 U.S.C.

-- S 441b(a) and close the file as it pertains to Brown Brothers
Ln Harriman & Co.

III . DISCUSSION OF CONCILIATION AND CIVIL PENALTY

Based on the foregoing analysis, this Office recommends thatC

the Commission find probable cause to believe that Folsom

Construction Company and Pickett, Pickett & Pickett violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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IV. anCOIUSEUD&TIOUS

1. Find probable cause to believe that Folsom Construction
Company and Pickett, Pickett & Pickett violated 2 U.S.C.
5 44lb(a).

2. Find no probable cause to believe that Rose Briglevich
M.D., P.C. and Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441b(a) and close the file as it pertains to them.

3. Approve the attached conciliation agreements and
appropriate letters.

G rence M. Noble
General Counsel

Attachments:
1. Folsom Construction Company's Response
2. Pickett, Pickett & Pickett's Response
3. Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.'s Response
4. Conciliation Agreement for Folsom Construction Company
5. Conciliation Agreement for Pickett, Pickett & Pickett

Staff assigned: Elizabeth Campbell
Mary Taksar

Date/



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 2989

Folsom Construction Company; )
Pickett, Pickett & Pickett;
Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.;
Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of March 19,

1991, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

vote of 6-0 to take the following actions in MUR 2989:

1. Find probable cause to believe that Folsom
Construction Company and Pickett, Pickett &
Pickett violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

2. Find no probable cause to believe that Rose
Briglevich M.D., P.C. and Brown Brothers

C. Harriman & Co. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a)
and close the file as it pertains to them.

3. Approve the conciliation agreements and
appropriate letters, as recommended in the
General Counsel's report dated March 6, 1991.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

McGarry and Thomas vote affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date Marlorie W
ecretary of the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
o 'A~ASHI\CTIO% DC 20463

S Rs March 26, 1991

Mr. Randy Folsom, President
Folsom Construction Company
Route 4. Box 34
Cordele, GA 31015

RE: MUR 2989
Folsom Construction Company

Dear Mr. Folsom:

On March 19, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is probable cause to believe Folsom Construction
Company violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a provision of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such
violations for a period of 30 to 90 days by informal methods of
conference, conciliation, and persuasion, and by entering into a
conciliation agreement with a respondent. If we are unable to
reach an agreement during that period, the Commission may
institute a civil suit in United States District Court and seek
payment of a civil penalty.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission
has approved in settlement of this matter. If you agree with
the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return
it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission within ten
days. I will then recommend that the Commission accept the
agreement. Please make your check for the civil penalty payable
to the Federal Election Commission.

if you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
enclosed conciliation agreement, or if you wish to arrange a
meeting in connection with a mutually satisfactory conciliation
agreement, please contact Mary Taksar or Elizabeth Campbell, the
attorneys assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONU lt March 26, 1991

Mr. Will Hays Pickett, Jr.
Pickett, Pickett & Pickett
Edge Building
225 North Main Street
Jasper, GA 30143

RE: MUR 2989
Pickett, Pickett &Pickett

Dear Mr. Pickett:

On March 19, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is probable cause to believe Pickett, Pickett &
Pickett violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b~a), a provisir~n of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such
violations for a period of 30 to 90 days by informal methods of
conference, conciliation, and persuasion, and by entering into a
conciliation agreement with a respondent. If we are unable to

4. reach an agreement during that period, the Commission may
iznstitute a civil suit in United States District Court and seek
payment of a civil penalty.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission
has approved in settlement of this matter. If you agree with
the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return
it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission within ten
days. I will then recommend that the Commission accept the
agreement. Please make your check for the civil penalty payable
to the Frederal Election Commission.

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

Sincerely,

oa"LG)
Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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Herman Clark, Esquire
Clark & Justice
142 South Park Square
Suite H
Marietta, GA 30060

RE: MUR 2989
Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.

Dear Mr. Clark:

This is to advise you that on March 19, 1991, the Federal
Election Commission found that there is no probable cause to
believe your client, Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C., violated
2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Accordingly, the file in this matter has
been closed as it pertains to Rose Briglevich M.D., P.C.

The file will be made part of the public record within 30
days after it has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. Should 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.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A)
remain in effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.
In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under 2 U.S.C.
5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be submitted
to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be acknowledged
in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar or
Elizabeth Campbell, the attorneys assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

March 2E, 1991

Edward Hoenig, Deputy Manager
Brown Brothers Harriman and C:.
59 Wall Street
New York, N.Y. 10005

RE: MUR 2969
Brown Brzthers Harriman & Co.

Dear Mr. Hoenig:

This is to advise you that on March !i. 191, the Federal
Election Commission found that there is no probable cause to
believe Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. violated 2 U.S.c.
S 441b(a). Accordingly, the file in this matter has been closed
as it pertains to Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.

The file will be made part of the public record within 30
days after it has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. Should 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.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A)
remain in effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.
In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be submitted
to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be acknowledged
in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Taksar
or Elizabeth Campbell, the attorneys assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincereiy,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
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April 17, 1991

--7

Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washinqton, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2989

Dear Ms. Campbell:

This letter is in response to your request for additional
information in connection with MUR 2989. The focus of this
matter as it relates to Northrop Employees Political Action
Committee ("NEPAC") is an alleged violation of 2 USC Section
441a(a) (2)(A). You have requested information with respect to
the redesignation of a contribution made in 1986.

The contribution in question concerns a NEPAC check made
payable to Friends of Mattingly Committee dated March 10, 1986 in
the amount of $2,000.00. This contribution was originally

"* reported by NEPAC on its Report of Receipts and Disbursements
(FEC 3X) filed on April 9, 1986 as being made in connection with
Senator Mattingly's 1986 primary election. This report was
amended on April 16, 1986, within one week of filing the initial
report, to revise the election designation of this disbursement.
This amended report reflects the fact that it was made in
connection with Senator Mattingly's 1986 general election.

Unfortiinately, virtually all of the NEPAC backup material
for 1986 has been destroyed as allowed by law. (See, 2 USC
Section 432(d); 11 CFR Sections 102.9(c) and 104.14(b)(3).) The
paperwork associated with NEPAC, like other sizable federal
committees, is voluminous and occupies a significant amount of
storage space. Thus, NEPAC disposed of its 1986 records as
permitted by law.

Thus, there are no records to confirm that the Mattingly
campaign was contacted in writing to advise them that the
$2,000.00 contribution dated March 10, 1986 was redesignated for
the 1986 general election. However, our office has been advised
by Ms. Lily Balian, Director, Civic Action at Northrop
Corporation, that it was standard procedure for Northrop



Elizabeth Campbell, Esq.
April 17, 1991
Page 2

personnel in the Washington, D.C. office to advise the
candidate's campaign regarding any such redesignations. Since
this contribution was made over five years ago and is only one of
hundreds of contributions NEPAC makes each year, Ms. Balian has
no specific recollection of the circumstances surrounding this
particular contribution. Moreover, none of the individuals who
were employed in the Northrop Washington, D.C. office in 1986 are
currently employed by Northrop.

Despite the fact that NEPAC has no evidence to confirm
that the Mattingly campaign was advised regarding the
redesignation, the fact that the NEPAC FEC 3X report was amended
within one week to revise this designation is a strong indication
that all necessary steps, including a written redesignation to
the Mattingly campaign, were undoubtedly taken immediately.

We respectfully submit that NEPAC has not violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act. The NEPAC FEC 3X report was
amended within one week to accurately reflect the designation of
the contribution to the Mattingly campaign. It was common
practice for the candidate's campaign to be advised of any such
redesignation. With this redesignation, the contributions to
Senator Mattingly's 1986 primary campaign did not exceed $5,000.
It seems unfair to penalize NEPAC for its inability to produce
documentation of a written redesignation to the candidate's
campaign five years after the contribution was made when the law
specifically permits records to be destroyed after three years.

Nevertheless, should the Federal Election Commission
determine that it desires to proceed further with this matter, we
respectfully request pre-probable cause conciliation pursuant to
11 CFR Section 111.18(d). We believe this minor technical matter
would best be dealt with in this fashion.

Please feel free to contact me at any time to discuss this

matter further.

Sincerely yo4rs,

Jerry Margaret 2simmons

JMS/dm



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

May 1, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Randy Folsom, President
Folsom Construction Company
Route 4, Box 34
Cordele, GA 31015

RE: MUR 2989

Folsom Construction Company

Dear Mr. Folsom:

On March 26, 1991, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found probable cause to believe that Folsom
Construction Company violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). On that same
date, you were sent a conciliation agreement offered by the
Commission in settlement of this matter.

Please note that pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(A)(i),
the conciliation period in this matter may not extend for more
than 90 days, but may cease after 30 days. Insofar as more than
30 days have elapsed without a response from you, the Office of

NZ- the General Counsel will recommend that the Commission authorize
the filing of a civil suit unless we receive a response from you

C with 15 days of your receipt of this letter.

Should you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell or Mary Taksar, the attorneys assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: George F. Rishel
Assistant General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

In the Matter of S
)

Friends of Mattingly and )
Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer ) MUR 2989

)
17 Political Committees )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

This matter was generated by an audit conducted by the

Federal Election Commission ("Commission") in accordance with

C the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act") pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 438(b). On June 19, 1990, the

Commission found reason to believe Friends of Mattingly ("the

Mattingly Committee") and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. 55 432, 434(b), 441a(f), and 441b(a), and

11 C.F.R. 5 110.6(c)(3). On the same date, the Commission also

found reason to believe 17 political committees had violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). This report covers the 17 political

committees.

II. LEGAL AND FACTUAL ANALYSIS

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act") states that no multicandidate political committee may make

contributions to any candidate and his authorized political

committees with respect to any election for Federal office

which, in the aggregate, exceeds $5,000. 2 U.s.c.

5 441a(a)(2)(A). The term "election" means a general, special,

primary, or runoff election. 2 U.S.C. 5 431(1). The term
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"multicandidate political committee" means a political committee

which has been registered under 2 U.S.c. 5 433 for six or more

months which has received contributions from more than 50

persons and except for a State political party organization, has

made contributions to five or more candidates for Federal

office. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(4). The Regulations state that in

the case of a contribution designated for a particular election,
"with respect to any election" means the election designated.1

11 C.F.R. S l10.1(a)(2). A contribution made after a primary,

caucus, or convention and designated for any of these is made

only to the extent that the contribution does not exceed net

debts outstanding from the primary election, caucus, or

convention. Id. An undesignated contribution is considered a

primary contribution if it is made prior to or on the date of

the primary. Id. An undesignated contribution is considered a

general election contribution if it is made after the date of

the primary. Id.

The Act also states that no person may make

contributions to a candidate and his authorized political

committees with respect to any Federal election which, in the

aggregate, exceeds $1,000. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). The term
"person" includes an individual, partnership, committee,

association, corporation, labor organization, or any other

1. This Office notes that the regulations governing this caseare those in effect at the time the contributions were made andreceived. Therefore, citations to Parts 103, 104, and 110 ofTitle 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations refer to regulations
in effect prior to the April 8, 1987 amendments to those
sections.
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organization or group of persons, but does not include the

Federal Government or any authority of the Federal Government.

2 U.S.C. S 431(11).

A. A.L. Williams & Associates PAC

A.L. Williams & Associates PAC (ALWPAC) made a $5,000

contribution to Friends of Mattingly with a check dated

October 31, 1986. On the face of the check, ALWPAC designated

this contribution for the primary, which was held on August 12,

1986. See Attachment 1, Page 8. ALWPAC also made a second

contribution in the amount of $5,000 to Friends of Mattingly on

October 31, 1986. On the face of this check, ALWPAC designated

this contribution for the general election. 2 See Attachment 1,

Page 8.

In its response to the Commission's reason to believe

findings, ALWPAC states that the October 31, 1986 contribution

designated for the primary was for net debts outstanding. In an

affidavit, Kevin King, Vice-President and General Counsel of

A.L. Williams, indicates that ALWPAC relied on the statements of

Robert Mason, the Financial Director of the Mattingly Committee,

that the Committee had net debts outstanding from the primary

election. See Attachment 1, page 9-10. Commission regulations

require that a contribution made after the primary election and

designated for the primary may be made only to the extent that

2. In its 1986 Post-Election Report, ALWPAC reported making a$5,000 contribution to the Committee on October 31, 1986 for
primary debt. In this same report, ALWPAC reported a $5,000
contribution to the Committee on October 31, 1986 for the
general election.
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the contribution does not exceed net debts outstanding from the
primary election. The Audit division determined that the

Mattingly Committee had no net debts outstanding after the

primary and, in fact, finished the primary with a surplus of

$193,202:.0. The Mattingly Committee continues to vigorously

dispute tis finding.

As noted elsewhere in this report, the Mattingly Committee

made simniar representations to other political action

committees in soliciting funds. Also, the Mattingly Committee

continues to hold strong views that the Committee had a primary

debt, thus indicating that the Committee genuinely believed that

to be the case. Despite this disagreement between the

Commission and the Mattingly Committee, we conclude that ALWPAC

was not unjustified in relying on the representations made by

Mr. Mason.

Based on these circumstances, this Office is recommending

that the Commission take no further action in regard to

A.L. Williams & Associates PAC and Jack Smith, as treasurer, and

close the file as it pertains to these respondents.

B. Lockheed mployee's Political Action Committee

Lockheed Employee's Political Action Committee made eight

contributions totaling $10,000 to the Committee prior to the

August 16, 1986 primary. It appears from copies of the checks

and accompanying letters that Lockheed designated only two of

the eight contributions. In its response to the Commission's

reason to believe findings, Lockheed states that from March 3,

1982 until may 15, 1985, it assumed that pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
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5 110.2, Lockheed contributions made prior to the primary were

primary contributions.3  See Attachment 2, Page 2. However, in
reports filed with the Commission, Lockheed disclosed that
contributions made prior to June 7, 1985 were for the general

election. In a telephone conversation with staff from this
Office, Lockheed indicated that prior to June 1985, the

treasurer did not understand how designation occurred and,

therefore, just checked off the general election box on FEC
forms. Lockheed stated that it assumed that the contributions

would go to the next election. Lockheed notes that it
-designated all contributions made after May 15, 1985 and that on

its June 7, 1985 contribution check it designated $500 for the

primary and $500 for the general election. This $500
contribution to the primary which Lockheed made on June 7, 1985

brought Lockheed to its $5,000 primary contribution limit. 4 On
February 26, 1986, Lockheed made its last contribution for the
1986 election cycle in the amount of $4,500. This $4,500

contribution was designated on the face of the check for the

3. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 l10.1(a)(2)(ii), a contribution notdesignated in writing is a primary contribution if made on orbefore the date of the primary election. This Officeacknowledges that Lockheed's reference to the language of11 C.F.R. S 110.2 regarding contributions not designated inwriting is appropriate. However, this Office notes that at thetime the contributions were made, the language presently in11 C.F.R. 5 110.2 regarding contributions not designated inwriting was contained in 11 C.F.R. S 110.1.

4. All prior contributions made by Lockheed were undesignated.Commission regulations require that these contributions beconsidered primary contributions because they were made prior tothe date of the primary election.
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general election. 5 Therefore, because Lockheed's primary

contributions total $5,000 and its general election

contributions total $5,000, it appears that Lockheed did not

violate 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a) by exceeding its primary or general

contribution limits. Nevertheless, it appears that Lockheed's

reports to the Commission did not accurately report the election

for which its contributions were made. In prior matters, the

Commission has, after a reason to believe finding, taken no

further action with respect to such reporting errors.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

-Commission take no further action in regard to Lockheed

NEmployee's Political Action Committee and Stephen E. Chaudet, as

treasurer, and close the file as it pertains to these

respondents. The notification letter will include a reminder

that in the reports it files with the Commission, Lockheed must

properly report the election for which a contribution is made in

C accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 110.2.

C. Flowers Industries Inc. Political Action Committee

Flowers Industries Inc. Political Action Committee made two
contributions to the Committee, $2,500 on February 13, 1985 and

$5,000 on June 3, 1985. In its response to the Commission's

reason to believe findings, Flowers submitted an affidavit from

its treasurer, Earl Quigg. See Attachment 3. In his affidavit,

Mr. Quigg states that Flowers made the February 13, 1985

5. When the $4,500 contribution is added to the $500contribution which Lockheed designated to the general election
on June 7, 1985, Lockheed reaches its general election limit.
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contribution for the primary election. In its 1985 February

Monthly Report, Flowers disclosed this contribution as a

contribution for the general election. 6 The copy of the
February 13, 1985 check which Flowers sent indicates no

designation, and there is no accompanying letter indicating a
primary designation. As Commission regulations require an

undesignated contribution made prior to a primary to be
considered a primary contribution, Flowers' February 13, 1985
contribution is a primary contribution. Flowers' June 3, 1985
contribution is considered a general election contribution

because it was designated as such on the face of the check.
Based on these facts, it appears that Flowers did not violate

2 U.s.C. S 441a(a) by exceeding the $5,000 aggregate limit for
-- contributions to the general election but it did fail to

properly report the election designation of the February 13,

1985 contribution.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

Commission take no further action in regard to Flowers
_ Industries Inc. Political Action Committee and Earl Quigg, as

treasurer, and close the file as it pertains to these

respondents. The notification letter will include a reminder

that in the reports which it files with the Commission, Flowers
must properly report the election for which a contribution is

made in accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 110.2.

6. In Mr. Quigg's affidavit, he requests that if thesecontributions were not correctly reported to the Commission thatthe'affidavit stand as a correction of such records.



D. Citizens & SouthernGeorgia Corporation Better Government
comeltt..

Citizens & Southern Georgia Corporation Better Government

Committee ("Citizens and Southern") made five contributions to

the Mattingly Committee between September 23, 1983 and April 17,

1985, totaling $5,500. In its reports to the Commission,

Citizens & Southern disclosed these contributions as primary

contributions. In response to the Commission's reason to

believe findings, Citizens & Southern stated that on July 25,

1985, it wrote a letter to the Mattingly Committee notifying the

Committee that any contributions above the $5,000 aggregate

limit for primary contributions were to be designated to the

general election. See Attachment 4, Page 3. In this letter,

Citizens & Southern specifically noted that checks dated May 21,

LO 1985 and June 20, 1985 were to be designated to the general

election. Id.

This Office notes that the April 17, 1985 contribution

brought Citizens & Southern over its $5,000 primary contribution

limit by $500. However, as noted above, Citizens & Southern

redesignated all contributions over the $5,000 primary aggregate

limit to the general election on July 25, 1985, approximately

ninety days after Citizens & Southern exceeded its $5,000

primary aggregate limit. 7In other matters, redesignation

7. Current Commission regulations require that a contributionwhich exceeds contribution limits when aggregated with the othercontributions from the same contributor must be redesignated
within 60 days or refunded by the treasurer of the recipient
committee. 11 C.F.R. 5 103.3(b)(3). In 1986, however, theregulation dealing with this subject stated that when a
contribution cannot be determined to be legal, refunds must
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within 90 days has not been viewed as being done within a

reasonable time. We note, however, that the amount of the

excessive is relatively small and that redesignation was made at

the contributor's initiative before this matter or the audit

began.

Based on these circumstances, this Office recommends that

the Commission take no further action in regard to Citizens &

Southern Corporation Better Government Committee and James D.

Dixon, as treasurer, and close the file as it pertains to these

respondents. The notification letter will include a reminder

that if a multicandidate committee notifies a recipient

committee of a redesignation, it must file an amendment

indicating the redesignation to the Commission report in which

the contribution was originally disclosed.

R. United Technologies Corporation Political Action Comittee

Prior to the August 12, 1986 primary, United Technologies

Corporation Political Action Committee made six contributions,

totaling $8,500, to the Committee.8  In its response to the

(Footnote 7 continued from previous page)
occur within a reasonable amount of time.

8. On March 3, 1982, United Technologies made a $500
contribution for primary debt. On November 15, 1983, United
Technologies made a $1,000 undesignated contribution and onFebruary 20, 1985, it made another undesignated contribution for$1,000. On March 27, 1986, United Technologies designated
$3,000 for the primary while on August 12, 1986 and October 23,1986, United designated $1,000 and $2,000, respectively, for the
general election.

Base on the designations and the contribution dates ofthose contributions not designated, United Technologies' primary
contributions totaled $5,500 and its general election
contributions totaled $3,000.
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Commission's reason to believe findings, United Technologies

states that the Commission's $5,500 total for primary

contributions includes a $500 contribution made on March 3, 1982

to help Mattingly retire his 1980 debt. 9  See Attachment 5,

Page 1. A determination whether the Mattingly Committee still

had 1980 primary debt as of March 3, 1982 is difficult to make
10

at this time. We note, however, that the amount involved here

is relatively small and that United Technologies Corporation

Political Action Committee evidently believed that it was making

a contribution to retire 1980 debt.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

Commission take no further action in regard to United

Technologies Corporation Political Action Committee and Donald

E. Groce, as treasurer, and close the file as it pertains to

these respondents.

F. The National Association of Life Underwriters (NALU)
Political Action Commm-ittee

The National Association of Life Underwriters (NALU)

Political Action Committee made contributions, totaling $10,000,

to the Mattingly Committee from October 1983 through

October 1986. In its response to the Commission's reason to

9. In its 1982 February Monthly Report, United Technologies
reported that its March 3, 1982 contribution for $500 was for
primary debt.

10. In a telephone conversation with staff from this Office,
the Audit division indicated that the reports filed by the
Mattingly Committee revealed a surplus of cash and no debts at
the end of 1980; however, the Audit division is not certain that
the Mattingly Committee had no 1980 debts because it may not
have reported debts.



believe findings, NALU indicates that it made primary

contributions totaling $5,000 and general election contributions

totaling $5,000.1 See Attachment 6. NALU notes that the
$3,850 contribution in question, made on October 23, 1986, was

not a contribution for the general election because it was

designated for primary debt on the face of the check. According

to Commission regulations, a contribution for the primary

election can be made after the primary to the extent that the

contribution does not exceed net debts outstanding. 11 C.F.n.

11l0.1(a)(2). NALU stated that the $3,850 contribution for

primary debt was made in good faith reliance upon information

from the Mattingly campaign that it had incurred primary

campaign debt. See Attachment 6, Page 2 and Section II, Page 3
If>

for an earlier discussion of this issue. NALU requested

pre-probable cause conciliation in its response.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

%z- Commission decline to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation

and instead take no further action in regard to The National

Association of Life Underwriters Political Action Committee and

Bruce C. Hendrickson, as treasurer, and close the file as it

pertains to these respondents.

11. According to reports filed by NALU with the Commission,
NALU made two contributions for the primary. $1,000 on
October 5, 1983 and $150 on February 20, 1986, and one
contribution, $3,850, for primary debt on October 23, 1986.
According to NALU reports filed with the Commission, NALU made a$3,850 contribution for the general election on September 18,
1986 and $1,150 contribution for the general election on
October 23, 1986.
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G. The Political Action Committee of the Dun & Bradstreet

Corporation

The Political Action Committee of the Dun & Bradstreet

Corporation made seven contributions to the Committee between

September 1983 and September 1986, totaling $6,119.34. In its

reports filed with the Commission, Dun & Bradstreet disclosed

all contributions as contributions for the general election. In

its response to the Commission's reason to believe findings,

Dun & Bradstreet indicated that it made a clerical error when it

incorrectly reported the first $4,333.34 in contributions for

the general instead of the primary and requested pre-probable

cause conciliation. See Attachment 7.

This Office notes that because all of Dun & Bradstreet's

contributions appear to be undesignated, it is the date of the

- contributions that is controlling, not the boxes which Dun &
Ln Bradstreet checked of f on reports filed with the Commission.

Based on the dates of the contributions, it appears that Duna

(7 Bradstreet had a primary aggregate of $5,119.34 and a general

aggregate of $1,000. This Office notes that Dun a Bradstreet

exceeded its primary contribution limit by $119.34, a relatively

small amount.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

Commission decline to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation

and instead take no further action in regard to The Political

Action Committee of the Dun & Bradstreet Corporation and

Philip C. Danford, as treasurer, and close the file as it

pertains to these respondents. This Office will include in the
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notification letter a reminder that when a multicandidate

committee exceeds its $5,000 primary election limit, it violates

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) and that Dun & Bradstreet should take

measures to ensure that it does not exceed this contribution

limit in the future.

H. Banker's Trust New York Corporation Political Action
Committee

Banker's Trust New York Corporation Political Action

Committee made five contributions totaling $7,000 to the

Committee between 1983 and 1986, $5,000 before the primary and

$2,000 after the primary. This Office reviewed copies of three

contribution checks which do not have designations on the face

of the check or on the accompanying written statements. In its

reports filed with the Commission, Banker's Trust disclosed all

their contributions as contributions for the general election.

In its response, Banker's Trust states that it improperly

reported the election for which contributions were made because,

at the time, the Banker's Trust traditionally made contributions

for an election cycle which totaled well below the $5,000

aggregate limit permitted per election. See Attachment 8, Page

1. Banker's Trust indicates that the first $5,000 it

contributed to the Committee should have been designated for the

primary because this amount was contributed prior to the

primary. Id. This Office notes although Banker's Trust did not

exceed its $5,000 primary contribution limit, its reports to the

Commission did not accurately report its first $5,000 in

contributions as primary election contributions. As noted

LN

-I
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earlier, in prior matters, the Commission has, after a reason to

believe finding, taken no further action with respect to such

reporting errors.

On August 24, 1990, the Commission declined "at this

tine" to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation with

Banker's Trust. Based on the foregoing, this office recommends

that the Commission decline to enter into pre-probable cause

conciliation and instead take no further action in regard to

Banker's Trust Political Action Committee and Nancy C. OPConnor,

as treasurer, and close the file as it pertains to these

respondents. The notification letter will include a reminder

that in the reports it files with the Commission, Banker's Trust

must report the election for which a contribution is made in

accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 110.2.

U~i . Public Service Political Action Committee

I*",-''WPublic Service Political Action Committee made five

contributions totaling $5,500 prior to the primary and one

$1,000 contribution after the primary. Public Service

designated $5,500 of these contributions to the primary. In its

response to the Commission's reason to believe findings, Public

Service indicates that it reviewed its records and located a

$500 contribution made to the Committee on February 12, 1982

which it failed to carry forward in its primary aggregate limit.

See Attachment 9. Public Service notes that it subsequently

made three contributions totaling $5,000 for the primary

election during the 1986 election cycle and, thereby, exceeded

its $5,000 primary aggregate limit by $500. Id.
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Based on the foregoing and in light of the amount of the

excessive contribution, this office recommends that the

Commission take no further action in regard to Public Service

Political Action Committee and Roman Rice, as treasurer, and

close the file as it pertains to these respondents. The

notification letter will include a reminder that when a

multicandidate committee exceeds the $5,000 aggregate primary

limit, it violates 2 U.s.c. 5 441a(a) and that Public Service

should take measures to ensure proper and permissible

designations and to report the election designations of its

011 contributions in accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 110.2.
-J. Textron Inc. Political Action Committee

>1 Textron Inc. Political Action Committee made contributions
Irl totaling $9,500 prior to the primary. 12In its reports filed

with the Commission, Textron disclosed these contributions as

contributions for the general election, It appears from a

review of the contribution checks and two accompanying letters

1~ that Textron did not designate these contributions for the

general election. As the contributions were not designated by

Textron, Commission regulations require that they be considered

primary contributions because they were made prior to the date

of the primary. 11 C.F.R. 5 l10.1(a)(2). Therefore, Textron

exceeded its primary aggregate by $4,500.

In its response to the Commission's reason to believe

12. Textron made the following contributions: $1,000 onMarch 15, 1982; $1,000 on September 29, 1983; $1,000 onMarch 14, 1985; $1,000 on June 19, 1985; $1,000 on July 24,1985; $2,000 on April 29, 1986; and $2,500 on June 3, 1986.
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findings, Textron indicates that it contributed a total of

$8,500 and intended to contribute $5,000 to the primary election

campaign and $3,500 to the general election campaign. 13 See

Attachment 10. Textron states that the improper designation was

a clerical error and it requests pre-probable cause

conciliation.

On August 24, 1990, the Commission declined "at this time"

to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation with Textron.

Based on the foregoing and the amount of contributions which

were improperly designated, this Office recommends that the

Commission enter into pre-probable cause conciliation with

Textron Inc. Political Action Committee and Gary E. Atwell, as

treasurer. This Office also recommends that the Commission

approve the attached conciliation agreement

K. Goldkist Political Action for Farmers

Goldkist Political Action for Farmers made a $1,000

undesignated contribution to the Committee on August 13, 1985.

In its 1985 Year-End Report, Goldkist disclosed that this

contribution was for the general election. According to

Commission regulations, because the August 13, 1985 contribution

was undesignated and was made prior to the primary, it is

13. It appears that Textron omitted its March 15, 1982
contribution for $1,000 from its figure for total contributions.
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considered a primary contribution.

On October 3, 1986, Goldkist made a $5,000 undesignated

contribution to the Committee and disclosed it as a contribution

for the general election in its 1986 Pre-General Report.

Because Goldkist did not designate the contribution on the face

of the check or by an accompanying written statement and the

contribution was made after the primary election, Commission

regulations make the contribution a general election

contribution. Based on the dates of the contributions, it

appears that Goldkist did not violate 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) by

-- exceeding its $5,000 general election limit but that it did

improperly report the election designation for the August 13,

1985 contribution. Goldkist's response to the Commission's

reason to believe findings consisted of a request for

LO pre-probable cause conciliation. See Attachment 11.

On August 24, 1990, the Commission declined "at this time"

to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation with Goldkist.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

Commission decline to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation

and take no further action in regard to Goldkist Political

Action for Farmers and Paul Brower, as treasurer, and close the

file as it pertains to these respondents. The notification

letter will include a reminder that in its reports to the

Commission, Goldkist must designate the election for which the

contribution is made in accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 110.2.

L. Northrop Employees Political Action Committee (ONEPAC")

Northrop Employees Political Action Committee (NEPAC) made
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contributions totaling $10,000 to the Mattingly Committee from

1982 through 1986.14 It appears that $7,000 of contributions

were either designated to the primary by NEPAC or are considered

primary contributions according to Commission regulations.

Thus, it appears that NEPAC exceeded its primary contribution

limit by $2,000.

The problematic contribution is the check for $2,000 dated

March 10, 1986. The face of the check itself contains a typed

notation designating the check for the "1986 primary." NEPAC's

original 1986 April Quarterly Report disclosed the $2,000

01: contribution made on March 10, 1986 as designated for the

primary election. However, on April 21, 1986, less than one
f) week after filing its original 1986 April Quarterly Report,

NEPAC filed an amended report disclosing that the $2,000

contribution was designated for the general election. see

Attachment 12. A review of the Mattingly Committee reports

v' revealed that despite the designation on the face of the check,
r") the Mattingly Committee also disclosed this contribution as a

contribution for the general election.

A contribution can be designated for a specific election in

14. NEPACts contributions to the Committee are as follows: $500on March 22, 1982; $1,000 on September 23, 1983, $3,000 onMarch 1, 1985; $500 on June 28, 1985; $2,000 on March 10, 1986;$1,000 on April 29, 1986; $1,000 on June 3, 1986; and $1,000 onSeptember 26, 1986. NEPAC designated the March 1, 1985 andMarch 10, 1986 contributions as primary election contributionsand the April 29, 1986, June 3, 1986, and September 26, 1986contributions as general election contributions. The March 22,1982, September 23, 1983, and June 28, 1985 contributions werenot designated and therefore, according to Commissionregulations, are considered primary contributions based on thedates the contributions were made.
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writing. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(a)(2)(i). Although the $2,000

March 10, 1986 contribution was designated in writing for the

1986 primary election, NEPAC attempted to redesignate this

contribution to the 1986 general election by filing an amended

1986 April Quarterly Report which designated this contribution

for the general election. According to Ms. Lily Balian,

Director of Civic Action at Northrop Corporation, it was

standard procedure for Northrop personnel in the Washington D.C.

office to advise a recipient candidate's campaign of any

redesignations, such as that made by NEPAC for its March 10,

1986 contribution in the amount of $2,000. See Attachment 18.

However, Ms. Balain has no specific recollection as to whether

any sort of notification was sent to the Mattingly Committee for
-_ the contribution in question. Counsel for NEPAC noted that

tn virtually all of the back up material for 1986 had been

destroyed and therefore, NEPAC has no records to confirm that

the Mattingly Committee was contacted regarding the

redesignation.
1 5

The fact that NEPAC amended its 1986 April Quarterly Report

within one week of its original filing, the fact that it was

standard procedure for NEPAC to notify recipients of NEPAC

contributions of redesignations of those contributions, and the

fact that the Mattingly Committee also disclosed the Match 10,

1986 contribution as designated for the general election,

15. Counsel states that it seems unfair to penalize NEPAC for
its inability to produce documentation of a written
redesignation when campaign law permits records to be destroyed
after three years.
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indicates that the March 10, 1986 contribution may have been

properly redesignated. Nonetheless, the March 10, 1986

contribution is specifically designated for the primary election

on the face of the check. Although it was standard practice to

notify recipient committees regarding the redesignation of

contributions, in this instance, NEPAC is unable to provide

evidence that the Mattingly Committee was notified of the

redesignation. Therefore, Commission regulations require that

the contribution be considered a primary election contribution

as it was designated as such on the contribution check. Thus,

NEPAC exceeded its primary contribution limit by $2,000.

NEPAC has requested pro-probable cause conciliation in the

event that the Commission decides to proceed further with this

-- matter.

C-



R. Prudential Insurance Company of-America Federal PAC

Prudential Insurance Company of America Federal PAC made

contributions, totaling $7,500,l16 to the Committee from

October 1983 through October 1986. It appears that all of these

contributions were undesignated and that three contributions,

totaling $6,500, were made prior to the primary and a $1,000

contribution was made after the primary. 17According to

Commission regulations, the contributions totaling $6,500 and made

prior to the primary are primary contributions and the $1,000

contribution made after the primary is a general election

Lr contribution. Therefore, this Office notes that Prudential

exceeded its $5,000 primary limit by $1,500. Prudential's

response to the Commission's reason to believe findings consisted

of a request for pre-probable cause conciliation and a statement

Ln that because the contributions were made so long ago, it had no

records regarding the contributions. See Attachment 13, Page 1.

ICT Based on the foregoing, this office recommends that the

C_ Commission enter into pre-probable cause conciliation with

Prudential insurance Company of America Federal PAC and Milan E.

Johnson, as treasurer, and approve the attached conciliation

agreement

16. Prudential's contributions to the Mlattingly Committee are
as follows: $500 on October 27, 1983; $5,000 on March 20, 1985;
$1,000 on May 1, 1986; and $1,000 on October 24, 1986.

17. In the reports which Prudential filed with the Commission,
it disclosed that the October 27, 1983, March 20, 1985 and
May 1, 1986 contributions were primary contributions and that
the October 24, 1986 contribution was a general election
contribution.



-22-

N. American Financial Services Association Political Action
Committee

American Financial Services Association Political Action

Committee ("American Financial") made six contributions totaling

$5,500 to the Committee from September 1983 to September 1986.18

It appears from copies of the checks for the February 13, 1985,

March 11, 1986, June 25, 1986, August 12, 1986, and September 29,

1986 contributions that American Financial did not designate these

contributions, we have no copy of the check for the contribution

made on September 13, 1983. American Financial has produced no

evidence indicating that these contributions were designated for

the general election, although in reports filed with the

Commission, American Financial disclosed all of these

contributions as contributions for the general election. In

response to the Commission's reason to believe findings, American

Financial merely requested pre-probable cause conciliation. See

Attachment 14.

Because Comumission regulations state that undesignated

contributions made on or before the date of a primary are primary

contributions, it appears that American Financial made $4,500 in

primary contributions. Commission regulations also state that

undesignated contributions made after the primary are general

election contributions, therefore, it appears that American made

18. American Financial's contributions are as follows: $500 on
September 13, 1983; $1,000 on February 13, 1985; $1,000 on March11, 1986; $1,000 on June 25, 1986; $1,000 on August 12, 1986;
and $1,000 on September 29, 1986.
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$1,000 in general election contributions. Thus, American

Financial did not exceed its general election limit. If in fact

American Financial had designated these contributions as general

election contributions, it would have exceeded its general

election contribution limit by $500, a relatively small amount.

On August 24, 1990, the Commission declined "at this time" to

enter into pre-probable cause conciliation with American

Financial. Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that

the Commission decline to enter into pre-probable cause

conciliation and instead take no further action in regard to

American Financial Services Association PAC and Thomas L. Thomas,

ON: as treasurer, and close the file as it pertains to these

respondents. The notification letter will include a reminder that

American Financial must properly account for the election

designations of its contributions and that in its reports filed

with the Commission, it must report the election for which a

contribution is made in accordance with 11 C.F.R. 5 110.2.

C 0. Morgan Companies Political Action Committee

Morgan Companies Political Action Committee made

contributions, totaling $10,000,19 to the Committee from

October 1983 through September 1986. It appears that Morgan

Companies designated only one contribution, its March 14, 1986

contribution in the amount of $5,000. For this contribution,

19. Morgan Companies' contributions are as follows: $500 on
October 5, 1983; $1,000 on January 30, 1985; $3,500 on March 14,
1986; $1,500 on March 14, 1986; $1,000 on April 26, 1986; and
$2,500 on September 17, 1986.
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Morgan Companies designated $3,500 for the primary and $1,500 for

the general election.20 See Attachment 15, Page 93. In its

reports to the Commission, Morgan Companies disclosed the

October 5, 1983, and March 14, 1986 ($1,500) contributions as

contributions for the primary and the January 30, 1985, March 14,

1986 ($3,500), April 26, 1986, and September 17, 1986

contributions as contributions for the general election.

The October 5, 1983, January 30, 1985, and April 26, 1986

contributions are considered primary contributions because these

contributions were undesignated and made prior to the date of the

primary. The September 17, 1986 is considered a general election

contribution because it was undesignated and made after the

primary. Therefore, Morgan Companies made $6,000 in primary

contributions and $4,000 in general election contributions.

Morgan, thereby, exceeded its $5,000 primary election contribution

limit by $1,000.

On August 24, 1990, the Commission declined "at this time" to

enter into pre-probable cause conciliation with Morgan Companies.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the Commission

enter into pre-probable cause conciliation with Morgan Companies

Political Action Committee and Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer, and

approve the attached conciliation agreement

20. In its response to the Commission's reason to believe
findings, Morgan Companies included a copy of the accompanying
letter sent with its March 14, 1986 contribution check to the
Mattingly Committee. This letter indicates that for the $5,000
contribution, $3,500 was designated to the primary and $1,500
was designated to the general election. Morgan Companies did
not provide copies of the contribution checks or accompanying
letters indicating designation for the other contributions.
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P. Comittee to Re-Elect Senator Paula Hawkins

The audit of the Mattingly Committee also revealed that it

appeared that the Committee to Re-Elect Senator Paula Hawkins made

a contribution of $3,363.61 to the Committee. The audit report

indicated that the Commission learned in MUR 2577 that the

Floridians for President Reagan's Majority was a joint fundraising

committee authorized by the Mattingly Committee and the Committee

to Re-elect Senator Paula Hawkins. The audit report also stated

that a joint fundraising agreement between the two committees

indicated that expenses and proceeds were to be split equally.

The audit report states that a report filed by the Floridians

indicates gross proceeds of $14,075 and expenses of $776.78.

Information contained in the file for MUR 2577 reveals that of the

$14,075, $3,250 was earmarked for the Hawkins Committee and $3,325

for the Mattingly Committees with checks made payable to the

committees and forwarded to the committees uncashed. 2 1 The audit

report also indicated that expenses were paid from the remaining

money and that the balance of $6,723.22 was forwarded to the

Mattingly Committee. Based on the joint fundraising agreement,

the Hawkins Committee was entitled to half of this amount or

$3,363.61. Because the entire amount was retained by the

Mattingly Committee, it appears that the Committee to Re-Elect

Senator Paula Hawkins contributed $3,363.61 to the Committee and

21. In MUR 2577, respondent, Floridians for President Reagan's
Majority, paid a $1,000 civil penalty to the Commission for
violations of 2 U.S.C. S5 433(a), 434(a), and 441a(a)(8).
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thereby ecceeded its $1,000 contribution limit by $2,363.61.

in response to the Commission's reason to believe findings,

the Committee to Re-Elect Senator Paula Hawkins stated that it had
no records available regarding this subject because the Hawkins

Committee only maintains its records for a three year period. See

Attachment 16. Ms. Genean McKinnon, the treasurer, stated that

she recalled a joint fundraising event with Senator Mattingly in
Jacksonville and that she attended this event on behalf of

Senator Hawkins. Ms. McKinnon states further that the Hawkins

Committee did not intend to make a contribution to the Mattingly

Committee and indicates that a bookkeeping error may have

occurred. Ms. McKinnon also notes that the campaign is inactive

and that they are carrying a few debts.2

Based on these facts, this office will prepare a brief
LO recommending that the Commission find probable cause to believe

that the Committee to Re-Elect Senator Paula Hawkins violated

C_ 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) by exceeding its $1,000 limit.

22. The Commission's most current records indicate that theCommittee to Re-Elect Senator Paula Hawkins received nocontributions and made no disbursements for the 1990 electioncycle as of June 30, 1989. As of June 30, 1989, the HawkinsCommittee had a beginning and ending cash of $223 and debts of$46,075.
The Hawkins Committee has not filed disclosure reports withthe Commission since the 1989 mid-Year Report.
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Q. Associated General Contractors of America Political Action
coni ttee

Associated General Contractors of America Political Action

Committee made contributions totaling $10,500 to the Committee

from 1982 through 1986. in its disclosure reports, Associated

indicated that $5,500 of its contributions were for the primary. 23

Because these contributions do not appear to have been designated

by check or accompanying letter, Commission regulations require

that the contributions be considered primary contributions based

on the date of the contributions. in its response to the

Commission's reason to believe findings, Associated states that

the $500 excessive primary contribution was due to its failure to

carry forward its March 4, 1982 contribution in future reports

and that it requests pre-probable cause conciliation. See

Attachment 17. This Office notes that the March 4, 1982

contribution was made early in the election cycle for the 1986

U.S. Senate Election in Georgia.

Based on the foregoing and the relatively small amount of the

excessive contribution, $500, this office recommends that the

Commission decline to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation

and instead take no further action and close the file in regard to

Associated General Contractors of America Political Action

Committee and John R. Gentille, as treasurer.

R. Hattingly Committee

This Office notes that its recommendations to take no further

23. The contribution in questions were made on March 4, 1982,
September 29, 1983, February 25, 1985, and April 5, 1985, well
before the August 12, 1986 primary election.
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action in regard to twelve of the seventeen political committees

does not mean that we conclude that the Mattingly Committee did

not accept excessive contributions. The issue of acceptance of

excessive contributions will be re-examined when all the issues

relating to the Mattingly Committee are addressed.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Decline to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation and
instead take no further action and close the file as it
pertains to:

a. The National Association of Life Underwriters and
Bruce C. Hendrickson, as treasurer;

'N b. The Political Action Committee of the Dun &Bradstreet Corporation and Philip C. Danford, as treasurer;
c. Banker's Trust Political Action Committee and

Nancy C. O'Connor, as treasurer;
d. Goldkist Political Action for Farmers and

Paul Brower, as treasurer;
e. American Financial Services Association Political

Action Committee and Thomas L. Thomas, as treasurer.
f. Associated General Contractors of America Political

U-) Action Committee and John R. Gentille, as treasurer.
VV '2. Take no further action and close the file as it pertains

to:

C_ a. A.L. Williams & Associates PAC and Jack Smith, as
treasurer;

b. Lockheed Employee's Political Action Committee and
Stephen E. Chaudet, as treasurer;

c. Flowers Industries Inc. Political Action Committee
and Earl Quigg, as treasurer;

d. Citizens & Southern Georgia Corporation Better
Government Committee and James D. Dixon, as treasurer;

e. United Technologies Corporation Political Action
Committee and Donald E. Groce, as treasurer;

f. Public Service Political Action Committee and
Roman Rice, as treasurer.

3. Enter into conciliation prior to a finding of probable
cause and approve the attached conciliation agreements for:

a. Textron Inc. Political Action Committee and Gary E.
Atwell, as treasurer.

b. Northrop Employees Political Action Committee (NEPAC)
and Colleen C. McAndrews, as treasurer;

c. Morgan Companies Political Action Committee and
Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer; and
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d. Prudential Insurance Company of America Federal PAC
and Milan E. Johnson, as treasurer.

4. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

Date BY: Lo 6s. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1. A.L. Williams response
2. Lockheed response
3. Flowers Industries response
4. Citizens & Southern response
5. United Technologies response
6. NALU response
7. Dun & Bradstreet response
8. Banker's Trust response
9. Public Service response
10. Textron response
11. Goldkist response
12. Northrop response

Lr 13. Prudential response
14. American Financial response
15. Morgan response
16. Hawkins Committee response
17. Associated response
18. Northrop Letter

C_ 19. Conciliation Agreements (4)

Staff assigned: Elizabeth Campbell
Mary Taksar
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W.- EMMONS/DONNA ROACHL( (-
COMMISSION SECRETARY

APRIL 30, 1991

MUR 2989 - GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
DATED APRIL 24, 1991.

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Cofmmission on THURSDAY, APRIL 26, 1991 at 4:00 p.m.

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

as indicated by the name(s) checked below:
If

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Josef iak

McDonald

McGarry

Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for TUESDAY, MAY 7, 1991

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.

xxx

xxx



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 2989

Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. )
Gammon, as treasurer; )
17 Political Committees. )

AMENDED CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session on May 7,

1991, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by

a vote of 6-0 to take the following actions in MUR 2989:

1. Decline to enter into pre-probable cause
conciliation and instead take no further
action and close the file as it pertains
to:

a. The National Association of Life
-~Underwriters and Bruce C.

Hendrickson, as treasurer;
b. The Political Action Committee of

the Dun & Bradstreet Corporation
and Philip C. Danford, as treasurer;

c. Banker's Trust Political Action
Committee and Nancy C. O'Connor, as
treasurer;

d. Goldkist Political Action for Farmers
and Paul Brower, as treasurer;

e. American Financial Services Associ-
ation Political Action Committee and
Thomas L. Thomas, as treasurer;

f. Associated General Contractors of
America Political Action Committee
and John R. Gentille, as treasurer.

(continued)



Federal Election Commission Page 2
Certification for MUR 2989
May 7, 1991

2. Take no further action and close the file
as it pertains to:

a. A.L. Williams & Associates PAC and
Jack Smith, as treasurer;

b. Lockheed Employee's Political
Action Committee and Stephen E.
Chaudet, as treasurer;

c. Flowers Industries Inc. Political
Action Committee and Earl Quigg, as
treasurer;

d. Citizens & Southern Georgia
Corporation Better Government
Committee and James D. Dixon, as
treasurer;

e. United Technologies Corporation
Political Action Committee and
Donald E. Groce, as treasurer;

f. Public Services Political Action
Committee and Roman Rice, as

tn treasurer.
g. Northrop Employees Political Action

Committee (NEPAC) and Colleen C.
McAndrews, as treasurer;

C

3. Enter into conciliation prior to a finding
of probable cause and approve the conciliation
agreements to:

a. Textron Inc. Political Action Committee
and Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer;

b. Morgan Companies Political Action
Committee and Cory N. Strupp, as
treasurer; and

c. Prudential Insurance Company of America
Federal PAC and Milan E. Johnson, as

treasurer;
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Page 3Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 2989
May 7, 1991

as recommended in the General Counsel's
report dated April 24, 1991

4. Take no further action and close the file
with respect to the Committee to Re-Elect
Senator Paula Hawkins and Genean McKinnon,
as treasurer.

5. Approve the appropriate letters.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiake McDonald,

McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date
,a Mrjorie W. ammonsS~retary of the Commission
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May 21, 1991

Thomas L. Kraig, Jr., Esquire
Textron Inc.
40 Westminster Street
Providence, R.I. 02903

RE: MUR 2989
Textron Inc. ?olitizal
Action Committee and Gary E.
Atwell, as treasurer

cO Dear Mr. Kraig:

On July 10, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
reason to believe that Textron Inc. Political Action Committee
and Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a).
At your request, on May 7, 1991, 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.
In 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.

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 Elizabeth Campbell, the attorney assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Lawrence ! "' : =
General Cc'jnseI

BY" Ls LG. L rne
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
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May 21, 1991

Richard Moe, Esquire
David Polk & Wardwell
1300 I Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 2989
The Morgan Companies
Political Action Committee
and Cory N. Strupp, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Moe:

On July 10, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
reason to believe that The Morgan Companies Political Action
Committee and Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

-5 441a(a). At your request, on May 7, 1991, 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.
In light of the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum

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

eIf 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 Elizabeth Campbell, the attorney assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincere!y,

:a.ren:e M. Moble
zeneral Counsel

BY: r: . ne r

Assoclate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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YA r May 21, 1991

John E. DeWald, Esquire
Assistant General Counsel
Law Department
The Prudential Insurance Company

of America
751 Broad Street

O Newark, N.J. 07102-3777

RE: MUR 2989
Prudential Insurance Company
of America Political Action
Committee and Milan E.
Johnson, as treasurer

Dear Mr. DeWald:

On July 10, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
reason to believe that Prudential Insurance Company of America

C Political Action Committee and Milan E. Johnson, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a). At your request, on May 7, 1991,
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.
In light cr 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.



John E. DeWald, Esquire
MUR 2989
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 Elizabeth Campbell, the attorney assigned to this
matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. erner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

!,r
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May 21, 1991

Jerry Simmons, Esquire
Simmons & McAndrews
1441 Fourth Street
Santa Monica, CA 90401

RE: MUR 2989
Northrop Employees Political
Action Committee and Colleen
C. McAndrews, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Simmons:

On July 10, 1990, your clients were notified that the
Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that
Northrop Employees Political Action Committee and Colleen C.
McAndrews, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On
August 27, 1990 and April 17, 1991, you submitted responses to
the Commission's reason to believe finding.

tn
After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to take no further action
against Northrop Employees Political Action Committee and
Colleen C. McAndrews, as treasurer, and closed the file as it
pertains to them. The file will be made part of the public
record within 30 days after this matter has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of this
letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Jprry Simmons, Esquire
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that a political committee must
properly report the election for which a contribution is made in
accordance with 11 C.F.R. 5 110.2. Your clients should take
immediate steps to insure that all contributions are properly
reported in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell, 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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May 21, 1991

John R. Gentille, Treasurer
Associated General Contractors of America

Political Action Committee
1957 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 2989
Associated General
Contractors of America
Political Action Committee
and John R. Gentille, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Gentille:

On July 10, 1990, Associated General Contractors of America
Political Action Committee and you, as treasurer, were notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that Associated General Contractors of America Political Action
Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a).
On July 17, 1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's
reason to believe finding and requested that the Commission
enter into conciliation negotiations prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to decline to enter into
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe and
to instead take no further action against Associated General
Contractors of America Political Action Committee, and you, as
treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to them. The file
will be made part of the public record within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within
ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials should
be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



John R. Gentille
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you tha: a multicandidate committee
is prohibited from making contribut:ons to a candidate for
federal office or his authorized c:-mittees in excess of $5,000
in any election. You should take :ediate steps to insure that
this activity does not occur in t:e f-uture.

If you have any questions, =.e~se :cntact Elizabeth
Campbell, the attorney assigned :: --:s matter, at (202)
376-8200.

" ~nerely,

lawrence M. Noble

..eneral Counsel

BY: §s G. Lerner

-Associate General Counsel
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May 21, 1991

Ms. Genean McKinnon, Treasurer
Committee to Re-Elect
U.S. Senator Paula Hawkins
701 Via Bella
P.O. Box 193
Winter Park, FL 32789

RE: MUR 2989
Committee to Re-Elect
U.S. Senator Paula
Hawkins and Genean McKinnon,
as treasurer

NDear Ms. McKinnon:

On July 10, 1990, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that the Committee
to Re-Elect U.S. Senator Paula Hawkins and you, as treasurer,

Lr) violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a). On August 6, 1990, you submitted a
letter in response to the Commission's reason to believe

7 1finding.

NAfter considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to take no further action
against the Committee to Re-Elect U.S. Senator Paula Hawkins and
you, as treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to you and
the Committee. The file will be made part of the public record
within 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect to
all other respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any
factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so within ten days of your receipt of this letter.
Such materials should be sent to the Office of the General
Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437ga4)(B)

and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12),A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Ms. Genean McKinnon, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that the allocation of joint
fundraising proceeds by the Floridians for President Reagan's
Majority appears to have resulted in an excessive contribution
by the Committee to Re-Elect U.S. Senator Paula Hawkins to the
Friends of Mattingly Committee, in violation of 2 U.S.C.
$ 441a(a). You should take immediate steps to insure this
activity does not occur in the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

LO
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May 21, 1991

Michael L. Kerley, Esquire
1922 F Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006-4387

RE: MUR 2989
National Association of Life
Underwriters Political Action
Committee and Bruce C.
Hendrickson, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Kerley:

On July 10, 1990, your clients were notified that the
Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that
National Association of Life Underwriters Political Action

-- Committee and Bruce C. Hendrickson, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On July 31, 1990, you submitted a response

Ln to the Commission's reason to believe finding and requested that
the Commission enter into conciliation negotiations prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe. On July 30, 1990, you
submitted a request for preprobable cause conciliation.

C After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to decline to enter into
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe and
to instead take no further action against National Association
of Life Underwriters Political Action Committee and Bruce C.
Hendrickson, as treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to
them. The file will be made part of the public record within 30
days after this matter has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or
legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
within ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials
should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

I



Michael L. Kerley, Esquire
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that a contribution made after a
primary election may be designated for the primary election only
to the extent that the contribution does not exceed net debts
outstanding from the primary election. Your clients should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Loi T, L(rner
Associate General Counsel
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May 21, 1991

Robert E. McKew, Esquire
Assistant General Counsel
American Financial Services Association
1101 Fourteenth Street, V.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 2989
American Financial Services
Association Political Action
Committee and Thomas L.
Thomas, as treasurer

Dear Mr. McKew:

On July 10, 1990, American Financial Services Association
Political Action Committee and Thomas L. Thomas, as treasurer,
were notified that the Federal Election Commission found reason
to believe that American Financial Services Association
Political Action Committee and Thomas L. Thomas, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On July 25, 1990, you submitted a
response to the Commission's reason to believe finding and
requested that the Commission enter into conciliation
negotiations prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to decline to enter into
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe and
to instead take no further action against American Financial
Services Association Political Action Committee and Thomas L.
Thomas, as treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to
them. The file will be made part of the public record within 30
days after this matter has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or
legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
within ten days of your receipt Tf this letter. Such materials
should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)'A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Robert E. McKew, Esquire
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that a political committee must
properly report the election for which a contribution is made in
accordance with 11 C.F.R. 5 110.2. You should take immediate
steps to insure that all contributions are properly reported in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lre
Associate General Counsel
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May 21, 1991

J. David Dyson, Esquire
P.O. Box 2210
Atlanta, GA 30301

RE: MUR 2989
Gold Kist Political
Action for Farmers, Inc.,
and Paul G. Brower, as
!treasurer

Dear Mr. Dyson:

On July 10, 1990, your clients were notified that the
Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that Gold
Kist Political Action for Farmers, Inc., and Paul G. Brower, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a). On July 18, 1990, you

-- submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
finding and requested that the Commission enter into
conciliation negotiations prior to a finding of probable cause
to believe.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to decline to enter intoC conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe and
to instead take no further action against Gold Kist Political
Action for Farmers, Inc., and Paul G. Brower, as treasurer, and
closed the file as it pertains to them. The file will be made
part of the public record within 30 days after this matter has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality pro;Vsi-ns cf 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 43 7g(a)(2)!A,, written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



J. David Dyson, Esquire
MbUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that a political committee must
properly report the election for which a contribution is made in
accordance with 11 C.F.R. 5 110.2. Your clients should take
immediate steps to insure that all contributions are properly
reported in the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

r)
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May 21, 1991

Mr. Roman Rice, Treasurer
Public Service Political
Action Committee

1761 Business Center Dr.
Suite 230
Reston, VA 22090

RE: MUR 2989
Public Service Political
Action Committee and Roman K.
Rice, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Rice:

J. On July 10, 1990, Public Service Political Action Committee
and you, as treasurer, were notified that the Federal Election
Commission found reason to believe that Public Service Political
Action Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441a(a). On July 24, 1990, you submitted a response to the

YCommission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to take no further action
against Public Service Political Action Committee and you, as
treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to them. The file
will be made part of the public record within 30 days after this

matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within
ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials should
be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Mr. Roman Rice, Treasurer
Page 2
MUR 2989

The Commission reminds you that a multicandidate committee
is prohibited from making contributions to a candidate for
federal office or his authorized committees in excess of $5,000
in any election. You should take immediate steps to insure that
this activity does not occur in the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. r
Associate General Counsel
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May 21, 1991

Ms. Nancy C. O'Connor, Treasurer
Bankers Trust Company
P.O. Box 318, Church Street Station
New York, N.Y. 10008

RE: MUR 2989
Bankers Trust New York

Corporation Political Action
Committee and Nancy C.
O'Connor, as treasurer

'0

Dear Ms. O'Connor:

On July 10, 1990, Bankers Trust New York Corporation
Political Action Committee and you, as treasurer, were notified
that the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe
that Bankers Trust New York Corporation Political Action
Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a).

LI) On July 20, 1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's
reason to believe finding and requested that the Commission
enter into conciliation negotiations prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

C Commission determined on may 7, 1991, to decline to enter into

conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe and
to instead take no further action against Bankers Trust New York

Corporation Political Action Committee and you, as treasurer,
and closed the file as it pertains to them. The file will be
made part of the public record within 30 days after this matter
has been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within ten days of
your receipt of this letter. Such materials should be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)

and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Ms. Nancy C. OtConnor, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that a political committee must
properly report the election for which a contribution is made in
accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 110.2. You should take immediate
steps to insure that all contributions are properly reported in
the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth
Campbell, 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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May 21, 1991

Ellenore O'Hanrahan, Esquire

The Dun & Bradstreet Corporation
299 Park Avenue
23rd Floor
New York, N.Y. 10171

RE: MUR 2989
Political Action Committee
of the Dun & Bradstreet
Corporation and Philip C.

Danford, as treasurer

Dear Ms. O'Hanrahan:

On July 10, 1990, your clients were notified that the

Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that

Political Action Committee of the Dun & Bradstreet Corporation

and Philip C. Danford, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a). On July 17, 1990, you submitted a response to the

Commission's reason to believe finding and requested that the

Commission enter into conciliation negotiations prior to a

finding of probable cause to believe. On July 27, 1990, we

received a request for preprobable cause conciliation.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to decline to enter into
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe and

to instead take no further action against Political Action

Committee of the Dun & Bradstreet Corporation and Philip C.

Danford, as treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to

them. The file will be made part of the public record within 30

days after this matter has been closed with respect to all other

respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or

legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so

within ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials

should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a (41(B)

and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality

under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver

must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Ellenore O'Hanrahan, Esquire
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that a multicandidate committee

is prohibited from making contributions to a candidate for

federal office or his authorized committees in excess of $5,000

in any election. Your clients should take immediate steps to

insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Elizabeth

Campbell, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

P
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May 21, 1991

Helen M. Houley, Esquire
United Technologies Corporation
1825 Eye Street, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 2989
United Technologies
Corporation Political Action
Committee and Donald E.
Groce, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Houley:

On July 10, 1990, your clients were notified that the
-- Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that United

Technologies Corporation Political Action Committee and
Donald E. Groce, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On
July 17, 1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's
reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

C Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to take no further action

against United Technologies Corporation Political Action
Committee and Donald E. Groce, as treasurer, and closed the file
as it pertains to them. The file will be made part of the
public record within 30 days after this matter has been closed
with respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish
to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of this
letter. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions cf 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.
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Helen M. Houley, Esquire
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that a contribution made after a
primary election may be designated for the primary election only
to the extent that the contribution does not exceed net debts
outstanding from the primary election. Your clients should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lre
Associate General Counsel
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May 21, 1991

Timothy S. Perry, Esquire
Alston & Bird
One Atlantic Center
1201 West Peachtree Street
Atlanta, GA 30309-3424

RE: MUR 2989
Citizens & Southern Georgia
Corporation Better GovernmentCN Committee - and James D.
Dixon, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Perry:

On July 10, 1990, your clients were notified that the-- Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that
Citizens & Southern Georgia Corporation Better Government
Committee I and James D. Dixon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441a(a). On July 27, 1990, you submitted a response to the
Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, theC Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to take no further action
against Citizens & Southern Georgia Corporation Better
Government Committee I and James D. Dixon, as treasurer, and. closed the file as it pertains to them. The file will be made
part of the public record within .30 days after this matter has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to
appear on the public record, please do so with:n ten days ofyour receipt of this letter. Such materials sh:uid be sent to
the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.:. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until --e entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when :e entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive :z-i:'entiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice :f the waivermust be submitted to the Commission. Receipt zf :e waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Timothy S. Perry, Esquire
Page 2
FIUR 2989

The Commission reminds you that Commission regulations
require that a contribution which exceeds contribution limits
when aggregated with other contributions from the same
contributor must be redesignated within sixty days of receipt.
Contributions exceeding the limitations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act not redesignated within sixty days result in a
violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). Your clients should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G Lerner
Associate General Counsel

C'
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May 21, 1991

James F. Schoener, Esquire
1712 Glenhouse Dr., #315
Sarasota, FL 34231

RE: MUR 2989
Flowers Industries Inc.
Political Action Committee
and Earl Quigg, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Schoener:

On July 10, 1990, your clients were notified that the
Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that
Flowers Industries, Inc. Political Action Committee and Earl
Quigg, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On July 26,
1990, you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to
believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on may 7, 1991, to take no further action
against Flowers Industries Inc. Political Action Committee and
Earl Quigg, as treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to
them. The file will be made part of the public record within 30
days after this matter has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or
legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
within ten days of your receipt of this letter. Such materials
should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of . U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 5 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(!2)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.
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James F. Schoener, Esquire
Page 2
KUR 2989

The Commission reminds you that a political committee must
properly report the election for which a contribution is made in
accordance with 11 C.F.R. 5 110.2. Your clients should take
immediate steps to insure that all contributions are properly
reported in the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

ssLois Grener
Associate General Counsel
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May 21, 1991

Stephen E. Chaudet, Treasurer

Lockheed Employees Political

Action Committee
4500 Park Granada Blvd.

Calabasas, CA 91399-0610

RE: MUR 2989
Lockheed Employees Political
Action Committee and Stephen
E. Chaudet, as treasurer

Dear 1r. Chaudet:

On July 10, 1990, Lockheed Employees Political Action

Committee and you, as treasurer, were notified 
that the Federal

Election Commission found reason to 
believe that Lockheed

in Employees Political Action Committee and you, 
as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a). On August 15, 1990, you submitted

a response to the Commission's reason 
to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances 
of the matter, the

Commission determined on May 7, 1991, 
to take no further action

against Lockheed Employees Political 
Action Committee and you,

as treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to them. The

file will be made part of the public 
record within 30 days after

this matter has been closed with respect 
to all other

respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual 
or

legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so

within ten days of your receipt of this 
letter. Such materials

should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 
U.S.C. 5 437gia (4)(B)

and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver

must be submitted to the Commission. 
Receipt of the waiver will

be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Stephen E. Chaudet, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that a political committee must
properly report the election for which a contribution is made in
accordance with 11 C.F.R. 5 110.2. You should take immediate
steps to insure that all contributions are properly reported in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence 11. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois Lener
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH1Nt, ,'(% [D( "04b i

May 21, 1991

Myles V. Lynk, Esquire
Dewey, Ballantine, Bushby,

Palmer & Wood
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 2989
A.L. Williams & Associates
Political Action Committee
and Jack Smith, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Lynk:

On July 10, 1990, your clients were notified that the
Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that A.L.
Williams & Associates Political Action Committee and Jack Smith,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a). On August 1, 1990,
you submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on May 7, 1991, to take no further action
against A.L. Williams & Associates Political Action Committee
and Jack Smith, as treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains
to them. The file will be made part of the public record within
30 days after this matter has been closed with respect to all
other respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any
factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so within ten days of your receipt of this letter.
Such materials should be sent to the Office of the General
Counsel.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 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. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.



Myles V. Lynk, Esquire
MUR 2989
Page 2

The Commission reminds you that a contribution made after a
primary election may be designated for the primary election only
to the extent that the contribution does not exceed net debts
outstanding from the primary election. Your clients should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: LosGLener
Associate General Counsel

tr
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of)
MUR 2989

Folsom Construction Company)

Pickett, Pickett & PickettSE ITV
GENERAL COUNSELIS REPORT

1. BACKGROUND

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed

by Brenda Clements, a representative for Folsom Construction

Company. Also attached is a conciliation agreement which has

o been signed by Will Hays Pickett, Jr., a representative for

Pickett, Pickett & Pickett.

The attached agreements contain no changes from the

agreements approved by the Commission on March 19, 1991. Folsom

Construction Company and Pickett, Pickett & Pickett each

submitted a civil penalty check for $500.

11. IRECONNUDATIONS

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with Folsom
Construction Company.

2. Close the file as to Folsom Construction Company.

3. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with Pickett,
Pickett & Pickett.

4. Close the file as to Pickett, Pickett & Pickett.
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5. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

000e B Y
Date Lois G. Lerner

Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Folsom Construction Company Conciliation Agreement
2. Pickett, Pickett & Pickett Conciliation Agreement
3. Photocopies of civil penalty checks

Staff Assigned: Elizabeth Campbell
Mary Taksar



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

Folsom Construction Company; ) MUR 2989
Pickett, Pickett & Pickett.

CERTIFICATION

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

Commission, do hereby certify that on May 28, 1991, the

Commission decided by a vote of 4-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 2989:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement with
Folsom Construction Company, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated May 22, 1991.

2. Close the file as to Folsom Construction
Company.

3. Accept the conciliation agreement with

Pickett, Pickett & Pickett, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated May 22, 1991.

(Continued)



Federal Election Comission
Certification for MUR 2989
May 28, 1991

Page 2

4. Close the file as to Pickett, Pickett &
Pickett.

5. Approve the appropriate letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated May 22, 1991.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, and Thomas voted

affirmatively for the decision; Commissioners McDonald and

McGarry did not cast votes.

Attest:

a or e w. Emmons
Sec zetary of the Comission

C Received in the Secretariat: Thurs., May 23, 1991 11:37 a.m.Circulated to the Comission: Thurs., May 23, 1991 4:00 p.m.Deadline for vote: Tues., May 28, 1991 4:00 p.m.

02 f



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%((TO% DC 20464

June 3, 1991

Will Hays Pickett, Jr.
Pickett, Pickett & Pickett
225 North Main Street
jasper, GA 30143

RE: MUR 2989
Pickett, Pickett &
Pickett

Dear Mr. Pickett:

On May 28, 1991, the Federal Election Commission accepted
the signed conciliation agreement and civil penalty submitted on
your behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter
as it pertains to Pickett, Pickett & Pickett.

This matter will become a part of the public record within
30 days after it has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. If you wish to submit any factual or legal

U') materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days. Such materials should be sent to the Office of the General

rv. Counsel. Please be advised that information derived in
connection with any conciliation attempt will not become public
without the written consent of the respondent and the Commission.
See 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation
agreement, however, will become a part of the public record.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) remain
in effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.
In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under 2 U.S.C.
5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be submitted
to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be acknowledged in
writing by the Commission.



Pickett, Picke ~ckett
NUR 2989w
Page 2

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions,~ please contact Elizabeth Campbell, the attorney
assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
LO Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 2989

Pickett, Pickett & Pickett

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

("Commission"), pursuant to information ascertained in the normal

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities. The

Commission found probable cause to believe that Pickett, Pickett &

Pickett ("Respondent") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondent, having

duly entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

S 437g(a)(4)(A)(i), do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

the subject matter of this proceeding.Ln

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

C III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. Pickett, Pickett & Pickett is a corporation.

2. Friends of Mattingly ("Mattingly Committee") is a

political committee within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. 5 431(4) and

was the principal campaign committee of Mack Mattingly in

Georgia's 1986 U.S. Senate Election.

3. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a), a corporation is

prohibited from making any contribution or expenditure to any
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candidate for Federal office in connection with any election. The

term "contribution" includes any gift, subscription, loan,

advance, or deposit of money or anything of value made by any

person for the purpose of influencing any election for Federal

office. 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A).

4. On October 22, 1986, Pickett, Pickett & Pickett made

a $1,000 contribution to the Mattingly Committee.

V. Respondent made a $1,000 corporate contribution to the

Mattingly Committee in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of five hundred dollars ($500),

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue herein

U-) or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

id If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement

thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for
C

relief in the United States District Court for the District of

Columbia.

IX. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that

all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

X. Respondent shall have no more than thirty (30) days from

the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Commission.

XI. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire
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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.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: 7=4 Lere.4
Associate General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENT:

(Nae?
(Position)

D- --te
Date

,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
UI ASHIN(G T% DC ()-%

June 3, 1991

Ms. Brenda Clements
Folsom Construction Co.
2281 US Hwy. 41 South
Cordele, GA 31015

RE: MUR 2989
Folsom Construction Co.

Dear Ms. Clements:

On May 28, 1991, the Federal Election Commission accepted
the signed conciliation agreement and civil penalty submitted on
your behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter
as it pertains to Folsom Construction Co.

This matter will become a part of the public record within
30 days after it has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. 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 with any conciliation attempt will not become public
without the written consent of the respondent and the Commission.
See 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation

C' agreement, however, will become a part of the public record.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) remain
in effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.
In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under 2 U.S.C.
5 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be submitted
to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be acknowledged in
writing by the Commission.



Ms. Brenda CleUSS
MUR 2989
Page 2

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell, the attorney to
this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G.lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 2989

Folsom Construction Company

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

("Commission"), pursuant to information ascertained in the normal

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities. The

Commission found probable cause to believe that Folsom

Construction Company ("Respondent") violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondent, having

duly entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

5 437g(a)(4)(A)(i), do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. Folsom Construction Company is a corporation.

2. Friends of Mattingly ("Mattingly Committee") is a

political committee within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. 5 431(4) and

was the principal campaign committee of Mack Mattingly in

Georgia's 1986 U.S. Senate Election.

3. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a corporation is

prohibited from making any contribution or expenditure to any
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candidate for Federal office in connection with any election. The

term "contribution" includes any gift, subscription, loan,

advance, or deposit of money or anything of value made by any

person for the purpose of influencing any election for Federal

office. 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A).

4. On May 28, 1985, Folsom Construction Company made a

$1,000 contribution to the Mattingly Committee with a check made

payable to "Geceria Tribute to thz' PresidziL . '

V. Respondent made a $1,000 corporate contribution to the

Mattingly Committee in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of five hundred dollars ($500),

Q0 pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

tf) under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) 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.

IX. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that

all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

X. Respondent shall have no more than thirty (30) days from

the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Commission.
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XI. 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.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY:

N.
Lois G. erner
Associate Gene ral Counsel

Date

FOR THE RESPONDENT:

Date(Name)
(Position)

t • •
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UJohn E. CLUI FLOI,,
~ ,(7~K: v tAssistantf Ge Monet 1The Law DpartmentThe The Prudential Insurance Company of Amrica

91 JUN 10 AMI I: 18 Prudential Plaza, Newark, NJ 07101

June 4, 1991

Elizabeth Campbell, Esq. C
Law Department
Federal Election Commission -

Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 2989 j
PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY
OF AMERICA POLITICAL ACTION
COMMITTEE AND MILAN 3. JOINSONO
AS TREASURER

Dear Ms. Campbell:

I am in receipt of Lois G. Lerner, Esq.'s letter of May 21,
1991 on behalf of Lawrence M. Noble, General Counsel of the Federal
Election Commission regarding the referenced matter.

I am no longer responsible for legal matters in this area, so
I have forwarded your materials to the attorney who has succeeded
me in that assignment.

He is currently in the process of following up with our
business clients for the preparation of a proper response.

Therefore, you should expect a substantive response from James
Gallagher in keeping with the time frame mentioned in Ms. Lerner's
letter. However, if there are any problems of follow up contact
you should of course feel free to contact me directly as well as

If you desire or it is required that a substitute power of
attorney be executed formally confirming Mr. Gallagher's
assumptions of these responsibilities on behalf of the cited
parties, please let us know at your earliest convenience so that we
may execute the appropriate documentation.
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Thank you very much.

Struly yours,

,"John E. DeWald

ssistant General Counsel

JED/vdm
Info. cc: James D. Gallagher, Esq.

Assistant General Counsel

Lois G. Lerner, Esq.
Associate General Counsel
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SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLOM

1440 NEW YORK AVENUE. N W

WASHINGTON, D C 2OO05-2107
FAX "OST0+N

" (202) 371-7000 RUSSELS
,2 t>" . ,C-ICAGO

HONO KONG

LONDON

June 18, 1991 NORK
SAN FRANCISCO

SYDNEY

VIA FAX AND REGULAR MAIL TORCN-:

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20463
Attn,: Elizabeth Campbell

Re: MUR 2989
Textron Inc. Political Action Committee
and Gary E. Atwell, as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Noble:

Today, June 18, 1991, I was asked to represent
Textron Inc. Political Action Committee and Gary E.
Atwell, as Treasurer, in the above referenced MUR. A .. :-
Statement of Designation of Counsel is being sent under
separate cover. Because I will be out of town for the
remainder of the week, and need time to review this mat- -
ter before preparing a response, I request a 20 day ex-
tension of time to respond to your May 21, 1991 letter
and proposed conciliation agreement. If the extension is
granted, I believe the response will be due on July 15,
1991.

Thank you for your consideration of this re-
quest.

LO



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'ASHj%(,T0% D C'06

June 20, 1991

Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flcm
1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2107

RE: MUR 2989
Textron Inc. Political
Action Committee and
Gary E. Atwell, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Gross:

This is in response to your letter dated June 18, 1991,
requesting an extension of twenty days to respond to the
Commission's preprobable cause conciliation agreement. After
considering the circumstances presented in your letter, I have
granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response is
due by the close of business on July 15, 1991.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

B:Lois Lrner

BY:a Lee r
Associate General Counsel



0

Textron Inc

9 , "6-

9 JVit,2 o

40 West' ster Street
Providence R 1 02903
401 421 -2800

June 18, 1991

VIA TELECOPIER
202-376-5280

Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Elizabeth Campbell

RE: MUR 2989

Textron Inc. PAC and Gary E.
Atwell as Treasurer

Enclosed please find executed Statements of Designation of
Counsel from the above respondents in MUR 2989, signed by me as
counsel for each of such respondents.

Very truly yours,

Thomas L. Kraig, Jr
Group Counsel

A987/FTLK.DLY

I nxrp-opf I



ATAT MNT OF DESZ NAT ION OF COWIBEL

NS or COULNSIL

ADDRESS a

Kennthl A. Gross

Skad~en. Aros. at. ci.

1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washi-qton, D.C. 20005

TELEPHONEs 202/371-7000

The above-named individual is hereby designa'ted

as my counsel and is authorized to receive any notifica-

tions and other communications from the Comission and to

act on my behalf before the Coumission.

Textron Inc.
Polical Actio Commit te

June 18, 1991
Nte sgniture Counsel kj (I

-Jr

REPNET AE

ADDRESS

HOME PHONE :

BUSINESS PHONS:

_Textron Inc. Political Action Committee

40 Westminster Street

Providence, RI 02903

(401) 421-2800

L_

• __ I I

M



STATUM OF MIGRATION 0? oU SEL

NSM3 o COIJSILS

ADDRAU s

KYzUnejh A. anos

Skaddan, As et. l.

1440 New York AVenue, N.W.

Wash -on# D.C. 20005

TLEPHOM 202/371-7000

The above-nmed individual is hereby designated

as my counsel and is authorized to receive any notifica-

tions end other communications from the Commission end to

act on ay behalf before the Commission.

Gary E. Atwell

hignature Counsel

RPOilNIITa NAMI Gary E. Atwell

A OUS l 133 Indian Cave Road

Ridgefield, CT 06877

HU lME IP3O1

WSu INNXS Puma1: (401) 457-24S0

C

-June 18, 1991
U'Lile

ii I -- -- --

- -- _ I
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Prudential Insurance Company of
America Political Action Committee)
and Samuel T. Piscitelli, as
treasurer

MUR 2989
SENSITIVE

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed

by Samuel T. Piscitelli, treasurer of Prudential Insurance

Company of America Political Action Committee.

I. RECONMEIKD&TIOUS

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with Prudential
Insurance Company of America Political Action Committee and
Samuel T. Piscitelli, as treasurer.

2. Close the file as to Prudential Insurance Company of

America Political Action Committee and Samuel T. Piscitelli, as
treasurer.
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3. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

,It,, /9' 4f
a375t e

BY:
Lois G. Lerner '--
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Prudential Insurance Company PAC Conciliation Agreement

Staff Assigned: Elizabeth Campbell
Mary Taksar

t)

~tv)

IS



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Prudential Insurance Company of
America Political Action Committee
and Samuel T. Piscitelli, as
treasurer.

MUR 2989

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emaon, Secretary of the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on July 2, 1991, the

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

actions in MUR 2989:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement with
Prudential Insurance Company of America
Political Action Committee and Samuel T.
Piscitelli, as treasurer, as recommended
in the General Counsel's Report dated
June 26, 1991.

2. Close the file as to Prudential Insurance
Company of America Political Action
Committee and Samuel T. Piscitelli, as
treasurer.

(continued)



Federal *lecetion Commission
Certification for NUR 2989
July 2, 1991

Page 2

3. Approve the letters, as recommended in
the General Counsel's Report dated
June 26, 1991.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald, McGarry,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

f Date
1111.1,glqj

narjorie w. mtons
retary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Thursday, June 27, 1991 4:44 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Friday, June 28, 1991 11:00 a.m.
Deadline for vote: Tuesday, July 2, 1991 11:00 a.m.

dh

/



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 8, 1991

James D. Gallagher, Esq.
Assistant General Counsel
The Prudential Insurance Company of America
751 Broad Street
Newark, NJ 07102-3-77

RE: iUR 2989
Prudential Insurance
Cmpany of America
Political Action Committee
and Samuel T. Piscitelli,
as treasurer

Dear Mr. Gallagher:

On July 2, 1991, the Federal Election Commission accepted
the signed conciliation agreement submitted on behalf of
Prudential Insurance Company of America Political Action
Committee and Samuel T. Piscitelli, as treasurer, in settlement
of a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a provision of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file
has been closed in this matter as it pertains to the Prudential
Insurance Company of America Political Action Committee and

"z- Samuel T. Piscitelli, as treasurer.

c This matter will become a part of the public record within
30 days after it has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. 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 with any conciliation attempt will not become public
without the written consent of the respondent and the Commission.
See 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)fB). The enclosed conciliation
agreement, however, will become a part of the public record.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) remain
in effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.
In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be submitted
to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be acknowledged in
writing by the Commission.



James D. Gallagher, Esq.
MUR 2989
Page 2

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. I remind you that the
civil penalty is due within 30 days of the conciliation
agreement's effective date. If you have any questions, please
contact Elizabeth Campbell, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

S ncerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

cO BY: jLois Lerner

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

C
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 2989

Prudential Insurance Company of
America Federal PAC and Samuel T.
Piscitelli, as treasurer

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election

Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to information ascertained

in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found reason to believe that

Prudential Insurance Company of America Federal PAC and

Samuel T. Piscitelli, as treasurer, ("Respondents") violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a).

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

i. Prudential Insurance Company of America Federal PAC 
is a

multicandidate political committee within the meaning 
of 2 u.s.c.

5 441a(a).

:. Samuel T. Piscitelli is the treasurer of Prudential

Insurance Company of America Federal PAC.

3. The Friends of Mattingly ("Mattingly Committee") was an

authorized political committee of Mack Mattingly within 
the

meaning of 2 U.S.C. S 431(6).

4. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

("the Act") states that no multicandidate political committee may

make contributions to any candidate and his authorized 
political

committees with respect to any election for Federal office which,

in the aggregate, exceeds $5,000. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A). The

term "election" means a general, special, primary, or 
runoff

election. 2 U.S.C. 5 431(l). The term "multicandidate political

committee" means a political committee which has been 
registered

under 2 U.S.C. 5 433 for six or more months which has received

rN11 :ontributions from more than 50 persons and except 
for a State

political party organization, has made contributions to 
five or

more Federal candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).

E. Commission regulations state that in the case of a

:ontribution designated for a particular election, "with respect

to any election" means the election designated. I. :..R.

LL0.La' 2? 1976). :ommissxon requlations state that

undesignated contribution made on the date of or before a primary

are primary contributions. :d. Commission regulations also state
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that an undesignated contribution made after the primary is a

general election contribution. Id. The regulations governing

this case are those in effect at the time the contributions were

made and received.

6. From October 1983 through October 1986, Prudential made

contributions totaling $7,500 to the Mattingly Committee.

Prudential's contributions to the Mattingly Committee are as

follows: $500 on October 27, 1983; $5,000 on March 20, 1985;

$1,000 on May 1, 1986; and $1,000 on October 24, 1986. All of

these contributions were undesignated.

7. The primary for the U.S. Senate Election in Georgia was

-. held on August 12, 1986.

8. The October 27, 1983, March 20, 1985, and May 1, 1986

-- contributions are considered primary contributions because

pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S l10.1(a)(2), undesignated contributions

made before a primary are primary contributions. The October 24,

1986 contribution is considered a general election contribution

because pursuant to 11 C.F.R. l10.1(a)(2), undesignated

contributions made after the primary are general election

contributions.

9. Prudential had made an aggregate of $6,500 in primary

contributions and and an aggregate of $1,000 in general election

contributions. Prudential exceeded its primary contribution limit

by $1,500.

V. Respondents exceeded their primary contribution limit by

$1,500, in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a).
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VI. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of three hundred and seventy

five dollars ($375), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) 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 have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

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

date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement

the requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

T Commission.

C.



BY:
Lerne
Associate General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

(Name) Samuel T. Piscitelli
(Position) Treasurer

Date I

Date -

-5-

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.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
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The National Association of Life Underwriters SU R_ 3) AN U-1-
1922 F Set. N.W. - Wadbitnon. DC 20006.4387 (202) 3314000 FAX (202) 331-2179

July 24, 1991

Lawrenct M. Noble, Ebq. N,
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington. DC 20463

Re: MUR 2989, National Association of Life Underwriters Political Action
7 Committee and Bruce C. Hendrickson, as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Noble:

Thank you for your letter of May 21, 1991 advising me that the Commission will
-" "take no further action against National Association of Life Underwriters Political

Action Committee and Bruce C. Hendrickson, as treasurer," and that the Commis-
sion has "closed the fie as it pertains to them." We did not have any factual
or legal material that we wished to submit for the public record, and so we did
not get back to you within 10 days of receipt of your letter.

We appreciate the fact that the file will remain confidential until the entire matter
is closed. We will look forward to being notified when it is in fact closed. In the
meantime, we do not wish to waive confidentiality on this matter.

Sincere ly.

Michael L. Kerley
Vice President
Government Affairs

MLK:les

Pro ,derm ot Finangial Independence * Founded 1890
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL L CTo25

In the Matter of
MUR 2989

Morgan Companies Political
Action Committee and SENSITIVE
Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed

by counsel for Morgan Companies Political Action Committee and

Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer.

The attached agreement contains no changes from the

agreement approved by the Commission on July 22, 1991. A check

in the amount of $250 to cover the civil penalty has been

received by the Commission.

I I. ROKSN3UDATIONS

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with Morgan
Companies Political Action Committee and Cory N. Strupp, as
treasurer.

2. Close the file as to these respondents.

3. Approve the appropriate letter.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Date
BY:

Lois G. Lerner....?

Associate Gener Coun sel

Attachments
1. Conciliation Agreement
2. Photocopy of civil penalty check

Staff Assigned: Elizabeth Campbell

1Z
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Morgan Companies Political Action ) MUR 2989
Committee and Cory N. Strupp, as
treasurer.

CERTIFICATION

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

Commission, do hereby certify that on August 29, 1991, the

Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 2989:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement with
Morgan Companies Political Action Committee
and Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer, as
recommended in the General Counsel's Report
dated August 26, 1991.

2. Close the file as to these respondents.

3. Approve the appropriate letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel's Report
dated August 26, 1991.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McGarry, and

Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner

McDonald did not cast a vote.

Attest:

Date Marjorie . Emmons
(Secretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Tues., Aug. 27, 1991, 10:25 a.m.Circulated to the Commission: Tues., Aug. 27, 1991, 4:00 p.m.Deadline for vote: Thurs., Aug. 29, 1991, 4:00 p.m.

bjf



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 20463

September 6, 1991

Richard Moe, Esquire
Paul B. Nolan, Esquire
Davis Polk & Wardwell
1300 I Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 2989
Morgan Companies Political
Action Committee and
Cory N. Strupp, as
treasurer

Dear Messrs Moe and Nolan:

On August 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission accepted
the signed conciliation agreement and civil penalty submitted on

cC' your client's behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this
matter as it pertains to your clients.

This matter will become a part of the public record within
30 days after it has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. 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 with 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.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) remain
in effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.
In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be submitted
to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be acknowledged in
writing by the Commission.



-2 -

Enclosed you wiil find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact Elizabeth Campbell, the attorney
assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 2989

Morgan Companies Political )
Action Committee and )
Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer )

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

("Commission"), pursuant to information ascertained in the normal

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities. The

Commission found reason to believe that Morgan Companies

Political Action Committee and Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer,

("Respondents") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a).

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. Morgan Companies Political Action Committee

("MorganPAC") is a multicandidate political committee within the

meaning of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a).
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2. Cory N. Strupp is the treasurer of Morgan Companies

Political Action Committee.

3. The Friends of Mattingly ("Mattingly Committee")

was an authorized political committee of Mack 
Mattingly within

the meaning of 2 U.S.C. S 431(6).

4. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("the Act") states that no multicandidate political

committee may make contributions to any candidate and 
his

authorized political committees with respect 
to any election for

Federal office which, in the aggregate, exceeds $5,000. 
2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a)(2)(A). The term "election" means a general, special,

primary, or runoff election. 2 U.S.C. S 431(1). The term

"multicandidate political committee" means a political 
committee

which has been registered under 2 U.S.C. S 433 for 
six or more

months which has received contributions from more 
than 50 persons

and except for a State political party organization, 
has made

contributions to five or more Federal candidates. 
2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(4).

5. Commission regulations state that in the case of 
a

contribution designated for a particular election, 
"with respect

to any election" means the election designated. 11 C.F.R.

S l10.1(a)(2) (1976). Commission regulations state that

undesignated contribution made on the date of 
or before a primary

are primary contributions. Id. Commission regulations also

state that an undesignated contribution made after 
the primary is

a general election contribution. Id. The regulations governing

this case are those in effect at the time the contributions 
were
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mde and received.

6. From October 1983 through September 1986, MorganPAC

made contributions totaling $10,000 to the Mattingly Committee.

MorganPAC's contributions are as follows: $500 on October 5,

1983; $1,000 on January 30, 1985; $5,000 on March 14, 1986;

$1,000 on April 21, 1986; and $2,500 on September 17, 1986.

MorganPAC designated only one contribution, $5,000, made on

March 14, 1986. In a letter accompanying the contribution check

to the Mattingly Committee, MorganPAC stated that $3,500 was

designated for the primary and $1,500 was designated for the

general election. The other four contributions were

undesignated.

7. The portion of the March 14, 1984 contribution

designated for the primary election aggregated with the prior

fl contributions described above exhausted MorganPAC's eligibility

to contribute to Mattingly's 1986 primary election, as the total

amount was $5,000. Upon receiving the undesignated April 21,

1986 contribution of $1,000, the Mattingly Committee reported

this amount as a contribution to the general election. However,

Commission regulations state that undesignated contributions made

before the primary are considered to be contributions to the

primary election unless specifically designated in writing for

the general election. 11 C.F.R. 5 110.1(a)(2).

8. The primary for the U.S. Senate Election in Georgia

was held on August 12, 1986.

9. The October 5, 1985, January 30, 1985, and

April 21, 1986 contributions are considered primary contributions
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because pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 110.1(a)(2), undesignated

contributions made before a primary are primary contributions.

The September 17, 1986 contribution is considered a general

election contribution because pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 110.1(a)(2),

undesignated contributions made after the primary are general

election contributions.

10. Under the attribution rules established in

Commission regulations, MorganPAC had made an aggregate of $6,000

in primary contributions and an aggregate of $4,000 in general

election contributions. Thus, MorganPAC exceeded its primary

contribution limit by $1,000.

V. Under the attribution rules established in Commission

regulations, Respondents exceeded their aggregate primary

contribution limit by $1,000, in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a).

VI. Respondents contend that they did not knowingly and

willfully violate 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a).

VII. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

C Election Commission in the amount of two hundred and fifty

dollars ($250), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(5)(A).

VIII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(1) 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.

IX. This agreement shall become effective as of the date
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that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

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

date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Commission.

XI. 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.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

- Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY:

Associate General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

(Position)

Date

A7

Date 7
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CO3IS : -'

In the Matter of ) SENSITIVE
Textron Inc. Political Action Committee ) MUR 2989
and Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed by

Kenneth A. Gross, counsel for Textron Inc. Political Action

Committee ("Textron Inc. PAC") and its treasurer, Gary E. Atwell.

%0

Lf)

C
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Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

Commission accept the proposed conciliation agreement submitted by

Textron Inc. Political Action Committee and its treasurer, Gary E.

Atwell and close the file as it pertains to these respondents.

II. IBcOKR3IIIDITIOU5

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with
Textron Inc. Political Action Committee and Gary E.
Atwell, as treasurer.

2. Close the file as it pertains to Textron Inc.
Political Action Committee and Gary E. Atwell, as
treasurer.

3. Approve the appropriate letter.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

// 5"r BY:
Date L 0 1s .L %r n i

Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Proposed conciliation agreement
2. Photocopy of civil penalty check

Staff Assigned: Mary Taksar



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Textron Inc. Political Action )
Committee and Gary E. Atwell, )
as treasurer.

MUR 2989

CERTIFICATION

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

Commission, do hereby certify that on November 20, 1991, the

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

actions in MUR 2989:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement with
Textron Inc. Political Action Committee
and Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated November 15, 1991.

2. Close the file as it pertains to Textron
Inc. Political Action Committee and
Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer.

3. Approve the appropriate letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated November 15, 1991.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

McGarry and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date
Sec ary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Mon., Nov. 18, 1991 2:09 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Mon., Nov. 18, 1991 4:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Wed., Nov. 20, 1991 4:00 p.m.

dr



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2om i

U; INovember 25, 1991

Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom
1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington D.C. 20005-2107

RE: MUR 2989
Textron Political Action Committee
and its treasurer

- Dear Mr. Gross:

On November 20, 1991, the Federal Election Commission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement and civil penalty
submitted on your clients' behalf in settlement of a violation
of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has
been closed in this matter as it pertains to your clients.

This matter will become a part of the public record within
30 days after it has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. 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 with any conciliation attempt will not become
public without the written consent of the respondent and the
Commission. See 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed
conciliation agreement, however, will become a part of the
public record.

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 has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.
In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under 2 U.S.c.
S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be submitted
to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be acknowledged
in writing by the Commission.



MUR 2989
Kenneth "ss, Esq.
Page 2

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact Mary Taksar, the attorney assigned to
this matter, at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Textron Inc. Political Action ) MUR 2989
Committee and its Treasurer )

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Elec-

tion Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to information

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its

supervisory responsibilities. The Commission found rea-

son to believe that Textron Inc. Political Action Commit-

-tee and its treasurer ("Respondents") violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respon-

dents, having participated in informal methods of concil-

iation, prior to a finding of probable cause to believe,

do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the

0\ 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 opportu-

nity 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. Textron Inc. Political Action Committee

("Textron PAC") is a multicandidate political committee

within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a).

2. Gary E. Atwell is the treasurer of Textron

IInc. PAC.

\1 3. The Friends of Mattingly ("Mattingly Com-

mittee") was an authorized political committee of Mack

Mattingly within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. S 431(6).

4. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended ("the Act") states that no multicandidate

political committee may make contributions to any candi-

date and his authorized political committees with respect

to any election for Federal office which, in the aggre-

gate, exceeds $5,000. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A). The

term "election" means a general, special, primary, or

runoff election. 2 U.S.C. S 431(1). The term "multican-

didate political committee" means a political committee

which has been registered under 2 U.S.C. S 433 for six or

more months which has received contributions from more

than 50 persons and except for a State political party



organization, has made contributions to five or more

Federal candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).

5. The regulations governing this case are

those in effect at the time the contributions were made

and received.

6. Commission regulations state that in the

case of a contribution designated for a particular elec-

tion, "with respect to any election" means the election

designated. 11 C.F.R. S l10.1(a)(2) (1976). Commission

regulations state that undesignated contributions made on

the date of or before a primary are primary contribu-

tions. Id. Commission regulations also state that an

undesignated contribution made after the primary is a

tf general election contribution. Id.

7. At the time the contributions in this mat-

ter were made, the Commission's regulation at 11 C.F.R.
C

S 102.9(e) stated that "if the candidate, or his or herr )
authorized committee(s), receives contributions prior to

the date of the primary election, which contributions are

designated by the candidate or his or her authorized

committee(s) for use in connection with the general elec-

tion, such candidate or such committees shall use an

acceptable accounting method to distinguish between con-



tributions received for the primary election and contri-

butions received for the general election."

In 1987, 11 C.F.R. S 102.9(e) was amended to

clarify that contributions may be designated for particu-

lar elections only by contributors, and cannot be desig-

nated by the recipient candidates or their campaign com-

mittees. Explanation and Justification for 11 C.F.R.

1 102.9(e), 52 Fed. Reg. 760 (1987).

8. From March 15, 1982 through June 3, 1986,

Textron PAC made contributions totaling $9,500 to the

Mattingly Committee. Textron PAC's contributions are as

follows: $1,000 on March 15, 1982; $1,000 on September

29, 1983; $1,000 on March 14, 1985; $1,000 on June 19,

1985; $1,000 on July 24, 1985; $2,000 on April 29, 1986;

and $2,500 on June 3, 1986. All contributions were un-

designated.

9. The primary for the U.S. Senate Election in

Georgia was held on August 12, 1986.

10. The six contributions are all considered

primary contributions because pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

5 110.1(a)(2), undesignated contributions made before a

primary are primary contributions.

11. Textron PAC had made an aggregate of

$9,500 in primary contributions. Textron PAC exceeded



its primary aggregate limit by $4,500.

12. Respondents contend that they did not

knowingly and willfully exceed the primary contribution

limit because under the language of 11 C.F.R. $ 102.9(e)

in effect at the time the contributions were made, the

Mattingly Committee designated the contributions in ex-

cess of the $5,000 primary contribution limit as general

election contributions.

V. Respondents exceeded its aggregate primary

1Pf contribution limit by $4,500, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

C S 441a(a).

VI. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to

the Federal Election Commission in the amount of seven

hundred and fifty dollars ($750) pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone

C' filing a complaint under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(1) concerning

the matters at issue herein or on its own motion, may
ril

review compliance with this agreement. If the Commission

believes that Section VI 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 have executed same

and the Commission has approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondents shall have no more than 30

days from the date this agreement becomes effective to

comply with and implement the requirements 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 agree-

ment, either written or oral, made by either party or by

agents of either party, that is not contained in this

written agreement shall be enforcement.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: . "

Lois G. lLernir
lAssociate General Counsel

FOR THE RE NiT ,

B

Attorney for Textron PAC
and its treasurer

Date

Da tf

C-



;. b<."¢> " SKADDEN, ARPS,'SLATEb " i ."o' /K"\\
, MEAGHER & FLOM, X ' -pN

4 4 r' , 1440 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W\l t
2WASHINGTON. DC \M, X--\,,;op % p ,w ., , i,,o. .'>

N 4 TO 7HF_ _ _ __ _ _ _

:' ,140t . ,,F 'x .,; >,:, ,

.It ok f p , 'X , lto ,
F , r\)/I ORE * .,

,60 28 2 1:,,. S , ,07'2,., .. ; r 1A; No

.. o , : 5 o', tal - lG r, I,, '. ,.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINC TON. 0C 2063

THIS IS ThE OF MUR #

DATE FILJED -11-30-15 C*MRNO. At

CALlR~N



* *~j ~

~33 Mg~m ooCSso~ zs

I: *.

Ti. '**

"4', • ,,, , .. .. , .

>,j.','. ,2'. '•, u . i
A . • * ,. v

:!

~'

...* 'i, *. ,
*v : ' '

'
. . ,. '

• . " ,. 'i.,. " ai ". '-:", " .• .,. ..... .: . ? iiIiI

-- :. . . '.

- ::. . . "' i t : .-.. . .

• . . . , 2 ••



-< . r . * " /':L ': -- : . ir,

133n RMU IS RUVU3R3D To AIU-W- -- nZC3Or, UAl

1. Nemo, General Counsel to the Comission, dated
September 22, 1992. Subject: Priority System Report.
See Reel 354, pages 1590-94.

2. Memo, General Counsel to the Comission, dated
April 14, 1993, Subject: Enforcement Priority System.
See Reel 354, pLages 1595-1620.

3. Certification of Conleolon vote, dated Aprlil 23, 1! 3.
See Reel 354, pages 1621-22.

4. Genral Couuiei l's R rt, I. the nst ea oS., ........
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R, D.C. 300

33E: NUh 2989John Treacy 3eyer
Nation 3. Siaon
Frank F. Diflean
Carol Falcone
Jacob S. Je~roa
Clair. A. KLa
George A. Nt4
Jane A. nillt[-,
3. Danny 3U**i

: ' ii~t~ f led n ths mato **

mli psl ela€ ~thi ateri no pl.m do so th ow.
leot 411# at l be placed on tpli Ir~.rd cokmi.a

dl iii bs| g~o to the publ ic record vtkea they re
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94% S.
Nary L. Wsksar
AttOCUSY

Dte the C13L @on voted to close the file:

.e,."
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DEC 0 9 Iu9
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evtm abt. GA 31412

-tg lW3 39Sf
NI. C. Anderson

Dear Nlr. SparkMan

Os July20, 1,0, yr quest. U. C. Am4erna. ~.. notifiedtbat the ~4eu,1 ~*I~ ~ he4 £~4 ~sa ~be ~*Uet2 #A.c. E ~ £ w~wb u~* to

?t po't" 1 : ..

Stmewly,

Nary L. Takear

Attorney

DatE tho Comlslos vt to elm the lesi D!El p p ..
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U. *~m ~.
'~ eWSte ~3o~lo

i
'U YE s-%eis

Dasr Mr. VtSdIt

a3: Iua 2989Kelnnth V. Alnderton

'7

PdK4i>JL ~1I~% s~inm~i
I.

Sioerl,

a. ~
Hery L. fakear
Attorney

Date the CaIntIeiOn voted to closet he file:
DEC S *31
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i' aAehmore

33: NUN 29
.7. 3. Iarrow

Der Dr. _I~ghtt,

31$40 . . . .. .,. .:: .T ... tog '

Sincerely,

Plary L. Taksar

Attorney
oate the c--i--ae- voted to close the files I C L



Mary Lr. ? aksar
Attorney

Dt the o stsosm wt to close the Lile:

-. -
I
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33: 1m 2969
Carl Solob9 Jr.

Dear Klr. lDoiclh

OQ 90, y , v1ou re not!flod tht th fedetal 3eeUeavCe.s t b41* ~ec

Rary, L. ?asar
attofe

Date the Cein ** w'e to elose the £ 13*:DE

::'k .L: . -

, . • >p,: -



) ltb-idy . r..Dl.
. ?X 77336

non Iloomingkeqpe r
Doer Mr. 3loominkeper,

._ .. July 20o, 199, you wre notifeod tht the irl ioo
(8(1)(A). A rmseit tt, to thsJ mm to believe Limla.

* m have

Date the Cmitssion voted -to .c m

Siumorely,

Nlary L. takear
Attorney

t"e'LIiIJ Dii i .



33b: NU 2989
3. N. Channell

8Dw II. Oolema:

, ++lietI d it.ami

4

~ ~ IUms, plese costact ~ *t 4~a)

Sincerely,

Nasry L. Y akear
Attorney

bats theb OosLesJ wa qte d to close the ftle: DE S
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Ateaaf. 9•n..., Site 2000

33: NUR 2989
3. Donald Childross

Uoar Kr. Vhfldrtes:

ati fled that.t.....* ... .... i.
+T n ++' ++ r :+b.)Am o lol et ...

,S uite to the ......r
++ ?+?+++ ++++ + + []+ ++ :+ +)+i4+

... +... ++ +"++'++,*+ C + +++:++ :.. + ++++,'' + ; "+ " +'': , :,,, . .. , .. . : +, , +++. -., @+ m e a

3O44e

Sncerely,

Nary L. Taksar
Attorney

Date the Coamieslon voted to €oo the file: DEC S

k5 +++ ii++ +++ii+97+ ++

, . "
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.... : + ,, '! !,; i : +
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"AEt~hs A. CA t

John A. Conant

Deelr lir. Cosants

.... . - ,a ....& - ~

Ittr d. 'rbea

Nary Ta r

Date the C1.alw wt4 t*' aloe. thi file:
I I I I I I



., 7 :.:':*U #%,, ;,,I . .,',.;m';' . :;'" -:

p1~t~ elsa
fort We~m * kv '~O

33: 13l 299Wlter L. Conner

Dosr Klr. Cornier

S uly: 2 0, . YO you ere m tte ht h e e a ~ o o
Y11 * .#c
to h ,j

, :1+

*1ft*2~y,

Nary L. tiakerAttorney

Date ~he Cmmi.. . 't.4 ,t. .aooe the f~lo:

• .. . .. . . , , ,,. ,

. , "

,.; .



Usselkeret, GA 31139

Der Uit. COok:

Cook and coiny

• ,+ tlW ) -++ +" *' .e +I

+ , + . . .. .. . ,. + . ; + +' : +~ + + , i *

Sinoesely,

,M~e. 7~

Nary L. Yakear
Attorney

Date the Coinmtslon voted to close the file: OE tUS.

, ..,. i ** ! ., ii! ..- -. . • .+ ; . - . . . ,



I NIflm, P.C.

3bt Mt. 0*1mg:

33: ~ia 2969
Lovlck P. Corn

elleot, I.ovlck P. C*%~
~~1os bed t~
*?t~~1a. A
~fiWV@ fteS~g.

Sincerely,

KNry L. ?aksarAttorney

• the e emmsia oted to close the fil*, .....IC 9 S

to

::;ii; :7

i-i " " : '!' ti :,. • ! " , ,.

','i* ' "i: : ' . ... . ;



Ir3, H~3 3t)09
55toms 0. Cousins

Deor t r. Cousinsi
..On Jul~y 30. 1990, you Vore noi~tled that the 4~e lwtion

1*an, @o, to b.3L v I1S. ",

44

iUaly,

vS,, a-
Nalry L.. Yakear
Attorney

Dete the CouLmison voted to close the file: DC9~" . .. .. .. .. .... n



'* ++I*f +,ttI1*j "Sing.enee

, sit,., M-J.

RN: NO 2969
Theresa C. Crossland

kr ,Mr. /e1.8

Wbl~is C. Croeslaud wa + "1ie
, hid oun ,rsmo, to h++

*1 pu ,m ... Jt.-, please cointac as a.t (-22)

Sincerely,

Nqary L. TaksarAttorney

Oate tihe Cols8lon voted to close the file: l( "g~

'-~ .4



33:s 3U 299Lloyd 3. Derby, III

Deer Nr. Derby:,'

Jul~O* 1990. you were notified that the ?etebsu~4 ~e~I to b.1I~v. ~ou vi~i1~ *~I 441Et.U1I(a). ~A~w w~ ~~Ltt.d ~
taeo to ).Uu~ ~

SimwORy.

NeyL. Takear
Attorney

Date the Cemiesion voted to doe the file: 0 gg J tJ



Buyeae 5. *P.O. Box 100W
*asvaaa, GA 31496-3101

33:z leUi 299
Kugene 5. Daeson

Dear K R. DavsJon :

On Juy 20990.O you vere notified that the fera1 31ection
*441.4 a) (l)( t.t.c w

rauo to b.N v fi.

Siere]ly,

lIary L. ?aksar

Attorney
Date the Coumisejon voted to close the file: D C 99

.~ I



3o3: NU 2 9
3. Roy Duggn

D~mr Hr. DUnU

On July 30,, 1990, r . uwlle ht b V4v

2 V.s .c . 4 U % f 1* 5 * . j . s S t

Nrfy L. Takear

Attorney
Date the Coloeslon voted to cle,~~ the L 1: UEC @9
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*I.O. aox 29H
NecOn, GAt 31296

33: KHll 2969William A. Picking, Jr.

Deer Klro Picklingt

IF 441e(o ? (1)(A). A A vet 6 itod to :tho o~o,
re~e to beleve qihiIum.

2144W.;

Dateo the Comisseioo Voted to close

Nary L. Taksar
Attorney

th11ile

: .. .. : i L: :i , , i
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#,'/ .0 i i~

Whim 1t,.1 mlr.
1 st Chester0 PA 1930

33t: RU 2909Ihouss 3. Eilpin

Deer Mr. Eilpin:

On uly30,19*0, you wice .notified thatk the lqc 8iection
• .n • .0 t. ++a a ; . +.,

8Usee.zry

Mary L. ?aksar

Date the Coini+silon vote to close the file:

V

0[e 8 ,m9
i j i

; ? iii( ", i+ ii!
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!, ++ . .. . .



AItlanta, GA 03W4G

33:mu -30 9
TheR 8. aUrtsog

Dar Kr. Uarttog:

On July 20, 1990, you mer notl fiod that the ?eodtsl 3lotilon
S 441(a ) (l I )A . A I - m miveb tO thedb ( &ee
reason to belI* fhmi.

Z1~44W.

SItat*1ey.

Maery I.. taker
Attoiuty

0te the Cointision voted to cklse the t ile: CtUDEC tttm9
I t l [ I I I I I t tt I



~ .A .! 'I[

'Uslita 3. Usie
Maata Ga 39327

33: NUB 29tt6Nita 3. Eayes

near Rts. Bayes:

On July 20, 1990, yoU yore notified.-that tib Vdezal 3lectionCmIIIliOa IIad t I~d geg bliwos yo 'ila Si uI.s.c.S 441#()(-Ut&). A. sa " Vs. ousit t.*'i -.. :-

. . .- w..!,-

Ciacovely,

Nary L. TekoarJAttorney

Dete the ce~i..s. wed to-close the tile: g I!B. . ... . . ... . . . ii i i ill I I

..... .:. .. .. . . . ? . !



~j~77~

~~4W ~ #1.
*tk D. Burst

Qetniv~leGA 30506

lt3: RUt 2989Mlark D. Hurst

Dear Mr. Hurst:

On July 20, 1990, you were notified that the Federal Election
S 441(a)(1)(a). A reepene. * ----it-ed .to the -ii~lt*s
rom to belIeve ftdltg.

p

K

IF

Slnoerely,

Mlary L. ?aksar

Attorney
Date the Coinission voted to close th fie: C 09

2.- .' ' "' ' ....



3a~sa D. Muv
gelmm~leGlA 305N

33:l NO 2HS)
Susan D. Hurst

Deer Ns. Hurst:•

On July 0, 1 yo0 w'm ero notifiod that the ?eral lectionC .isson indfoud meoa to boleore you vio laeod 3+ .1Cte*i t@(a (I }(&) w e"spm mfttod to th IW ~'

Naery L. Mmar
Attorney

Date the Coinission voted to .lose the file:
I I I II I I I

+i+z + ' + + +++++ + +++++ +  ....... + ++++ ++m, +++ii++++ e + +++ + ........... • + +,,+ +++ + + ++ ..... +++++++ , .+ + ++: + • , ++ .+ + +++ ++ m d

I Mp,,II I,,IIWlMU
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A. q?111l250 Doyvood Lae
3lberton, GA 30635

R: NUR 2909
A. Jalil

Dear Mr. Jalil:

On uly20,1990, you veo not if i thint the Pedo~.1 ElectionConS~on edfound rue~n to b1 m~ *.I~t 3! g.j i.
releo. to be1i~e fS itj. Itte

F

I

r

S8meer2y,

Mary L. lakeer
Attorney

Date the Commison voted to clos, the file: 3U



S . Ksebl.ti4E Piedlint Av.. St* 1900
*Atlanta, GA° 30365

ants Mlt 2969
John 5. Keeble

Deer Mtr. Kteeble:

On Jul7 20, 1990, you were notified tht the Pedertal ElectionCo!sion bad toasd m to bavm you vllt. * .s.c.
Sen 441a(a)4I l ) (a). , lAres.A* , a ewbgted to t~ mt/ln

.f.. 0p oU.

Rary L. Taksar

Attorney

Date the Cmission voted to close the file: DEC 09 N j



* tte 22WOO, NII#/I 1%o Tower
,.U, acb _tg r Ave., 3.3.
Manta,. GA 3033--1234

RE: NU 2909
Eugene Kelly

Dear Nr. Campbell:

Da ~1uly 20 im. 3~ebe Kelly was uothft4 Ut 1b tiral31oUs- ~ b~4 f~ reaon to b.ltm ~b1#4.C0 %4mn~~(z~%~). ~
Log.

~ ~

-IS OO.ae~qat.. laecaue t43

Sincerely,

Nqary L. ?aksarAttorney

Date the Comission voted to close the file: DEC 3 il

IL

: ir,_ "



33: .13 36e
1. 8. iV*@, Jr.

Dear Hrt. Knox:

C "On Ju l 9! , Vou viititfied that the rtilral Ulectiou- 4ia)l) .. ' ' , _ *

i'p

Nary I,.? aksarAttrney

Date the Cmtksion voted to lose .th. file:DE i i H i ii



* Wae.,n IuL.~ I D unn,* P.C.
# .o. uox W~e
aelvaama. GOA 3141:t','04S

33B: NUlR 2969
Andrew Gay Labrow

Dear Ur. *ewson:t

o ul 2 Oim aoew~m Gay Labow asnt f 4 t t

21944@.

Sincerely,

-Nary L. Taksar
Attorney

Date the Commission voted to close the tile: DC8~gOE'C 0 9 ,ai93
i i i I ii a I LL. i i

WJ

,,i, ,, r I

, i:! ! ii i,



Le r ft or Co.. Inc.
,O. '*box 726

Iloiltrie, Gt. 31776

RB: NUN 29619willard Lasseter

Dear i. |Lesseter:

+ . mm + - t. belmv you vi~ee.d 3 +Ul.,9 441leH 1) A). * A ssuttd +t
..... -. L e g.+

I
21 4#0.

Sincerely,

Nary L. Takear
Attorney

Date the Commssion vo Hted to close the tle: Cg 3

'0

.++-'

g9 m3
i i i



33:t RUNt 2969C. N. Leger

Dear Mtr. roger:

OsJ12 90 ou wre botfed thamt the ?oerol IElection

Sln oey,

Mlary L. 7aksar

Attorney

Date the Coinlssion voted to close the tile: EC g



'S

. Qs<.' '4 , •.

e14~ S. J*vei&ttml
)53 2V~d1avn bwt~ie
Nwtl.t~., GA 30067

33:~ 31 25R9Rtonald 8. Leventhal

Doer Rlr. I~vehnthal:

J~ui ,0. 15!90, you we notified that tJhe Feralj Election
hei% tn mlep I 1~ 3USC

. 9 4 s s ( H A . A , i W :t C I . m

NaI!ry 1.. TekearAttorney

Date the Conmalson rae to ce the tf lie: ECOEC e S,



&ktluta, Oh 3*327

33:s NOR 2f9Charles A. Lots, Jr.

Dear Rr. Lots:z

On July ~O, l9~, ~ou wre notified that the Federal UlectionCsmi~1~ ha found r~ t* b4~wv ~ wi.leted 3 ~S ~4lV(*)( 1 lIft) * ~ ~es. ~4 to th~
Eeeee~ to be3k~ ~

314*...

Sliaaenvoly,

Nary L. ?aksar

Date -- C __s -_ voted to close the fle:s~

I~ i. . .

b

2'-



; ' ' i ," ;i 
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S+;;i;. , - + +. -+ .- .+- ; , .jA k

lSuite 600, |0 Circle 79 Parkway
Atlanta, GA 30#i59

33 : MUR~ 2969
Frank Love, Jr.

Dear Mr. Love:

1,90, ware atif led that t -N4.v metc
t,. blliwe you v4w4

V

• .... :+ + ! .. + ;+i, , i , ) ++..... ~ W * t
.+++1 + +++ "4 4 0 .?"+: + +

Sincerely,

Mary L. Takoar

Attorney

Date the Cinlt|sion voted to close the file: _____________

i ! i + ' -



' ++ ,, f337-3111

33 UR1131 2989
Albert L. Luce, Jr.

Deer Er. comer :

Luert Iii. Luce, Jr. WS DQtlf$44 that the
b~ fewni wmse t* ~lh,. ~

~P(A). A i~p iibt ~
f1U1~bg.

i~:+2;+:++ i :

ii"w. :::

Sincrely,

Nary L. ?aksar
Attorney

Date the Conml88ion voted to close the file: ii i i i i I i i i iiii i i i

+.:- -i.:i

++": + ':+"!+ ....+::
#iii i+ io+ : +::+i+

+-+.++; + +:++,. ++ +? ..... +,, +-+:,+ ..+: ->i,+:?:ii ++,.?i::
+- + .+. +.+ .:: - • + .,+,+ • !+ +, , •

'+::+i,+'- ++.+++ +, +: 'I Imml



Wat 11-y. george8 31030

33E: RUN 29
Goorge 3E. Luco

Deer Rr. Ittmbot

m* 7@ et thi mttew. 1I :ma ,

Uary L. ?~kear
Attorey

, ,, . , .



*, i~ i .. .. ,,i.*i

RNcRahon2. 07 Oth Ae., 53
?eequh, WA 96027

33: RUE 2989?odd Ncllhon

Do8 € Nr. Nflhon:s

On July 20, 1990, you yoe, notified thet thbe 9q~doral 31~ciom€aission ha found racoon t* believe you vilet 3 #48,C.
tsnto beliove fibE41b. ... ..

Sinc.r3y0

nary L. ?aksarAttorney

Daeo the CoisaiOa votdl to close the file:DEg 0ECO 9 mB

n



r. '

nIs, Umirul., Numyhev, Knc.,

Saysuab. GA 3140 3

* I i i. .. .

33: NU 2969
A. Ninis, Jr.

Der Nr. Ninis:

* 19k, ,ou wre noti tied tbat th ?~i~al U2eqti.a
i.e.. t*~a t. believe you vi@1at4~ *

* 4*.. ty~j). *~j~e we .uhs~tted to ~he

Sincere ly,

Nary L. ta'ksarAttorney

Date the Coimssion vote4 to close the tile:



4

f
C. L. Patrickp.o. Dox 391
Coubs, GA 31906

33:, IRt 2909C. L. Patrick

Deer Rr. Patrick:s

DatItlF 30, 1990, jou yore notified qtat te feevl IlectionCoizet ba~ *fOnd r Wb 'tO *beiim v nou S *4. ,

wir-~4.&v

Karp L, takeerAtttnmy

Date the Comision voedto cite th fii*o, ___________

.... i i ! ? / ! / i



'.~, ~j:
"4

~ -
N: . R@r., Jr.2133 Lravista IUzec. Pork

Wuker, GAk 30064

33t IKE8 29Joe w. Rogers, Jr.

Deer Rr. Rogers:

OJulyO 10,990, you yere mot/fied tht the Ve g. Election

m4~0.

81or*Iy,

Nary L.Taksar

AttOrie

Doate the Ciaesoo woted to cloe thi file: DEC. 8 ,



, . t, 4V1 - b .

++AtZt, GA 303S

RIE: RUN 2989
Gary W. Rol ins

Dear I1r. Le~visos:

os t a~ 0, 19M0, Gary U. Rollns soflg r bst, theU wa ...... o ba foisd resonm to
wsJ-€ to .rt):A. .fiai.-

i

I

I

Sincerely,

INary L. Taksar
Attorney

Date the Coms/sion voted to close the file: DEC 6 9m

/ , .i: . ,:

.............



r"lL.o.i., a~ 30553

w. L. Shirleyr
Dear lir. Shirley:

Jul~~0 1990.you wre notfied t~ thePIqs to

i44

;fr

48 ~

Racy L. ?JlakI~r
Attonely

Date the Cision voted to close the file: D~i I i i I i i I I ii i i i



Der r.Logen.

33: R....5

Der y L. Lyan:

DatetheCo~tlt * soked o seithe wase DoLfCi e theftr
2...... eind.reasnto



*lburn. tt ert, Jr.
Ihon, Georgia )1202

33: NUlt 29S9
Wilburn 3. Stewart, Jr.

Dear Mrt. Stewart:

on £Auut 9, l990, you yere notified that the .FedotalUlect ion C aiios. ~ fOn roeeo to beliewe o-. he loleted
2 umt~lnaJ c.. S 4.... I)(a) A re I mt. .h

Ilinoerely.

INary L. ?~sar
Attorney

Date the Comiiaon vt4d to closo the tile:Rg

2> c i



:: ,e Jlloughb tierrll a Uletrold
+149 ftectre, L..

tlanta, GAd 30309

RE: NUR 2969
John N. Stuckey, Jr.

Deat Nit. Stuckey:

On 4 y 3 1990e, yOu eme notified that the ?deal-,EleOtlon( mteeon adfound reU~ t bliewe yo vie~Iej 2 V4.c.
" 9 , ,dm = +,.+...+,++,,....< 44..1a)....... t ..ee +: +. ,.itt:d t th.,h 4 .+e+,.

+1 0.- + .. .. ++ emo t + t

Sinooely,

Nlary L. ?aksar
Attorney

Date the Coinison voted to cloe the file: D1EII g I

V



Cynthia bly
Dar Mts. ?hwley:

3u114 09 1o, gO, y,, wre nothf 1. httaV ~ )ci

6',-~v

Date the Coision woted t@ close

Mary L. tei

Attorney

t.......e ,ii__ _ _ _ _ _ _ ,_ .....



4424 ertil 1.14 iet, Iw.v.

William I. Tiamns

Dear li. TiIIOs:

On July 20, 1l90, you were fot~the4 that the tiga RIectionC isioe ha toum mo to b.1h yo vt.o.t4 2 U.s.c.
U 44e(l)(A).. A v~se wis t t. tb -° '_--
~*@to heliewe flith......

I

.....IS ye. -~ ~ ~314400.Siberily,

lNary L. ?akarAttorney

Date the CoIssion voted to close: the tile: E



10001 Per Tt . e .. fte 100
ft. Jua, 30 63074

33, Rmin 2W*3. L1oyd bear

Deer lir. Toaer :

£ OnJwly20.199@ u yre notified that th k ocem issiom had fo e t@ . i ~ y I a S -
44~alfE A*aw w iile .

I t

~
*144.

Nary L. Tker
Att1:orney

Date the Cemssios' ss to cose e fl: E o 40EC O 9 !999the lle z
ii i I III I I I i

v,

.• i



A. t ,t.U et a munch, P.C.

SAt.st, &k 30327

KB: RU 2909
Mlaurice 3. o ovory

Dear Mr. Towry:

Ob ?u-y30, 1910. yr ,client. Naeutce 3. ,,tOat tb fte 3 ,1@etIo. Ceenad

Sincerely,

Narty L. lakearAttorney

ODCg sinDate the Connlealon voted to close the file:

!: i' i

iiiI:  -,:iiiiii' i

: ./ ,,
- ii ; . " .... i



* +11+DEC+++- V+ +f+++?++ +:'++ i

S. L., eq

,l77#? Ret., mw.
Wshlultoa, D.C. 20004

Xl: WU 29619
Robert L. Turley

Dear Hrt. lsoter:t

On vl 20 19W Robect" L . ? Ia ly wa u"t 14 that Lt
+" edr lt ++ ei m .. i + + 3 .. ......md tlo. t...... 1:

Siubcrely,

Iary L. Taksar
Attoruey

Date the Coinkssion voted to close the file: DEC .g9



£ do, FL 32779

33t RUR 2909
Nieel 3. Ut:

Deet Mr. Ut::z

n u 0 190O, ou we notified htheei13lA.
I 4S r4.3 (:ma). £ Wi ns 5t~ t* t - W".:;$ _ i

Nary L. ?akIar
Attorney

SEC
Date the C~misJiOIn.voted. to close tilt file:

-... -.' 

..... 

i "-- :

i' ' ' .i 
'  :'  

" ,'i 
'  

... . . . " , ",. " 'i" !



i ,; 0 i,

gorrol Awe.
SOtObc, NID 30S4

J33s NOt 2909Lafayette Walker

Dear Rr. Walker:

Ona July 20. 1990, ye were nottf od that the VPeierol glecti~on

ree " to, 'bwkw, nseea_

31-3O.

Waxy L. takear
Attorney

Dae the Comieston votDed to clthe file:
I U i , it, ,, m, ,.

y



? i i i ? i : +i ~ 4

7!+% II

411 le. ctvtocb ad.
€,roltoa, GA 30117

inK, RJi 2969
Randall Wslker

Deer Hr. Walker:

Om July 10, 1990, you were notifted that the lVede,1 KioctiomS 4 41.()(l)(&) Aoe Vs+ s wo be*ied o thee . .
+V eo tO +++r

%44W.,......

8Rtser.3y,

Rery L. ?aksar
Attorney

Date the Coumisalon voted to Cloae the £ie: O ~ g



3i4O #eahtt e ~w
Atlanta, Gria 6

Charles S. west

Dear Mtr. West:

Slucerly,

INary L. tekear
Attorney

Date the Comi~ssissYet coete£ i, ' i

~. 
.- ~

.., . ,. , .,. ,.)

i22': " ::i



- -. ~

.-.r ~

Wi~katd g. Whjte~~, Jr.
1226 looclite ma.. w.g.
Atlanta, Oft 30304

33 Uts 29093Richard K. Whitehead, Jr.

Dear Jar. Whitehead:

On July 20, 199)0, .vou were notifieod that tb fIva 3eo1tion

re~eto belifnp' ng

8,ie r*2Sy,

Miary L. "TakarAttorney

Date the Comissio voted to close th. file: , fN



S# * SS rk IPlac~e, lhtite J00
AtL!lanta, G 30335

3r3: RUN 2969
Claude Williams, Jr.

Deer Mr. Levi non t

July 20. 19W, Williams. Jr. wee a.tiP~qd~~Sm.t the

~L11A). AftS5VS6 to
$~ *UA~. £inag.

A ~ ~

If i"

8tncerely,

Mary L. ?aksar
Attorney

Date the Coiniesioa voted to closethtle C gthe i1,, EC 0 9.... .. .. .. . . .. . .. . .. J lJ II IlL t



Per~min. ieab, iL 3034

13.s 2ll 969sImory Winship

Dear Hr. Winship:

On ,iliy 30, 1990, you weo notifled tha te 3eelo

ft~ege to b11 lit

SlO.01iy,

INery L. ?aksarAttorney

Date the com~isson voted. to close+ the £ ile:DEgDEC 0 $103
I I l l l l



cohI7n, O orgie 3l9O2L -OSO

33g: NU 2989
EmI ly Woodrufft

Dier Mr. Woodruff:

* ..' 0 :,i7" U tiat this i~t

! :i . .. - " ,!: : i' : ' : * .'

NayL. lke
Attorey



' .

1!. Uaxlnett Woodruf f1, 0. Box 750
Columbus, GA 31902-07S0

33: RUEa 251S.1. Barnett Woodruff

Dear Nir. Woodruff:

On July 209 100.) you were notified that: the ?eder~a1 Sleotion
Comteeion had f o6 r _ e_ to boll ygo ou vslt4j g,

n reaoc to bte f l ei ....

Rary L. Takear
Attorney

Date the Commission voted to cl:ose the fil.e:_______



key

L " IIuan 5trust Company
" P O Yl 4 4 46

A au].. Gotgia 30302

33: NUl 2989A. T. Kennedy

De l. Mldtez

I Won that this Uit~4
~S~im et 2 u.s.c e~
~ ~- ~11..

is

st~-~7D

Nary L. ?aksa rAttorney

.~ ,~;K

i / . i :i' > i, " ', : - , :'.? 9 .. ": /i 
"  

. -s .
,  -  

-/: . ..... ,* - :, , • . i 
,
.. • , .. ; , . •

. : : : .. ... , ,' i:'i!'i: : ':i '; i i- : .....



r
* *L!., " :! . / .° " . ;y :

r

* 3gq.

~~!p 4ff
Albiny, GeorFis 31703-0401

Rg: NU 2969Wr~ght Frms

Ueai Er. Waltrs:
3, 1Wa Ei ght Far~ms a notlid that tbe Ioeral! reason to bimWr~ght Frn ha

is m
~ ~

!~i~#~~1fou wish to .tb~it 4
117 tiU~

o~ the public record, ~lrne 4~ ~
F.#LbIe. file say be placed on the lic

* !! L i ;, ": I ' L :, , m 9. 
'
, ,, , , -.. ,



: , to the public otr

U~ yom he any qustions, please contact seat (202)

330.

Sincerely,

Nlary L. Tahear
Attorney

' .., . .



~*~*a Iflvsetment Company
425 User et~.
~?*0b~.inville, tZrida 32202

33 RNl 2989Willis and Veenstra Investment Co.

miar .Rr. Ul ,i1s

* yov that this matter is
h1~. at 2 U.S.c. I 4)7g(a)412)
~1*~ v 'public.

4~[ . T'k4m.

Attorney

4



COMM1~SK~N

~x> <~

OEcie~ i~*

beSl~t.. Go'i 3#324

33: NUR 2989General Roofing Co. d/b/a
White Roofing Compeny

G~mt1~.s:

on that this intt.~ is OW41O4~Wb
be at 3 U.S.C. I 417v(.HU~~~6a#
sow public.

S. £iI~ met b pIl..

'b*, pleas. cdaW~it a~

8incorelj,

Nary L. ?aksar
Attorney



Mr ~ ny
a £....t.t.. Inc.

t.O. Rq ~3
Wy~.. r.leod, Gorgl. 31326

RU: NUR 2H9Weatbenly a Aseoctetes, Inc.

.sor lit. eid Mrs. IIetborly:

Ire, tbt th~*~et 2 #*.c.

*1

Kany L. Tokhea
Attorney

/

I
4

i ! .

,, - *.. ¢ ' ,S* '.. .. " ,:i . " ... •

:: • :i,. i i *



33S: Run 2989
Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymout~h

Dsar U:. Saitrs

~s ht this malter +is 01+ ++ L a. . 2.upsl . S 41 p+.4 a ++++.+ i:?+:+: +,+.i.++
• + e. . . . + + .. . .+...... ++ + ++.:+ + ,++++- , .+

5ise.ly.

Nary I.. ?aksa"
Attorney



,'/ Y ~ . f, .'.....

V.t rh, G.orgia 31029

RE: NUN 2969
Vaubhn Luabr company

tsar !I. Yangbn:

5i " " ~S _p. that this matter is 1

Narty L. Takear
Attorney



be ,oe Florida 32034

33l: RU 2989
8tubba Shipping Company

-sr *Rr. ,t~bsm:

porn that this tt.r is u~v
~m at I UA.C. 9 437~(.HU
I' - ~1it.

*o -em. eeae

-L: '4,2 ..:

UiamereZyo

Ratry L. ?skerAttorney

* L " • ,' *.* - * *: •

o .



33l: 333 29S9Sltricklands P~herusc

stlmu:

WWL~ 1E to ~VLS ym~ thet tbte astt@t is
-' *~ * ff.S.C. B 437~(~

~ ~ A

nlar L. tear~n
AttOrnO

..i ' ,  ..,i . :?. i, . ,:: ..



.... , .rgia 30093

RE: MUll 2989
Standard Southeast, Inc.

teef Dr. Ssuss

that this .att.u~ is ~
~4IWi~ at 2 U.S.C. I
~ p~Uc.

Nary L. ?aksarAttorney

~..

..



r* svik,° e gl~ 31520

33 Xli 2989Soutbern Inergy

Genutlent

! dt e. he thts utee ,1 no... .t a u.s.Co. s ' '!'Q

Att:otey



36vl* loia32207

33: NUlt 2969
Robert J. Sbircliff & Assoc.

luthet this uttor 16 ow .ba at 1OJu.c.. -9U

INary L. Ytkenar
Attorney



33: NUR 29S9
Riversi~de DevelOlpm~nt:

Atorn eya ti stri



~& ~oMMI~g~!hN

D~eCEtUs

ftRdw. ,~i 30456

13: NlUN 2969William L. lteno and Asociates

VitJ lit. t b:

ton that this mattet Is ~w o1o~~. ~b.
-. ~t 2 U.S.C I 437~$)(13) ~
* ~ plio.

Nary L. ?aksar
Attorney

t ,, •



RlE: NU 2969
Reeves, Avery Associates

Doer Hr. ltoei

! U that this mtter £Lsat 2 5.L. S 417g4i

5~*. 5L~.. a*

Natry L. Taksar '
Attorney



DEC

L ~ SUbSOt Yb. ftosideut

~7~~3Ze. Used. 3.3.
A~1suata. ~.r~ie 30)42

33: NRn 2969Yh. ?inkerton & Latva Co.

35e Mr. C minr

tht this matter iSno*t 2 u..C. S 437(t~4,

~m.

... -.

Mary L. TksarAtt0rney

Yh*

o .

'y.tT . '. , . ; . . * , - .f , , .' , " .' " - '_ ...... :'7 * . .. '

, i, . , . .;, i:'*' "rL' ; " . ' ,.,



RU:8 M1 2969
Sll Pilgrim 3ntorprisos, lnc.

et Mr. Deroor

is that thl* Uatter iS fl@~ ~ Whe
I U.S.C. S fl7V4a)(U) ~

Nlry L. oTksr
AttOty



* ii /i; , *t:

A ! , i i

W. K*l1a Wgk.t
mr gitsi 30o243

3t3: NUN 2989
lickett, Pickett a Pickett

)st ~3w * PSeh#tt,

U that this umtt is novisS t 3 U.S.C. U 437q(a)(12
a-- public.

Nary L. 'JL'koar
Attorney

- ~* ~'f~:

mint r,



! .i .i.,: i , , 4. , 4 ,

DEC

klrvi ces , Ltd .
aat, Georg~a 30-349

33l: NUKl 2989Peoples' Trsnsportstion
Services, Ltd.

m.s,

@s that this smater is-miasat 2 U/.S.C. S! 437/(a]

IiWct~y,

Na~ry L. faksr
Attorney

= .,::'. "i ' ,

* i !: ,, ! ' ' i i , i' ' rr  -.' : i ,.' , 
-

:: ". ; . . o

;,:. L'3
•



C01[u, Georgia 31907-3299

33: WI 2989
IPacelli High School

.e~r Ms . flea r a

, ~'Los pt ubl . c. i

-, : . -,.:::.. ..* : ' ::.

Na~ry L. Takar
Attorney

. .. .. . .. ., . ,



• +v,+iP.O.+ t + 341

33:x W3U 2969
Patrician Properties

Gentlmgms

that thie .. t~ is app ~Ise~
~t 2 W.S.C. S 4U~(sfliap m~
mwpa~e.

lilry L. otasar
Attorney

^



A.

z1~c~e

Dr

,Osoryla 30035

33: R 29S9Oral and Raxzillofacial Surysry Asociates

*Dst fi, All..

~Vg~outha ths t~r is~ *t 2 ug. c. S | . .)~ J

Nary L. ?aklar
Attorney



A ' !;;'--.. -:

Me~oiets * P.&.
u1~ss Way

~t1etta. G@tgiS 30040

IN : NU 2969

Geutlurnen:

~Ir3@ ISV that this matter is ~ oZ.4. WI,.
at 2 U.S.C. S 43714e)41h3Jtt~b1ic.

A ...., .. '

Nary L. o akgerAttoroty

" " L Oq. --';'- : . .,' , 
''  

... , ',

I

. ,.

_



2S43

IiEC 1 0 US

3Iuo1bsse, fli.t 3.17o 25

RE: MUR 2989Moutrie Surgiesl Assoc., P.C.

DoIt r.* Nc s:

m iou that this aet:ter is now oes&, i .bi~s a no .SCe. ...S;

, ~ t~~t
A

~ LiacereW

Nary L. ?aksar
Attorney

; ". , /:';ii i .. . ' . !i , i ; "



.4 COMMISSION

DEC iS US

['W !fosaional Building
e gia 30236

RE: RU!R 2989Alfred Eammack d/b/a
Norrov Professional Building

Deer tr. Basaok:

* o that this matter is nov ceaoad. Ikqesims at 2 u.S.C. |, 437g(a)(.12) ae iilr
t* nov public.

file Dast be Zo
• coud ocunr e

pt ofy tadd

.r *.

• . , tins, plea.. on ta

Sincerely,

Nary L. Taksar
Attorney



iEC tO1 5

Salvainh. Gtg 31412

33: N 2989Norris Nvspp Corp.

Deer Er. 3eor:c

you that this matter +iS+. k
1* ew public. ++ ! + +

C ... , A + + ++++

Nary L. ?aksar
Attorney

I

I.

+t . •issmm+
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* I J S4bg Ript, Jr. Drilve, W.

33: NUR 29
Norris Stows Col.e,.

neat Utz <Uoet:

~. ~

SiasevIy,

m%
Natry L. Yakear
Atoroy



~, ~'~:

tb-x.0.++  14267
++ aI , wlc~,. 31416

33: NUN 2969Naricon Electronics, Inc.

~et Mr. Williu9hss:

that this matter is *-
wat 2 U.S.C. £ 437#(a)t1~J~
~ ~~lic.

ft.ile b.

Attorney

• > L . . , .'4"<; '. +

.... w,, i  +-.<,.+. ...... '+,.

-.

p . ,j

!)i :' ?
, 25

";: !q

-f+ .+' ' 
+++ "i

-+'" . "++>,t"'++r'. "(i' + +!'r+' .

e
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'cc

, t.1 . ... i' 223i

svlle, .vtb J Cerolina 26904

33: RNn 2969Lakeside Farm

Doer t. Vinodrds

I pu tht this mati
IIbs *t 2 u.s.c. ~

~b p~1i..

Siuo...~#~

Nary L. tawrAttorney

.:. . ,i i . - ;



* 30427

33l: RUU 2S9
J &WN Para

wt. em,,

A
~44~

0$

"4'..

Attorne

i i'! i ! , i ,i i r.

,that •

• ,\ ,



DECI r: : .. ,: /':!,? #

~. *Zluie J. ~btt$A. kctetsry

Ww.~btw.. ft.. ~.W.. Suite 2500
Atleata, G.rgt* RSO3m2316

33: RN 2969Lox Jolley & Co., Inc.

tr Uis. R~ttia

. !at 2 Up.S.C. 9 l 1()
%*av p~imlo. '

Na1ry L. takioar
Attorney

- .



-;+ pg:Y*'iiM ! i' +,

+ : + .... •++ .... St 5Pa~ Socitior o

S . Inc.
P.o. UoK 1445S
Savannah. Georgia 31402

33: NUN 29

&1a : Inc. +

- U ,- w, g,+ s.,

-+!I -

Sino~ely.

Nary L. Takear
Attorney

+ . , -+,+., •+-> + + " y , , ,+
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DEC i*~i~

A. SOS 201S
• IUaf, Geo9t 31021

RE: * U 2989Homevay Rentals of Rontyosmry

Deer Ur. ft~bol:

7

3- N !esuy nentels of Ro~tyomory vq ~Siml N iasion bad foum teem! t* t m*
~bed v11.eted 2 u.S.C. I }

* . If pou wish to submit eay factul or Legal
,a m 2 t ee i tb. public record, plee.. do so ac eo as
pob. ilbt ke th file say be placed on the public record

• / i 
,

;

1-



If you have a questions, please contact Ie at (202)

...31,-40.

Sincerely,

Niary L. Taka
Attorney

Win , .a 1Bv .t coseth fisi____ ,_ _"

• -. . " -

......._ :, .,. :. .., . i~ ,: '



#cI .ttuctia 3C01Su

33: N~lN 2989

Folsom Construction Company

Pest Ui. cimats:

- that this uattt is am ~04. ~~ *t 2 U.S.C. S 4W(aJ+t~~ij~~
~ - public.

Rary L. Tksar
Attorney



C :, !i

*1

* Gorqts 31102

33: NUN 2969Fespenum Zusuresce Co.

* lse Rr, Sbet:

~st this t1
~st 2 VE.C. S
~ ~1ic.

-7

Nary L. ?aksar
Attorney

m •

;': . ,,, ,.

z -



Vtle, 4 gt 30474

33: Xlii 2969
Farmors Yobacco Warehouse

Glene mn

Wb.I~t v~eyo ht this mtter is aew closod. Th.
'*iiem. -t 2 U.S.C-S 4379(,)412) no lon9.r

.,. . . ., . / :., , U,,bw°.. . " u b ,

p-

nMary 3,,. taksar
Attnoy



-~~~~i .. .-. ::.,. . .

.... w bb ~.. .: :. : ., .; !:

-t': d .' , ' Seq" ..

7J~wtioaa Ceater
~gm ~
Lu. ~xaa 76701

a: m1 2969Family and Narriago Rsmoures

Se, ke~r

.ylou~j that: t~bt*,.ab.t is;.1*0at 21 o:. : g : .
ias *-bov public.

3,*::!11

bs, l~l .....

Nalry L. Taksar
Attorney

• . ,;.:: ,,": ,, :!:?, : .,

.i !i-:.., - " .

a



t

#Ec I

~t. 1. 3s~r Z*6 esth
.~@@ss, Ge.eVta 3176

l33s NU 29S93111s 3iailding System

Gentlemen:s

WMe 1~ t .*ts~ ~w that this mstt*r saw 01e. Yb.
S u.*.c. I 437g(e~41~p

*~lic.

~iet~ h~ as

L Ye.,.ar
Attru .yalk
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DEC gm

-A:

ltd.

I NUl 2969
Dunwody Offlice Suppy

West US. No suay

te Udgs. you that this matter is maw 4t301.. at 2 U.S.C. S 4] qr.H 13)

Nary L. ao ar
Attorney

i : i i • i i i i! !! ! i :

i : i = .i! L i!i , .... ! , !'



OECvIUS~
• U. ki. ,utwC a

" w k, Gorgia 31531t

33: NUN 29St)DixiLe ?rucking Comny

fleeir Jr. ?irsmt~s

iou that tis atter Is , ib*e 2k U.S.C. S 437w4a(12 ZwNsg

fla. mat

Namry L. ?aksr
Attorney

~~f:~L ~

tw

* ,:i, II ' . !i, ,

• i i 
.  

.... , , , i'." i.! . ; - -

/ "



flEC~

- *A. U~m
Wor;ia 317S5

13: NU 2969
C"urry Frmc Slv

Rst lir. Cccty:

tht tid a.at 2 U.B.c.
L Pmbh1c.

I33<
~t..

8130023.

Nlary L. ?karAttorney

e

• *

! i i , i,..



VJjisy Gorgie 31707

33: N UR 2989
Gary Cooper Construction

lint .li. Cooper:s

i~Nary L. ?asa8r
~Attorney



*I~ma GOr ia 3060-4005

UE: tMUR 2989
Consolidated Tape

Der Hr. Uendry:

were notified that tb N4 ralIr~ reason to believe Cukd!dA

i1# t tepublic rc~ord, ples.
, 'ug: i. .ie My be placed on the pubISOci



~ttFss1 eater
~r ~b. ~bli@

K* ~.u b~e any questions, please contact m~t (292)
219-34~.

Sincerely,

Nary L. Takear[
Attorney

Pt.~ tb cS~.ton Vt4 to close the fil.t

\d

, . |

-

• :r',: " ' ':':? " : " ' " " 'i' ......

" "": : i :'" .....



! MM ! .i0N i

fJ~Cihi

V1fle . ris 31092

33: NU 2969
Co11in~s brotbers

-lar ur[. collinst

.4

Nary L. 7ekar
Attorney



1 ( nt >eo, nu.

shiato. oDc. 20034

REl: NU 2969
Century 21 of the Soutbhst, Inc.

" : ...... asset 2 U.S,.. SI4 )(2

Nary L. Takaar
Attorneyv



2 * , ,. ,: .

oec~e~

~m. ~., ~
21 CS~ ~.e1ty Inc.

* ~*ret~s A,..
~OS. GeO~1e 30722-0926

lRE: RUir 2989Century 21 Cook Realty

i~ you that this mUtter is o
VLbiwa at 2 U.S.C. S 437~($4~~ I~2&.
s*i~ soy 11c.

S.ms.Lgey,

Nary L. ?aksarAttorney

lO ilr IMo Ot:tSs

..i



...DE C.. $ ::- . :.+, * ..:+ . ..

b: .D 5,n mthia t er, U. Pastor€ Of it Church of God

RN: Nl 2989Cathedral of faith

Dear ph~tot rot

.:-, + .++ s a t 3 .. €. S
P 'I+IO ! i1a /++++:':.:..+.

SlaoeSle3y, .

Nary L. Taksr
Attorney

K!::

K

-"Sli .



COMM. , !-+.: ISS ION ,.

De 1

'iI t=k.-o Uv ork 1005

33 : NU 29819
Brovn Brothers Harriman & Co.

r. 34:dg
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Attorney
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