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#

FROM: ROBERT J. COSTA
ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTOR
AUDIT DIVISION

SUBJECT: 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 gquestions

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 44la(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. § 431(1) (A)
as a general, special, primary, or runoff election.

Section llD.lga}(2}fi) and (ii) of Title 11 of the Code
of Federal Regulationsés states that "With respect to any
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
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. § 104.8(d)1/ 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. § 44la(f) states that no candidate or
political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution in
violation of any limitation on contributions.

17 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.




Background

The Audit staff reviewed the Committee's cash-on-han
records to calculate the Committee's financial position
August 12, 1986 primary election. The Committee mainta:
separate operating accounts for primary and general elect
activity.
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The auditors calculated the Committee's combin
related bank balance as of B/12/86 which includes th
adjusted balances from the primary account and from
bank account with minimal activity after the date of
election. The 8/12/86 balances from several primary
Certificate of Deposit accounts were 2lso included in
calculation.
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A review of invoices in support of post-8/12/€%

disbursements made from the primary and general bank ac
undertaken to determine if the disbursements were prima
related. In addition, a bank loan which was outstandingz

primary-related.

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

In a letter dated December 9, 1988 the Committee ta
exception to the Audit staff calculation of the August
net debt. Mr. Stewart makes several points each of whi
discussed below.

[

First, the Committee notes that the figure in the
report differs from that contained in the workpapers pr
the exit conference and that the report does not inclaug
calculation. The report surplus figure is approximatels
higher than that discussed at the exit conference. The
difference is due to a correction made after the exit
regarding a loan balance and associated interest. This
does not in any way change the conclusion. As noted la
Stewart's letter, a meeting was held between he and the
on August 2, 1988. At that meeting, Mr. Stewart was tol
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would be provided.
for the Committee to prepare their response, no request
information or explanations were received.

econd, is the inclusion of post primary payments =s primary
tions. The Committee states that they have identifiec
68.22 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 disbursements for 30 days after the
primary.2/ Thus, the Committee 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. No support for the Committee's position
was provided.

The Committee next notes that 11 C.F.R. §110.1(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
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 was participating in the next (general) election and
that the Committee was not terminating after the primary
election, 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 CFR
§104.2(d))
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5450,000.u0 in
bank account.
for their calcu £

The Audit net 4 ! es a $45, 12_..3
liability for a t! roceecds of were deposited into
the primary account; a SS; 057.00 1i ab“lty for a cer.--lcate of
deposit which was pu_chased 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 th
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
were determined from a review of cancelled checks and invoices.
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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
on the post general election report, Mr. Stewart stated:

"In response to the question regarﬂlng 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 90551b1e on
the day after the election. Each subsequent day brought in new
bills which were added to the total...The 'ecords, 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 af
report primary surp
response.

f has made no adjustment to the interim audit
lus amount as a result of the Committee's
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1e 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. § 44la(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 instrument 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
+he contributions and submit evidence of the refunds.

n his response, Mr. tates that one of
+he contributors on Attachment 1 is ious name filed
pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §104.3(e). Mr. further states that
contrary to the indication in the audit no fictitious
name was entered into the Committee's contri utlon data base and
that no fictitious name had an excessive contribution attributed

to it.4

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. 1In 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
$344,840.00 (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. §104.8(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 instrument, 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. He 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
the records or their exact location. Given this, the Audit staff
does not accept the premise that the records were intact at the
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 to open the door. Therefore, the room was inaccessible to
the hotel staff. The double locking procedure was performed
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
safequarded.

Finally, Mr. Stewart observes that some of the
excessive contributions on Attachment 1 have been refunded. He
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 $342,590.00
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
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
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 gquestion 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. 1In 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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LAB88/031489

Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ SourceZ/ Dpes.3/

M

r. Bernard W.
Abrams / / 1,000.00 1,000.00

Mr. David L.
Abrams J / 1,000.00 1,000.00

Mr. Charles
Adams 10/02/86 1,400.00 .00

Mrs. Myrna
N Adams 10/02/86 1,250.00 250.00

: Mr. J.E.
Aderhold /31/85 1,000.0 1,000.00

<-Mrs. Rebecca
Alise Q/17/86 1,250.00 250.00
e Q/25/86 150.00 150.00

“Mr. Nicholas
Alise 9/17/86 1,250.00 250.00

“TMrs. Joe Allen 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

~Mr. Joe Allen 10/14/86 250.00 250.00
réMrs. Ricky L.
~. Allman 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. Ricky L.
Allman 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. John B.
Amos 1/29/86 250.00 250.00
3/01/84 1,000.00 250.00

M. M.Cs
Anderson 5/31/85 3,000.00 2,750.00
6/14/85 250.00 250.00

Mr. Stanton D.
Anderson 10/06/83 500.00 500.00

Mrs. Dannie
C. Anderton 10/14/86 250.00 250.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Date

Amount

Excessive

Elec.

Amount

Typel/ Sources/ Des.3/

Mr. Kenneth W.
Anderton

Mr. William W.
Anderton

Mrs. Carmen
Angelo

Mr. Carmen
™ Angelo

“Mr. Frank
Argenbright

=~Mr. Paul
Arnesan

,~Mr. Gus
Arrendale

Mrs. Hollis
=~ Arrendale

~ Mr. John
.~ Arrendale

""-Mr - 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

10/14/86

0/14/86

10/14/86

10/24/86

7/31/85

5/31/85

5/31/85

5/31/85

2/07/85

2/07/85

10/14/86

10/14/86

9/09/85

10/16/86

11/26/85

2,500.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,500.00

1,500.00

1,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

2,000.00

200.00

100.00

.00
.00

.00

.00

250.00

600.00

250.00

500.00

500.00

500.00

000.00

000.00

250.00

250.00

000.00

200.00

100.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.

Name

Date

Amount

Amount

Typel/ SourceZ/ Des.3/

Mr. Alvin Barge
Mr. R. P. Barnes

Mr. Robert L.
BAXE; JLs

Mr. J. E. Barrow

“Mr . Chandler
- Barton

—Mr. Needham B.
_ Bateman

-Mr. Oliver C.
Bateman

MMr. 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

6/13

10/05/

10/21/86

12/15/86

6/20/86

9/26/86
12/30/86

5/21/85
5/22/86

12/10/86

12/20/85

10/04/86

6/24/86

6/30/86

10/28/86

1,000.00
1,000.00
125.00
125.00

250.00

2,000.00

1,500.00

100.00

1,000.00
100.00

1,000.00
50.00

100.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

275.00

125.00

2,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00
125.00
125.00

250.00

000.00

500.00

100.00

350.00
100.00

100.00
50.00

100.00

000.00

000.00

275.00

125.00

1,000.00

CK

CK
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Date

Amount

Amount Typel7 SourceZ?

Excessive

Elec.
Des .3/

Mr. John Treacy
Beyer

Mr. Warren
Bicknell, III

Mr. Stanley F.
_Birch, Jr.

Mr. James A.
~~> Bishop

Mr. James H.
~ Blanchard

Mr. Ron
Bloomingkemper

_Mr. Clayton P.
Boardman, Jr.

“Mr. John A.
Boland, Jr.

Mr. Carl Bolch,
Jr.

Mr‘ R.Pl
Bolton

Mr. Robert I.

Bondi

Mr. Walter M.
Boomershine

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

9/30/86
9/30/86

11/17/83
5/27/85

6/06/85

6/05/85
7/24/86

6/01/86

11/25/85
6/24/86

5/27/85

2,000.00
500.00

1,000.00
250.00
250.00

100.00
125.00

250.00
100.00

250.00

2,000.00
1,750.00

250.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

500.00

100.00
125.00

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

500.00

100.00
125.00

500.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive

Name

Date

Amount

Amount

Elec.

Typel/ Sources/ Des.3/

Mr. James M.
Boring, Jr.

Mr. Kenneth E.
Boring

Mr. Edward
Boshears

KH:S. Wanda
Boshears

“Mr. Carl M.
Bouckaert

_Mr . Kenneth
Bowes

Mr. Inman
Brandon

P

Mr. Joe Brannen

Mr. Peter
Brassler

Mr. D.W. Brooks

Mr. william
Brotherton, Jr.

Mr. Fred Brown

Mrs. Gary K.
Brown

Mr. Gary K.
Brown

12/02/85

5/20/85

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

12/19/86

g8/08/86

12/09/85

6/03/85
10/09/85
12/04/85

5/29/86

7/11/86

6/30/86

7/21/86
11/15/85

1/17/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

250.00

1,000.00

100.00
500.00
100.00

150.00

250.00

l!OOO- 00

1,000.00
25.00
100.00
100.00
200.00

1 |000. 00

200.00

1,000.00

100.00

250.00

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

1,000.00

200.00

1,000.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

250.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.

Name

Date

Amount

Amount

Typel/ Sourcel/ Des.3/

Mr. James
Brown, Jr.

Mr. Robert P.
Brubaker

Mr . George
Brumley

Mr. Larry J.
M Bryan

~Mr , Marion R.
_ Buisson

“Mr. Ralph J.
— Buono

Col. Russell
“ Burnett

Mrs. Dorothy M.

Burns

Mr. R. Byrum

Mr. John R.
Callahan

Mr. Owen V.
Campbell

Mr. 0.D.
Carlton, II

Mr. R.P.M.
Carlson

10/14/86

5/30/85

9/29/86

11/04/86

10/09/86
10/09/86

9/18/86
9/18/86

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

6/11/85

1/31/86

8/22/85

6/27/86

250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2,000.00
500.00

1,250.00
300.00

1,000.00
100.00
100.00

50.00
500.00
50.00
125.00

1,000.00

25.00

250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2,000.00

750.00

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

250.00

0000000

‘o'd'o'd'do'u
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

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

Mr. Al Carter
Ms. Virginia
Carter

Mr. Rick Cash

10/10/84

10/31/83
1/08/86 100.00 -
1/14/86€ 100.00 100.00

MMrs. Simone
Center 10/27/8¢€ 100.00 ). 00

~Mr. A. Russell
Chandler 5/25/85 250.00 .00

Mr. Tom Chandler 8/12/86 1,000.00 250.00
_Mr. James R.
Chaney 6/06/85 125.00 25.00

Mr. R.M.
Channell 10/03/86 2,500.00 ] 0.00
10/13/86 300.00 .00

Mr. Keith
Chappelle 10/03/86 .00

Mr. J.B.
Chastain, M.D. 4/08/85 00 .00

Mr. J. Howard
Chatham 5/20/ - )00.00

Mr. Harvey M.
Cheatham 1,000.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Excessive Elec.
Typel/ Source2/ Des.3/

Contributor Contribution
Name Date Amount

Amount

Mr. Ben

Cheek, III 6/30/86

Mr. John A.

Cheney

Mrs. Jack
Cofer

'M:. Gerald
Cohen

~M Richard S.

=
Colvin, M.D.
_Mr. John A.
Conant

Mrs. Miriam H.
Conant

Mr . Walter L.
Conner

Cook and
Company3/

Mr. Frederick
Cooper

5/14/85

/15/85

1/21/86

/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

9/09/86

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

2/13/85

.00

2,250.00

100.00

500.00

250.00

100.00

250.00
100.00

200.00

250.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

50.00

2,500.00

2,000.00
2,000.00
2,000.00

1,000.00

100.00

500.00

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

1,000.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contribution
Amount

Contributor
Name Date

Excessive Elec.
Typel/ Source</ Des.3/

Amount

. Lovick

Cousins

—_—

“Mr. Paul
Coverdell

1~ Crawford

Mr. Keith M.
Crawford

~Mr. Edward S.
Croft, 111

-~

Hs. Theresa C.

. Crossland

Mr. Ray E.
Crowley

Mr. P.A. Dangar,

Jr.
Mr. Lloyd H.
Darby, III

Mr. John W.
Dashler

Mr. H.A. Davis

4/08/85
10/27/86

5/28/853
6/06/85

6/03/85

6/30/8¢

10/14/86

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

9/17/86

3/13/86
3/13/86

9/09/86

5/30/85

1,000.00
2,000.00

3,000.00

100.00
125.00

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1r000. 00
250.00
750.00

300.00

1,649.14
1,649.14

1,000.00

1,000.00

300.00
2,000.00

2,000.00

100.00
125.00

1,000.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

1,500.C0

500.00
250.00
750.00

300.00

1,100.86
1,649.14

100.00

250.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Date

Amount

Excessive

Amount

Elec.

Typel/ SourceZ2/ Des.3/

Mr. Roe J.
Davis

Mr. Eugene B.
Dawson

Mr. Paul J.
Day

Mrs. Violette
— Day

"Mr. J. Terry
<+ Dewberry

“Mr. Simone J.
DiBella

“Mr. Frank F.
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

5/28/85

10/14/86
10/14/86

9/19/86
9/19/86

5/23/83

9/17/86
9/17/86

6/20/86

10/14/86
10/14/86

6/01/85

6/03/85

11/07/83
5/29/85

1,000.00

250.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

1,000.00
250.00

300.00
2,500.00

1,000.00

150.00
1,250.00

125.00

1,000.00
250,00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

200.00

250.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

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
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Date Amount

Excessive Elec.

Amount

Typel/ Sourcel/ 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.
Espy

—Ms. Carol
Falcone

_Mr. J. Wilbur
Feighner

_Mr. Robert H.
Ferst

“TMr. william A.
Fickling, Sr.

Mr. William A.
Fickling, Jr.

Mr. Greyg
Fitzpatrick

Mrs. Sharon
Fitzpatrick

Mr. J. Sidney
Flowers

5/20/85 250.00
5/20/85 100.00

7/31/86 100.00

9/16/86 1,250.00

9/16/86 1,250.00

7/17/86 200.00

11/03/86 1,000.00

9/23/86 2,500.00

4/08/85 1,000.00
9/27/85 100.00
12/06/85 100.00

7/24/86 500.00

9/23/85 100.00

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

10/14/86 250.00

10/14/86 250,00

7/15/86 200.00

250.00
100.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

200.00

625.00

800.00

300.00
100.00
100.00

500.00

100.00

000.00
000.00

250.00

250.00

200.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount  Typel/ Sourcel/ Dpes.3/

Langdon S.
2/07/85 1,000.00 100.00
2/06/86 100.00 100.00
3/06/86 500.00 500.00

5/20/85 100.00 100.00
10/30/85 100.00 100.00
5/10/86 100.00
7/19/86 100.00

“Mr . Morton G.
Forbes 1/21/86 250.00 250.00

—Mr. Hugh
Fowler 5/28/85 000.00 500.00

Mr. James B.
— Franklin 5/28/85 000.00 550.00
- 11/26/85 250.00 250.00

Hirsch

“:o
Friedman 12/31/85 100.00 100.00

Ms., Judy
Gallagher 12/04/85 100.00 100.00

Mr . Donald
~. Gammon 6/05/85 000.00 750.00

Mr. L.H.
Garrett 7/22/85 000.00 1,000.00

Mr. Randy
Garrett 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

Mrs. Randy
Carrett 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. W.A. Fred
Gassaway, Jr. 10/23/85 1,000.00 300.00

Mr. W.W. Gaston 6/30/86 125.00 125.00

Mr. Earl F.
Geiger 11/04/86 1,500.00 500.00




Attachment 1
Page 13 of 38

Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

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

10/27/86 500.00 500.00
9/17/86 250.00 250.00
10/14/86 1,000.00 150.00

10/14/86 250.00 250.00

Mrs. Marcy
Y Godfrey 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. Randall S.
Godfrey 10/14/86 1,000.00 300.00
10/14/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. Henry M.

~ Goodyear 11/01/83 100.00 100.00
. 7/06/84 200.00 200.00
6/04/85 125.00 125.00

9/20/85 200.00 200.00

1/01/86 100.00 100.00

2/10/86 100.00 100.00

3/27/86 175.00 175.00

O 0000000
e B v v BV B B e v

v#Mr. J.L. Gray 9/26/86 1,000.00 250.00

@0

™Mr. Hiram E.
Greer 5/27/85 1,000.00 250.00

Mr. Calvin T.
Griffith 5/28/85 1,000.00 250.00
1/29/86 100.00 100.00

Jerry C.
imsley 10/10/86 75.00 75.00
10/16/86 75.00 75.00

William H.
9/02/86 1,000.00 1,000.00

Mr. Richard A.
Guthman, Jr. 11/19/85 25.00 25.00
5/29/86 500.00 500.00

Mr. Jack O.
Guy 11/04/86 200.00 200.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount  Typel/ SourceZ/ Dpes.3/

Mr. John W.
Hall ,Jr.

Mr. william B.
Hall

Mr. Thomas J.
Halpin

Dr. Daniel
Hanks, Jr.
100.00
250.00
100.00
100.00

D (0 O (D D
h h h unun
| el ol % I S S ]
oW OoWwn
OO0 0O0O0O
. - .

““Mr. George R.
Hanlon d 000.00

~Mr. Frank J.
Hanna, Jr. / 000.00

Mr. C. Edward
Hansell 3 500.00
500.00

un un

pmMr. D. Scott
Hanson / 750.00

Mr. John M.
Harbert, III ; 2,000.00

Mr. David P.
Harbin ' 2,000.00

Mr. B.H.
Hardaway, III ¢ 100.00

Mr. Allen S.
Hardin ‘ 400.00

Mrs. Margaret
Hardin ' 250.00

Mr. N.A. Hardin /86 150.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions FProm Individuals

Excessive Elec.
Typel/ Sourcei/ Des.3/

Contribution
Amount

Contributor
Name Date

Amount

Mr. Robert R.
Harlin

Mrs. Margaret
Harper

Mr. Robert V.
Harrison
Ms. Doris N.
Harrison

“Mrs. Berti
-~ Hartman

—Mr . Doug
~ Hartman

Mr. K. W.
" Hartzog

Mr. Thomas S.
. Hartzog

ME. J. S.
Hatfield

Mrs. J.S.
Hatfield

Mrs. Wayne A.
Hawk

Mr. Wayne A.
Hawk

Mrs. Melita E.
Hayes

/18/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

6/04/85

5/30/85
6/04/85
2/23/85
5/12/86
7/11/86

2/07/85

11/15/85

6/24/86
10/02/86

1,250.00

250.00

250.00

2,000.00

3,000.00
1,000.00
100.00
100.00
50.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

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

2,000.00
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

e B e B v Bl e
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ SourceZ/ Dpes.3/

Mrs. Dan
Haygood, Jr. 9/15/86 65.00

Mr. Gary Hazen 9/19/86 250.00
Linda Hazen 9/19/86 . 250.00

L.E. Heil 10/14/86 ol 250.00

L.E. Heil 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

~Mr . Kent
Henderson 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

~Mr. Walter B.

Hendry 6/03/85 1,000.00 000.00
“Mr. James R.
— Hewell, Jr. 5/20/85 1,000.00 200.00

“Mr. Guy F.
Hill, Sr. 5/20/85 1,000.00 000.00

~Mr. Robert M.
Holder 6/03/85 1,000.00 250.00

Ms. Lisa D. Holm 9/19/86 1,250.00 250.00
~Mr. Monte Holm 9/19/86 1,250.00 250.00

Mr. Wwilliam E.
Honey, Sr. 5/29/85 1,000.00 650.00
6/19/85 350.00 350.00

M. D B.
Hudgens 10/08/84 1,000.00 100.00
4/29/85 500.00 500.00
5/30/85 400.00 400.00

Mr. Roy
Huffington 10/16/86 500.00 500.00

Mrs. Janice
Huf fman 10/14/86 250.00 250.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Date Amount

Excessive Elec.

Amount

Typel/ Sourcel/ Dpes.3/

Mr. Josh
Huffman

Mr. S. Hubert
Humphrey, Jr.

Ms. Norma P.
Humphrey

Mr. Mark D.

-

Hurst

Ms. Susan D.
Hurst

- - J. E.
mhof £

,Mr. Russell
- Ingleright

Mrs. Georgette
< Ingleright

“Mr. R.L. Ireland,
s 11

~Mr. Johnny
Isakson

Mr. A. Jalil

Mr. Kort D.
Jensen

Mr. Jacob S.
Jernigan

Mrs. April
Johansson
Mr. Ove

Johansson

4-1
12/30/85

10/14/86

10/14/86

4,

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

250.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

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

Al Johnson 6/06/85 1,000.00 1,000.00 0 DB
9/25/86 1,000.00 100.00 CK

5/13/86 100.00 100.00 0 DB
5/14/86 100.00 100.00 DB

1/30/86 100.00 100.00

Mr. Billy R.
Jones 6/03/85 100.00 100.00

”M:. Charles M.
= Jones 10/25/85 1,000.00 500.00

“Mr. Frank C.

'~ JOnes 5/24/85 507.81 507.81
3/25/86 75.00 75.00
4/28/86 417.19 417.19

““Mr. Richard M.
.. Jones 6/05/85 1,000.00 50.00
6/30/86 125.00 125.00

Mr. Jordan P.
™ Jung 4/27/85 250.00 250.00
5/30/85 500.00 500.00
5/30/85 250.00 250.00

Ara F.
Kalpak 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

. Dee Kalpak 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. John B.
Keeble 7/10/86 2,000.00 2,000.00

Mr. S.D. Keen 5/31/85 1,000.00 25.00
9/24/85 25.00 25.00

11/26/85 100.00 100.00

2/07/86 100.00 100.00

Mr. Eugene Kelly 5/21/85 1,500.00 500.00
6/24/86 2,000.00 2,000.00
6/24/86 500.00 500.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Excessive

Date

Amount

Amount

Elec.

Typel/ SourceZ/ pes.3/

Mr. Charles
Kemp, Jr.

Mr. A.T.
Kennedy

OMs. Claire A.
King

<rMr . Michael J.
King

—_—

E'M:. Carl W.
-~ Knobloch

YMr. P, S.
Knox, Jr.

wMr. C. Robert
" " Koon

-

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

9/30/8€
9/30/86
11/01/86

9/18/86
9/18/86

5/17/85

5/28/85

6/04/85

11/01/86

10/04/86

11/02/83

5/15/85
4/22/86
9/12/86
10/28/86

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

1,000.00

3,000.00

1,000.00

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
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ SourceZ/ pes.3/

Mr. Jerry D.
Lancaster 8/19/86 1,000.00 1,000.00

A.J. Land, 5/23/85 1,000.00 500.00

Mr. Willard
Lasseter 5/24/85 1,000.00 700.00
1/14/86 1,000.00 1,000.00
4/23/86 150.00 150.00
- 6/17/86 150.00 150.00
__Mr, Julian
LeCraw 6/25/85 1,000.00 1,000.00
Mrs. Julian
' LeCraw 6/24/86 50.00 50.00

T Mr. William F.

.~ Ledford 6/15/85 350.00 350.00
2/21/86 200.00 200.00

!u Li+ )

Mr. G.C« Lee 8/20/86 25.00 25.00
10/01/86 475.00 475.00
= 10/27/86 500.00 500.00

T TN

6/04/85 1,375.00 375.00
6/05/85 125.00 125.00
4/04/86 75.00 75.00

Mr . Donald M.
Leebern, Jr. 4/08/85 1,000.00 1,000.00

Mr. C.M. Leger 5/23/83 1,000.00 1,000.00
5/28/85 1,000.00 1,000.00

Mr. John N.
Lemasters 9/29/86 1,000.00 250.00

Mr. James R.
Leonard, MD 5/10/85 1,000.00 300.00

Dr. Bernard
Lerman, M.D. 5/12/85 1,000.00 550.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

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

Mr. Ronald S.
Leventhal /15/85
/27/85
/21/86
7/01/86

= =
oo MNO
oOoWwmo
o000 o

L -
OO0 0O
OO0 O
[ Wl S HT) ]
OoOoOWwWoO
o000
s & ¢ @
OO0 0D
OO0 0

Mrs. Deanne D.
Levison /04/85

¥

o
o
o

M

r. S. Jarvin
Levison

/12/83
N

Mrs. JaDon M.
— Levy 5/20/85

~“Mr. J.C. Lewis,
S 7 o 2/11/85 250.
5/18/85 100.
_ 6/04/85 500.

“Ms. Linda R.
Lindner 9/15/86 1,250.
8/16/86 150.
Mr. Steven J.
C Little 9/22/86 1,250.0

s 2
“Mr. Tom Lloyd 1/16/85 1,000.0

Mr. Clay C. Long 5/20/85 1,000.

Mrs. Eleanor S.
Longcamp 1/24/86 200.
5/07/86 200.

Mr. Charles A.
Lokz, JE. 6/03/85 2,500,

Mr. Robert C.
Loudermilk 1/06/85 1,000.0

Mr. Frank Love,
JE. 11/02/83 250.00
5/28/85 1,000.
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Date

Amount

Excessive

Amount

Typel/ Sourcel/ Des.iﬁ

M

r. John David
Lowenberg

be
J

t L.
r.

—Mr . Joseph
Luce

Edward
. Maguire

Edward
Maguire

o DSEL .
alone, Jr.

E.W. Mann,

-
-
-

Mr. William w.
Marett, Jr.

Ms. Glesca
Marshall

Mr. Murray
Stewart
Marshall

»~

gt |

r. George J.
Martonik

Mr. James D.
Mason

5/23/85

6/09/86

P,

11/01/8
5/23/8
8

5/29/

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

10/14/86
10/14/86
11/14/85
6/05/85
5/28/85
10/27/86
1/07/86
7/01/86

9/15/86

11/19/85

1,250.00
500.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

200.00
1,000.00
100.00

100.00
750.00
150.00

250.00

250.00

000.00

125,00

000.00

950.00

250.00
500.00

300.00
1,000.00

200.00
1,000.00
100.00

100.00
750.00
150.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

125.00

25.00

950.00

250.00
250.00

500.00
1,000.00

250.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Date

Amount

Excessive

Amount

Elec.

Typel/ SourceZ/ pes.3/

Mr. Wayne H.
Mason

Mr. Kent E.
Mast
Mr. T. Harvey

Mathis

Mr. Patrick J.
<" McGahan

=-Mr . Donald A.
McMahon
<

Mr. Tim McMahon

nME. Todd
McMahon

_Ms. Arina J.
Meeuwsen

“Mr. william C.
v Meredith, Jr.

OMr. 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

8/06/85

5/30/85
10/01/86

5/28/85
10/14/86

9/15/86

11/04/86

2/12/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

9/19/86

91119/86

5/31/85

10/01/86
10/01/86

250.00

200.00

50.00

1,000.00

250.00
1,000.00

1,000.00
250.00

2,500.00

2,000.00

100.00

250. 00

250.00

1,250.00

1,250.00

1,000.00

500.00
2,000.00

250.00

200.00
50.00

000.00

250.00
750.00

000.00

250.00

500.00

000.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

250.00

1,000.00

500.00
1,000.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contri

)

ution

Name

Amount

Excessive Elec.

Amount

Typel/ Source</ Des.3/

Mrs. James D.
Millican

“Mr. John O.
Mitchell

‘\'.Mr -
Mixon,

T
LU

Billy P.
&

Ms. 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

200.00

1,000.00

500. 00

100.00
200.00

100.00
1,000.00

150.00
1,250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

125.00

900.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
100.00

1,000.00
125.00

200.00

1,000.00

500.00

100.00
200.00

100.00
1,000.00

150.00
250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

125.00

900.00

300.00

100.00
100.00

500.00
125.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution

Name Date

Amount

Excessive Elec.

Amount

Typei/ Source</ Dpes.3/

Mr. R. Danny
Murray 9/16/86

9/22/86
10/01/86

Mr. Albert G.
Norman, Jr. 2/12/85

.7
.

11/26/85

Wade L.
'Neal 12/10/86

‘Mr. william R.
< Olive, Jr. 9/19/86

“Mr. W.A.
1y Orender 9/15/86

Ms. Paula L.
~ Osborne 5/30/85

“Dr. william W.
» Osborne 4/24/86

™r. C. Lamont
Osteen 4/24/86

Mr. John L.
Padgett 5/14/86
8/11/86

Mr. Albert N.
Parker 5/20/85

Ms. Diane W.
Parker 10/01/83

Mr. William A.
Parker, Jr. 5/10/85
7/22/85

Mr. Dave
Parrish 5/16/85

2,500.00

600.00

375.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

1,250.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

100.00

100.00

250.00
100.00

100.00
125.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
450.00

1,000.00

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

1,000.00

550.00
450.00

1,000.00

OO0
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Name Date Amount Amount Typel/ Sourcel/ Dpes.3/

Mr. C.L.
Patrick 6/09/83 1,000.00 1,000.00
5/23/85 1,000.00 1,000.00
6/03/85 1,000.00 1,000.00

10/31/86 2,000.00 1,000.00

Marie B.
10/31/86 1,000.00 1,000.00

r. Thomas V.
Patton 5/15/85 1,000.00 1,000.00
10/31/86 2,000.00 1,000.00

N 'Mr. Gary Payne 9/15/86 2,000.00 1,000.00

“Mr. william B.
Pendleton 5/30/85 1,000.00 250.00

NMr. G.0O. Persons,
II 5/26/85 500.00 500.00

~-Mr. Oscar N.
Persons 2/18/85 150.00 150.00
5/21/85 250.00 250.00
6/20/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. Bryce
Peterson 10/01/86 2,000.00 1,000.00
10/01/86 500.00 500.00

Mr. David I.
Peterson 10/24/85 100.00 100.00

Mr. Parker H.
Petit 6/24/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. John D.
Pezold 12/02/85 250.00 250.00

Mr. Roscoe
Pickett 10/31/86 2,000.00 1,000.00

Mr. W. Hayes
Pickett, Jr. 10/24/86 25.00 25.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Date

Amount

Excessive Elec.

Amount

Typel/ Sourcei/ Des.3/

Mr. John F.
Pidcock

Mr. Paul Zane
Pilzer

Mr. Richard E.
Pittman

'-“‘h“r. Alec Lo

~ Poitevint, II
Mr. Loyd

W Poitevint

“Mrs. Carol
— Polzin

~Mr . Dale
Polzin

.. Mr. James P.
Poole

Mr. Mark C.
M Pope, III

™Mr. Wwilliam G.
Pritchard, Jr.

Mr. William R.
Probst

Mr. James G.
Raines

Mr. Claude
Rainwater

Mr. Forrest L.
Ramser

Mr. Edmond H.
Randle

10/16/86

1/17/85
6/23/86

6/01/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

6/26/86

6/30/86

6/24/86

1/30/86

10/16/85

6/04/85

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

9/16/86

100.00

1,000.00

250.00

600.00

1,000.00

100.00

250.00

250.00

150.00

500.00

625.00

50.00

1,000.00

1,250.00

1,000.00
50.00
100.00

1,250.00

250.00

150.00

500.00

625.00

50.00

200.00

250.00

275.00
50.00
100.00

250.00

000

£
o
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

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

Barbara
.00

.00
.00

10/09/86 0. .00

OMr . Dale W.

Reese 10/14/86 250.00
__Mr. Fred Kent
~ Rhoden 12/31/85 000.00

“Mrs. Beverly
— Ribaudo 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

YMr. Santo
Ribaudo 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

-+Mr . Dean Edwin
Rice 7/15/86 100.00 100.00
7/31/86 100.00 100.00

Mr. Pinckley K.
~ Ridley 9/19/86 250.00 250.00

Ms. Carol S.
Ridley 9/19/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. Don R.
Roberts, Jc. MD 2/08/85 500.00 500.00
2/04/86 40.00 40.00
6/30/86 200.00 200.00

Mr. E. Xavier
Roberts 1/15/86 1,000.00 1,000.00

Mr. Edgar
Roberts 6/05/85 ,000.00 250.00

Mr. Joe W.
Rogers, Jr. 5/28/85 1,000.00
6/12/86 1 - 1,000.00




Attachment 1
Page 29 of 38

Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

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

Mr. John M.
Roig 500.00
1,000.00
150.00

Mr. Gary W.
Rollins 5/17/85 000.00
000.00

Mr. R. Randall
_ Reollins 125.00 125.00

_Dr. Donald Ww.
Rooker 50.00 50.00

~ Roquemore - 000.00 250.00

~Mr. Robert
. Safford 250.00 250.00

Mrs. Robert
_ Saf ford 250.00 250.00

Mr. Don W.
Sands 125.00 125.00

‘Mr . Dennis
~ Schechter 500.00 500.00
000.00

Schwall &
Heuett 6/12/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. Roger D.
Semerad 2/14/85 000.00 250.00

Mrs. Michael
Sharpe / y 250.00 250.00

Mr . Michael
Sharpe 0/14, 250.00 250.00

Mrs. Steven
Sharpe 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

Mr. Steven
Sharpe 10/14/86 250.00 250.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

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

Mr. Gary G.
Shelby 1/06/86

Mr. William
Clyde
5/31/85

9/11/86 )00.00 1,000.00
9/11/86 2,000.0 1,000.00

6/04/85 2,000. 1,050.00
-Mr . D.R.
Simmons, Jr. 6/01/86 300.00 300.00
~_Mr. Harold
S immons 8/18/8¢6 1,000.00 1,000.00

‘Mr. John M.
Simmons 6/03/85 1,000.00 25.00
6/01/86 300.00 300.00

.~Ms. Cyndae A.
" ° Sims 5/31/85 1,500.00 500.00

' Dr. Marvin
6/09/85 100.00 100.00
5/20/85 1,000.00 100.00

Mr. Earl E.
Smith 5/30/85 500.00 500.00

Mr. Fred
Smith, Jr. 10/16/86 1,000.00 1,000.00

Mr. James E.
2/01/85 1,000.00 250.00

11/27/84 1,000.00 1,000.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contribution

Date

Amount

Excessive Elec.

Amount

Typel/ Sourcel/ Des.3/

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

5/27/86

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

5/22/86

6/30/86

5/30/85
6/24/85

250.00
20.00

200.00
1,000.00

1,000.00
300.00
200.00

1,250.00
150.00

2,000.00

200.00

200.00
250.00

1,000.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

25.00
100.00
1,000.00

1,500.00

125.00

1,000.00
500.00

500.00
300.00
200.00

250.00
150.00

1,000.00

200.00

200.00
250.00

300.00
100.00
100.00
100.00

25.00
100.00
1,000.00

500.00

125.00

500.00
500.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contribution
Amount

Contributor
Name Date

Excessive Elec.
Typel/ Sourcei/ Des.3/

Amount

r. John M.
Stuckey, Jr. 11/26/84

5/20/85

Mr. Dan L.
Tatum 6/30/86
Mr. R.L.
TBYIOI" % 8 8;’04/86
~Mrs. Cynthia
“ Thawley Q/17/86
9/17/86

~

<M Paul F.

Thiele 9/05/85
7/17/86

10/20/86

Mr. Gillis
Thomas 7/15/86
~Mr. ROy

Thompson 11/15/86

‘Mr. Randolph W.
Thrower 5/20/85
Mr. William
Timmons 2/11/85
2/21/85
Mr. J. Lloyd

Tomer 9/16/86

11/01/83
5/29/85

4/08/85
1/29/86

750.00
150.00

150.00
100.00

2,000.00

100.00

500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

2,500.00

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
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Excessive Elec.
Typel/ SourceZ/ Des.3/

Contribution
Amount

Contributor
Name Date

Amount

Herbert S.
aub, Jr. 200.00
Ms. Shirley M.

Treadwell 12/09/85 100,00

6/23/86 50.00

Mr. John B.
Trotter 200.00
<Mz . Robert Lee

Turley ] 500.00
o 1,000.00

W'Mr. W.B.
Turner /22/85

9/30/86

1!000000
1,000.00

750.00
250. 00
" Mr. Mike

L Tuttle 10/14/86 250.00 250.00

"“Mrs. Mike

< Tuttle 10/14/86 250.00 250.00
—Mr. Michael R.
Utz /17/86 2,500.00 500.00

p 000.00

“TMr. Burkett

VanKirk

Mr. W.C.
Vereen,

Mr. Philip

Volpe

Mr. LaFayette

Walker

Mr. Randall

Walker

7/25/86

1/29/86
4/15/86

10/14/86

10/14/86

11/01/86

9/19/86
10/01/86

2,000.00

100.00
500.00

250.00
1,000.00

2,000.00
500.00

2,500.00

150.00

000.00

100.00
500.00

250.00
150.00

000.00
500.00

000.00
500.00
150.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

1
38

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Date

Amount

Excessive

Amount

— - -

Typei/

e

Elec.
Des.3/

Mr. Richard A.
wWalker

Mr. Rett
Waller

Mrs. Rett
Waller

Mr . George
Watkins

_Mr. Larry
" Weidel

“Mrs. Larry
© Weidel

—Mr. Thomas B.
Wells

Mr . Charles B.
West

Mr. Charles B.
wWest

WS

~Mr. Frank B.
Wetherbee

Mr. Phillip
White

Mr. Richard K.
whitehead, Jr.

Mr. James C.
Whitesell

Bill
Whittle

9/18

9/16/

9/16,

4/09/8

10/14/86

10/14/8¢

5/15/85

8/19/86

5/18/85
9/01/86

1/28/86
4/03/86

10/14/8¢6

5/29/85

9/20/85
12/06/85

10/14/86

250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
2,000.00

200.00
100.00

1,250.00

2,500.00

25.00
25.00

250.00

000.00

000.00
000.00

200.00
100.00

400.00

500.00

25.00
25.00

250.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Excessive Elec.
Typel/ Sourcei/ Dpes.3/

Contribution
Amount

Contributor
Name Date

Amount

Mr. B. Wilmont
williams

\H .
Mr. Bennie G.
wWilliams

“'Mr. Claude
« Williams, Jr.

——

Dr. David A.
" williams, M.D.

"Mr . Don E.
- Williams

~ Rev. Jesper
Williams

N":

_Mrs. Thomas L.
‘williams, Jr.
Mr. Tom

Williams, III

Mrs. Harry B.
wWinkler

Mr. Emory
Winship

10/14/86

6/11/86
9/25/86

/24/85
.'f3 0 :"e 5

10/01/83

10/28/83
5/20/85

5/17/85

10/01/86

6/25/86

10/01/83

10/01/83

5/10/83
2/13/85
11/19/85

4/29/85

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

20.00

1,250.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

1,000.00
500.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

250.00

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

1,000.00
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor
Name

Contribution

Excessive

Date

Amount

Amount

Elec.

Typel/ Sourcez/ Des.3/

Mrs. Lynne M.
Winship

Mr. Wadleigh C.
Winship

Mrs. Elmer
Wirman

Mr. Elmer

~. Wirman

-~

Mr. A.LO
Womack

—Mr. Paul H.

P

Womack

Ms. Connie R.
Wood

Ms. Emily

- Woodruff

Mr. J. Barnett
Woodruff

Mr. Frank L.
Woodward

Mr. Ray
Wooldridge
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

6/11/86
9/22/86

10/30/86

9/12/86

2,000.00

2: COO.CO

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

1,250.00
1,500.00

2,000.00

1,250.00

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
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Apparent Excessive Contributions From Individuals

Contributor Contribution Excessive Elec.
Yame Date Amount Amount Typel/ SourceZ/ Des.3/

Harlen
itler 10/01/86
10/01/86

12/19/86
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LP - Late Primary. Those contributions that the contributor
designated for the primary election after the date of the primary.
Since the Committee had no net debt on the date of the primary, these
are considered excessive contributions.

0 - All other excessive contributions.

Source
DR - 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.

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 l/above) are considered general election
contributions.

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

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

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

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

The Committee refunded $400 to this contributor, however, the refund
was not made timely.
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Apparent Excessive Contribution
From Political and Other Committees

Contribution Election Source ofl/ Total Excessive
Committee Name Dates Amounts Designation Designation Contributions Amount

A.L. Williams &
Associates PAC, Inc. 10/31/86 $5,000.00 Primary Check $ 10,000.002/ $ 5,000.00

American Financial

Services Association

Political Action

Committee 9/13/83 S 500.00 General Committee
2/13/85 1,000.00 General Committee
3/11/86 1,000.00 General Committee
6/25/86 1,000.00 General Committee
8/12/86 1,000,00 General Committee
9/29/86 1,000.00 General Committee

Total $5,500.00 $ 5,500.00 $

Associated General

Contractors PAC 3/24/82 § 500.00 Primary Date
9/29/83 1,000.00 Primary Committee
2/25/85 1,000.00 Primary Check
4/05/85 3,000.00 Primary Check

Total $5,.500.00 $ 10,500.00

Bankers Trust New

York Corporation

Fund for Good

Government 10/28/83 $1,000.00 General Committee
7/24/84 1,000.00 General Committee
1/29/85 1,000.00 General Committee
4/02/86 2,000.00 General Committee
9/23/86 _2,000.00 General Committee

Total $7,000.00 $ 7,000.00 $ 2,000.00




Committee Name

Citizens & Southern
Georgia Corporation
Better Government
Fund

Committee to Re-Elect
Senator Paula Hawkins

Flowers Political
Action Committee

Gold Kist Political
Action for Farmers,
Inc.

Contribution

Dates

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

Total

2/13/85
6/03/85

Total

8/13/85
10/03/86

Total

___Amounts

$ 250.00
500.00
500.00

1,000.00
500.00
2,750.00

500.003/
1,000.003/
1,000.003/

$8,000.00

3,363.71

$6,723.224/

$2,500,00
5,000.00

$7,500.00

$1,000.00

5,000.00

$6,000.00

Election
Designation

Source ofl/
Designation

Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary

General

General
General

General
General

Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Committee
Date
Date
Date

Committee
Check

Committee
Commi ttee

Total
Contributions

Attachment
Page 2 of 5

Excessive
Amoun t

$ 9,958.34

$ 3,363.71

$ 10,000.00

$ 10,550.00

$ 3,000.00

$ 2,363.71

$ 2,500.00

$ 1,000.00
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Excessive
Amount

Total
Contributions

Source ofl/
Designation

Election
Designation

Contribution
Committee Name

Lockheed Political
Action Committee

The Morgan Companies
Political Action
Committee

The Natlonal
Association of Life
Underwriters PAC

Northrop Employees PAC

Datps

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

10/05/83
1/30/85
31/14/86
92/17/86

Total

10/23/86

3/22/82
9/23/813
3/01/85
6/28B/85
3/10/86

Total

_Amounts

S 500.

1,000.

500.
1,500. 0(

96,500,

$3,850.00

$ 500.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

500.00

_2,000.00

$7,000.00

General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General

Primary

Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary
Primary

Committee
Committee
Check
Check

Committee
Committee
Check

Committee

Check

Date
Committee
Check
Committee
Check

10, 000.

10, oun,

10, 000.
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Contribution Election Source ofl/ Total Excessive
Commi ttee Name Dates Amounts Designation Designation Contributions Amount

Political Action

Committee of the Dunn

& Bradstreet

Corporation 9/20/83 S 500.00 General Committee
2/20/85 1,000.00 General Committee
5/10/85 333.34 General Committee
3/24/86 2,000.00 General Committee
4/09/86 286. 00 General Committee
8/12/86 1,000.00 General Committee
9/22/86 1,000.00 General Committee

Total $6,119.34 $ 6,619.34 $ 1,119.34

Prudential Political

Action Committee 10/27/83 S$ 500.00 Primary Committee
3/20/85 5,000.00 Primary Committee
5/01/86 1,000.00 Primary Committee

Total $6,500.00 $ 7,500.00 $ 1,500.00

Public Service

Political Action

Committee 3/03/82 $ 500.00 Primary Date
2/06/85 1,000.00 Primary Check
3/04/86 1,000.00 Primary Check
6/18/86 3,000.00 Primary Check

Total $5,500.00 $ 6,500.00

Textron Political

Action Committee 9/29/83 $1,000.00 General Committee
31/14/85 1,000.00 General Committee
6/19/85 1,000.00 General Committee
7/24/85 1,000.00 General Committee
4/29/86 2,000.00 General Committee
6/031/86 2,500.00 General Committee

Total $8, 500.006/ $ 9,500.00 s 3,500.00
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Contribution Election Source ofl/ Total Excessive
Committee Name Dates Amounts Designation Designation Contributions Amount

United Technologies
Corporation Political
Action Committee i/o3/82 § 500,00 Primary Date
11/15/83 1,000.00 Primary Committee
2/20/85 1,000.00 Primary Committee
3/27/86 _3,000.00 Primary Check

Total $5,500.00 $ 8,500.00 9 500.00

Grand Totals $145,491.39 $31,833.05

Legend for Source of Designation:

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

Committee - The contributing committee designated the contribution on its disclosure report.

Date 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. II

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

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.

These contributions were designated by the contributing committee for a run off election. There was no run off
election and the contributions were made before the primary date. Therefore these contributions are considered !
be for the primary election.

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

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.

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

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
igs to be voted for, or in connection with any primary election to
select candidates for the foregoing office. 1In 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 number of apparent corporate contributions.
Therefore, the Audit staff performed a 100% review of available
contributor records to identify possible prohibited
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
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 gquotations
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 ané 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,
and 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
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
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 gquestioned. 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. 10/23/86 $ 150.00
Statesboro, GA

A. G. Spanos 11/12/85 500.003/
Development, Inc.
Atlanta, GA

Argenbright, Inc. 5/24/85 100.003/
College Park, GA

Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc. 9/23/86 83.34
P.0. Box 48405 9/30/86 78.90
Doraville, GA 30362 9/30/86 78.35

Athens Insurers B8/22/86 100.00
Athens, GA

Atkins and Associates 5/21/85 25.00
Realty Co.
Augusta, GA

Autumn Products 2/12/86 100.00
Lawrenceville, GA

Avail-Ability Inc. 12/05/85 250.00
Lithia Springs, GA

Aztec International, Ltd, 10/30/86 25.003/
Norcross, GA

Baker Farms 8/17/85 25.00
Sale City, GA

B&B Truss Campany, Inc. 11/14/85 100.00
Suwanee, GA

Bibb Distributing Co. 6/14/85 250.00
Macon, GA

Bill Taylor & Assoc. 2/19/85 500.00
Jacksonville, Florida

Blue Ridge Aviation 5/22/85 25.00
Flite Ctr.
Gainesville, GA

B&M Wood Products 5/20/85
Manor, GA
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor

Ray Boyd Properties
Atlanta, GA

Bridges Farm
Damascus, GA

Rose Briglevich MD PC
Smyrna, GA

Brock Chevrolet-0lds Inc.
LaFayette, GA

Brown Brothers
Harriman & Co.
New York, NY

Brownlee & Lively
Atlanta, GA

Buddy Buie Enterprises
Atlanta, GA

Cable T.V. of Georgia
and Associates
Dahlonega, GA

Calhoun Oil Campany
Americus, GA

Date

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

D. M. Carter Manufacturing Co. 8/01/85

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

10/01/86

5/24/85

5/22/85

10/28/86

5/13/85

12/05/85

Amount

$ 100.00
50.00

1,250.004/
50.00

25,00

1,000.00

25.003/

25.00

25.00

50.003/

100.00

150.00

125.00

1,000.00

100.00
75.00

25.00
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor Date Amount
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor Date

Eaton Construction Co. 5/22/86

Warner Robins, GA

2/10/86
7/01/86

Ellis Building Systems
Tallapoosa, GA
9/16/85

Emerald Petroleum Co, Inc.

Savannah, Ga

The Exchange Bank 8/18/86
Douglas, GA
FaHaCo Inc. 10/11/86
Sylvania, G

Family & Marriage Resources 9/10/86
Austin, Texas

Farmers Tobacco Warehouse 1/15/85
Vvidalia, GA

Fesperman Insurance Co. 4/25/85
Waycross, GA

Folsom Construction Campany 5/28/85
Cordele, GA

6/19/86
10/25/86

Forest Hills Memorial Gardens
Forest Park, GA

7/08/86
6/10/86
6/14/85
11/18/85

9/25/86

Garnetts
Summerville, GA

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

Joe Goodson & Company 2/28/86
Dalton, GA

A. J. Green, Insurance Agency 2/24/86
Fairburn, GA

11/03/86
11/03/86

Hamby Enterprises
Athens, GA

$

Amount

100.00

100.003/
50.00
25.00
50.003/
50.003/

300.00

250.003/

250.00

1,000.00

25.00
25.00

25.003/
25.00
25.00
25.00

75.00

50.003/
25.00

5.00
5.00
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor

Harris Machine Co.
Vienna, GA

Henderson Funeral Home
Moultrie, GA

Hendley Transfer Co.
Millen, GA

Herndon Drug Store
Pavo, GA

Holcombe Armature Co.
Atlanta, GA

HameWay Rentals of
Montgomery
Montgomery, Alabama

Jim Hood, Inc.
Lawrenceville, GA

Horton Popham & Campany
Douglasville, GA

I ndependent 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, GA

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

50.006/

100.003/

50.003/
25.00
25.00

50.001/

25.00

1,000.00

20.00

50. 003/

500.003/

50.00

500.00

100.00

25.00

150.003/
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Ceontributor Date Amount

Lakeside Farm 2/06/86 $1,000.00
Hayesville, NC 5/19/86 50.00
7/09/86 25.00
9/06/86 100.00

J. Robert Logan, M PC 10/20/86 100.00
GA

7/10/86 25.003/

Electronics Inc. 10/24/86 150,00

Savannah GA

Mauldin Enterprises 3/04/86 25.00
Alpharetta, GA 5/12/86 25.00
7/14/86 25.00
8/19/86 25.00

McCole & Associates, Inc. 10/24/86 50.00
Montezma, GA

Meadows & Thomas 9/04/86 50.00

Lyons, GA

Men's Den 9/20/85 25.00
Cartersville, GA

W. B. Miller & Sons 5/21/85 50.003/
Tobacco Co. 9/24/86 50.00
Attapulgus, GA '

Milton Martin, Inc. : 10/07/86 50. 00
Gainesville, GA

MsM Farms 10/07/86 100.003/
Baconton, G

Morris Brown College 3/08/85 250.001/
Atlanta, G

Morris Newspaper Corp. 3/06/84 250.00
Savannah, GA

Alfred Hammack D/B/A 9/26/86 1,000,002/
Morrow Professional Bldg.
Jonesbocro, GA

Moul trie Surgical Assoc., PC 9/09/86
Moultrie, GA
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor Date Amount

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 Campany
Vidalia, &

Pate Aviation Consultants
Atlanta, GA

Patrician Properties
Savannah, GA

Peerless Manufacturing Co.
Shellman, 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

8/20/86

10/08/85

1/26/86

5/17/85

12/02/85

10/23/86

9/03/86

5/24/85

$

100.00

50.00

20.00

250.00

500.00

200.002/

100.002/

50.001/

10/24/86 150.00

8/02/85 50.00

11/27/85 200.00

9/21/85
9/05/86

50.00
50.00

5/30/85 25.008/

10/22/86 1,000.00

12/06/85 250.00

10/07/85 15.002/
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor

The Pinkerton & Laws Co.
Atlanta, GA

Pippin Pecans
Albany, GA

Plainsman Carpet Company
Swainsboro, GA

Planters Warehouse
Pinehurst, GA

Pleasant Acres
Milner, GA

Possum Eddy Hardware
Sylvania, GA

R & RDiversified
Gainesville, GA

Realty Associates
Savannah, GA

Reeves, Avary Associates
Lilburn, GA

william L. Reno and
Associates
Statesboro, GA

Rep. Tam 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

25.002/
25.00
25.00
100.002/
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

Contributor

Rolling Meadows
Augusta, GA

Sanders Brothers
Doerun, GA

The Scruggs Campany
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 Campany
Dalton, GA

Stricklands Pharmacy
Glennville, Ga

Stubbs Shipping Caompany
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

20.002/

100.00

50.002/

250.00

100.00

150.00

25.00

100.00

150.00

200.002/

25.00

100.00
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor Date Amount

Thomasville Farm Supply Co. 4/26/85 50.003/
Thomasville, GA

Tyler & Company 5/23/85 25.00
Atlanta, GA

Underwood Enterprises 6/28/85 15.00
Gainesville, GA 5/19/86 25.00

vVaughn Lumber Company 5/24/85 250.00
Forsyth, GA

Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth 5/21/85 250.00
Marietta, GA 5/08/86 25.00

Bill wWalker and Assoc. 5/31/85 200.00
St. Simons Island 2/19/86 100.00

The Warwick Agency 1/26/86 20.00
Brunswick, GA

Weatherly & Associates, Inc. 11/16/85 250.003/
Tybee Island, GA

General Roofing Co. D/B/A 5/20/85 200.00
white Roofing Company 12/05/85 75.00
Atlanta, GA

Williams Farms 10/31/86 100.00
Moultrie, GA

Willis and Veenstra 2/15/85 500.00
Investment Co. _
Jacksonville, Florida

Wilson Properties 2/19/86 25.003/
Warner Robbins, GA

Wright Farms 5/31/83 500.00
Albany, GA 6/06/83 500.00
7/18/84 400.00

5/29/85 1,000.00

4/07/86 300.00

4/07/86 50.00

8/04/86 200.00

10/03/86 200.00
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Apparent Corporate Contributions

Contributor Date

W. A. Youngblood Jr. Inc. 5/23/85
D/B/A Otasco Assoc. Store
Swainsbore, GA

Zumpano Enterprises, Inc. 12/13/85 75.003/
Norcross, GA

$30,610.59

——

This contribution has been refunded. However, the refund
was not made timely.

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.

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.

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

This corporation was dissolved on 12/23/86.
This corporation was dissolved on 12/22/86.
This corporation was dissolved (no date provided).

This corporation was dissolved on 12/30/85.
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Earmarked Contributions

Section 44la(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 h Federal
Regulations states that the intended ipier h disclose on
his next report each conduit through whic!
passed.

: 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.

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
contributions received through this program must be deposited in
the Committee's general election account and are to be used
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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both methods, the NRSC provided to the Committee
itemizing all contributions, regardless of
noted on the Schedule A's for each contribution
y was transmitted as an original contributor check
y NRSC check. The memo Schedules A also noted
acted as a conduit for the contributions.
he transmittal letters contained a paragraph
ommittee's reporting responsibilites.

reviewed available contribution records to
amount of contributions earmarked through the
The Audit staff determined that the
as earmarked contributions (pursuant to 11l
)) the following amounts.

Amount
Disclosed
As Earmarked

Amount

Received Difference

e

$ 3,700.00 i $ 3,700.00

-~ . - L
Quarterly

(1/1/86~

Pre-Prim

(7/1/86-

October

m w

M- 4=
oo WO
]

wun

L |

M om0

n O i

m =0 0 m

Derg 'y £
it ds

[

W o M e

"Moer

in O
Pt
o |

1S V]
"

" e
[ w3

)

b

Q

e

59,403.34 59,403.34

7,050.00 7,050.00

120,173.25 120,173.25

117,856.05 $70,423.32 47,432.73

43,808.97 27,592.72 16,216.25

$351,991.61 $253,975.57
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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.

2a Joint Fundraising Committee

The Committee participated in a joint fundraising event
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. §
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
not disclose these contributions as being earmarked through the
GTC as required by 11 C.F.R. § 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.

l/ 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

recommends that t! m e referred to
Counsel.
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Based on our review, the Audit staff determined that
the Committee received 80 contribution checks, totalling
$22,285.27, 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

T
£
.

he Audit staff recommends that this matter be referred to
fice of General Counsel.

the O
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Direct-To Program Agreement

The Direct-to Program is an effort organized by Sen. John
Heinz and the National Republican Senatorial Committee for the
general election benefit of individual candidates. Individual
contributors 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 wmore.

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 need
more help. The NRSC's Direct-to Program allows individual
contributors to specifically name a campaign (or campaigns) as
the "earmarked " recipient(s) of a contribution. 1In 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. Each
earmarked contribution must be applied against the contributor's
limit to the campaign's general election. All Direct-to money
is sent to the campaign through the NRSC. Although the NRSC
will send a thank you letter to each of the contributors, a
separate letter from the campaign to the contributor would be
appreciated 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 FIRST STREET, N'W ® SUITE 800 ® WasHINGTON, D C. 20001 ® (202) 347-0202 # (202) 224-235"

PaiD FO® amd aUTHOS IEC BY TeE MaTiomaL MIFUBLICAn BENATOS AL Commi™ g
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To alleviate confusion, Dina will be the only NRSC staff memb
announcing Direct-to contributions to campaigns. . woer
Federal Election Law requires that a campaign must d4sume

the direct fundraising costs associated with an effort S\ich as
the Direct-to Program. Participating campaigns will be hilled
on a monthly basis on the 10th of each month for money d\rected
in the previous calendar month. Campaigns will be charged on a
'per contributor' basis, with the actual charge determingg py
the direct fundraising costs associated with a particula,
mailing/event. (The per contributor charge will be in the $3-$4
range.) 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 Federgq
Election Campaign Act, up to five percent (5%) of the NRsC' s
maximum coordinated expenditure on behalf of a state wWil} pe
escrowed until October 20 of the election year. If all payments
have been made for the Direct-to Program, all coordinatey money
will be available for varied uses (i.e., media, mailings office
support). If payments have not been made, the escrowed '
coordinated money will be used to pay the campaign's invgjced
portion of the direct costs associated with the Direct-t,
Program.

On behalf of the /.; / N "a // { CamPaign,

hereby acknowledge r ceipt o e ove infor on perjai
to the NRSC's Direct-to Program and the
campaign's participation in the progranm.

Ve
(NRSC representative) (date) // (signature) (title)

(= dp = EL
(date)
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Friends of Mattingly
Contributions Earmarked Through

Political and Other Committees
for Which Conduits Were Not Disclosed

Conduit Contribution Check Contributor
Committee Check Date Amount Name

l. American Express
Committee for
Responsible
Government 2/6/86 $1,000.00 Jim Robinson $1,000.00

AT&T PAC 4/9/86 130.00 Unknown 130.00
8/29/86 290.00 Eugene Fuoco 140.00

Fred W. Baumann 30.00

Dan H. Reynolds 50.00

Karen L. Dowdle 70.00

10/17/86 Jack C.
Roberts, Jr. 70.00
Dean R. Frey 300.00
Frank W.
Dunn, Sr. 50.00

Bank America
Federal Election
Fund 6/23/86 1,000.00

Bell South
.~ Services
" Federal PAC 2/28/86 50.00 John F. Bryant 50.00
2/28/86 5.00 Joy M. Dance 5.00
3/21/86 . 20.00 James G. Larew 20.00

Campaign America 3/14/86 1,000.00 Tobacco
Institute 1,000.00

4/18/86 1,000.00 American
Express Cmte.
for Responsible
Government 1,000.00

4/18/86 National
Cooperative
Business Assoc.

5/6/86 1,000.00 Prudential Ins.
Co. of America
PAC 1,000.00
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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 Name

5. Campaign America
(continued) 6/18/86 $1,000.00 Mobil 0il
Corp, PAC $1,000.00

Chatham County
Republican Party 10/11/86 255.00 F. Earl
Waller

Citizens for
American
Values PAC 11/4/86 1,000.00 William L.
Searle 1,000.00

First Atlanta

Corp. Fund

For Better

Gov't 6/4/85 James P. Steele

6/6/86 Gail A, Lione

10/3/86 William D. Hart
10/28/86 Cynthia Russell
10/30/86 Herb Jones

10/30/86 J. Michael

Whitmire

4lst District

Republican

Party of -

Dekalb County 6§/12/86 Louise G.
McCahan
Kinzel B.
Grubbs, Jr.
Gloria G.
Putnam
Sandra Kerby
Altos B, Hollis
Debbie Walls

The Fund for
America's Future 9/29/86 1,000.00 Allied-Signal
PAC 1,000.00
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Friends of Mattingly

Contributions Earmarked
Political and Other Comm
for Which Conduits Were Not Disclosed

Conduit Contribution Check c=tributor
Committee Check Date Amount ! Share

1l. Georgia
Republican
Party 5/9/85 .0 nknow? $1,000.00
5/28/85 o !
1,000.00

Glynn County
Republican
Party © 10/27/86 0 Jeanne Alaimo 250.00

Manufacturers

Hanover Corp. 4/14/86 Fred Betts 300.00
Association

for Responsible

Gov't

Mead Effective
Citizenship Fund 6/4/85

o
—

75.00
25.00
60.00
50.00

6/27/85
7/8/85
10/23/85

1/31/86

00 00
DO OO0

30.00
3/4/%88 ' : 50.00
3/11/86 ul H 90.00
3/18/86 S 0 homas H. Mozeley 50.00

10/21/86 . . Correll 1,000.00
®William A, Enouen
Kelson S, Mead
Robert L. Share
David C, Stevens
Randall E. Bailey

10/24/8¢ - Nelson S, Mead 517.50
Pacl B, Schuler

=. Stausboll

- 4 :. Ruter

n E. Burke
. Cunmins

L) i G
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Contributions Earmarked Through
Political and Other Committees
for Which Conduits Were Not Disclosed

Conduit

Committee

Contribution
Check Date

Check
Amount

Contributor
Name

1‘.

Mead Effective
Citizenship Fund
(continued)

Monsanto
Citizenship Fund

The National
Congressional
Cclub 2/

National
Conservative PAC

NonPartisan
Political
Support
Committee

Norfolk Scuthern
Corp. Tax Eligible
Good Gov't Fund

The Pillsbury
Co. PAC

Republican Party
of Florida Federal
Campaign Committee

i

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

3/13/85

$

120.00
120.00
60.00

25.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

300.00
1,000.00

1,000.00

. Burke
Clarke
. Cummins

Renick
Stausboll

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

A. H. Drake

Nathan J. Clark
Kevin C. Clark

Unknown
Unknown

Raymond D. Hedber

Roger Headrick

Ash Verlander
Victory Committee

Reported as a conduit contribution, but the committee

through which it passed was not identified.

165.00
170.00
35.00
55.00
60.00

120.00
120.00
60.00

25.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

300.00
1!000. 00

g 100.00

200.00

1 0000. 00
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Friends of Mattingly

Contributions Earmarked Through
Political and Other Committees

Conduit Contribution Check Contributor
Committee Check Date Amount Name

22. Rockwell
International
Corp. Good
Gov't Committee 2/14/85 Ronald G. 10.00
2/27/85 Unknown 10.00
3/21/85 Unknown 10.00
4/15/85 Unknown 10.00
4/25/85 Ronald Rice 10.00
5/16/85 Ronald Rice 10.00
6/13/85 Ronald Rice 10.00
7/18/85 Ronald Rice 10.00
9/12/85 Ronald Rice 10.00
10/15/85 Ronald Rice 10.00 -
11/27/85 Ronald Rice 10.00
12/12/85 Ronald Rice 10.00
1/23/86 Ronald Rice 10.00
2/19/86 Ronald Rice 10.00
3/21/86 Ronald Rice 10.00
4/3/86 - Ronald Rice 10.00
5/13/86 Ronald Rice 10.00
6/12/86 Ronald Rice 10.00
8/15/86 Ronald G. Rice 20.00
Nicholas M.
Torelli, Jr. 5.00
9/5/86 Ronald G. Rice 10.00
10/10/86 Ronald G. Rice 10.00
Nicholas M.
Torelli, Jr. 2.50

. L] L] L] L] L] . L] .

G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G

SBCA-PAC, Inc. 6/24/86 Stanley H. Hackett 100.00

Second District
Republican Party 10/9/86 Mr. & Mrs. Charlie
Curry 75.00

Skidaway Island
Republican Club 2/27/86 Joseph J., Tribble 125,00
2/27/86 Harriet Scandone 10.00
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Contributions Earmarked Through
Political and Other Committees

for Which Conduits Were Not Dislcosed

Conduit
Committee

Contribution

Check

Check Date Amount

Contributor
Name

26. Southern Bell
Federal PAC

On

27. Tattnall County
Republican Party

28. The Tobacco

Institute

12/11/85
9/4/86
9/4/86
9/24/86

cash

5/22/85

$22,285.97

James G.
Perkins
Byron P,
Rauschenberg
Burt M,
Clouwd, Jr.
James G.
Perkins

E. F. Sikes

The Loews/
Lorillard
Public Affairs

Committee 1,000.00

$22,285.97
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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. § 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
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 Committees
Apparently Not Reported

Contributing
Committee Contribution Contribution
Name Date Amount

American Bankers
Association 3/12/86 $2,500.00

Apartment PAC 3/14/86 1,000.00

Appling County
Republican Club 7/14/86 56.00

Associated General

Contractors of
America PAC 4/05/85 3,000.00

Baldwin County
Republican Party 4/11/86 1,000.00

Banc One PAC 9/24/86 S00.00

Betty Jo Williams
Re-election
Campaign 6/23/86 125.00

Bipartisan PAC
Mellon Bank Corp. 4/03/85 500.00

Build PAC 4/23/85 1,000.00

Burlington
Indust. Good
Gov' t 11/06/86

California

Federal Savings

Public Affairs

Committee 4/04/85 500.00

Carl Harrison
Campaign Fund 7/01/86 250.00

Charter Med.
Corp. Empl.
Committee 4/01/86 500.00

Chatham Co.
Republican
Wamen's Club 9/16/86
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Contributing
Committee Contribution Contribution
Name Date Amount Source

Citizens and

Southern Georgia

Corp. Better

Gov't. Fund 7/25/85 $1,000.00

Civic Involement
Program Gen.
Motors 6/03/85 2,000.00

Committee to
Elect Ken
Suffridge 6/29/86

Committee to
Elect Lillian

Webb 8/20/86

Committee to

Elect Princella

Howard Dixon to

Congress 5th

District 6/30/86

Committee to

Re-elect Jim

McDuffie 6/18/86 125.00
6/23/86 125.00

CONTEL PAC 7/24/85 1,000.00

Dorothy Felton
Committee 7/01/86 125.00

EMPAC-Dow Chem 9/30/86 200.00

Fulton Co.
Republican Women's
Club 10/06/86 100.00

Gas PAC 5/23/85 3,000.00

General Dynamics
Vol. PCP 2/18/85 1,000.00
5/28/86 1,000.00

Georgia Federal
Savings PAC 6/11/86 250.00

Gold Kist PAC
for Farmers 4/08/85 1,000.00
8/13/85 1,000.00
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Contributing

Committee Contributionm
Name Date

Contribution

Amount Source

Greater Fayette
Republican Women's

Club

Harris FEPAC

9/30/86
8/09/85

$ 25.00
2,000.00

K=-Mart Non-Partisan

PAC 10/19/86 500.00

King and Spaulding

Non-Partisan PAC 10/23/86 1,000.00

Kit

Townsend

Re-election Fund

Lockheed PAC

Machine Tool PAC

McKesson Corp.

Empl.

PAC

Med. Center
Bank PAC

MGH Mgt. PAC

One

Morrison PAC

Morton-Thiokol PAC

National

Association of
Convenience Stores

National Data
Corp. PAC

National Fisheries

Institute PAC

NCNB Corp. PAC

NECA-Electrical
Construction PAC

NRA Political.
Victory Fund °

Perpetual Savings

Bank

(FSB PAC)

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

10/30/86

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

500.00
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Contributing
Commi ttee
Name

RIR Good Gov't
Fund

Scott PAC

Seaboard System
Railroad PAC

Senator John
Warner Invitational
Golf Tournament
Committee

Shoney's

South Carolina
National Bank PAC

Sun Bank Inc. PAC
(SUNPAC)

SW Better Gov't
Committee

Thea Powell
Campaign Account

Trust Company of
Georgia Good
Government

Union Camp PAC

United Cable TV
Corporation PAC

Vulcan Materials
Campany PAC

Wall and Ceiling
PAC/WACPAC

Source:

Contribution
Amount

Contribution
Date

3/12/86
6/03/85

$1,000.00
1,000.00

7/29/85 1,000.00

12/31/85
6/21/85

1,839.33
500.00

2/25/85 500.00

4/05/85 500.00

10/08/86 1,000.00

6/20/86 125.00

500.00
200.00
300.00

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

6/12/85 500.00

2/08/86 250. 00

2/20/86 500.00

6/18/85 1,000.00

$49,020.33

Total

» 4% From copies of contribution checks.
2. From Committee deposit slips.
3. From contributing committee reports.

Source

1

(66 items)
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Contributions From Other Committees Reported
In the Name of An Individual

Committee
Name

Atlanta
Gas PAC

Committee To
Re-Elect
Leo Center

Friends of
Danner

John H.
Harland PAC

John Linder
Campaign

Nickles for
U.S. Senate

Sue Childers
Campaign Fund

Toam Lowe
Campaign Fund

Contribution
Date

Contribution
Amount

Reported Contributor

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

Total Contributions

$ S00.00
600.00

150.00

250.00

300.00

250.00

1,000.00

360.06

300.00

$3,710.06

Mr. Thomas H. Benson
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 M. Lowe, Jr.

(9 items)




Committee
Name

Associated
General
Contractors
of America
PAC

Campaign
America

Committee for

a Pro-Life
Congress

Diamond
Shamrock
Employees PAC

HALLPAC-
Federal

PG & E
Employees
Federal Good
Gov' t Fund

Philip Morris
PAC

Tenneco
Employees
Good Gov't
Fund

FAVB87/121487

Attachment 8

Contributions From Other Committees
Reported at an Incorrect Amount

Contribution
Check Date

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

Check
Amount

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

Reported
Amount

Difference

530500. 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)

2,000.00)

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00)
1,000.00)

(900.00)

(900.00)

(500.00)

Textron PAC 6/03/86

(2,475.00)
(7,275.00)

2,500,.00

Total $22,500.00

(12 contributions)
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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:

Beginning Balance

The reported beginning balance as of January
1, 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 compcnents of this misstatement
are as follows:

1985 Receipts as Reported $1,569,436.39
- Receipt reported from the
National Republican Senatorial
Committee not actually received ($25,000.00)
Exempt accounting services
included in reported receipts
total (864.63)
Interest disclosed but not
included in reported receipts
total 339.04
Contributions reported twice (1,500.00)
Unreported in-kind contributions 2,298.76

Audit adjustment
to compensate for Beginning
Cash Balance discrepancy 8,624.27

- Unexplained Difference 4,440.36 (11,662.20)

Adjusted 1985 Receipts $1,557,774.19
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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 $578,280.97

- Unreported disbursements
and reported checks,
later voided (net) (204.70)

Unreported in-kind
contributions 2,298.76

- Unexplained Difference (298.59) 1,095.47

Adjusted 1985 Disbursements $579,376.44

2. 1986
(a) Receipts
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
as follows:
1986 Receipts as Reported $3,286,877.06

- Unreported interest
income $ 5,526.52

Unreported in-kind
contributions 3,472.91

Incorrectly-reported PAC
contributions (net) 7:,275.00

- Unexplained Difference (54,030.60) (37,756.17)

Adjusted 1986 Receipts $3,249,120.89
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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
Committee accounts. It is also noted that the Audit staff was
unable to find support for a portion of the $155,069.05 in
unitemi zed 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:

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

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

Adjusted 1986 Disbursements $4,498,964.49

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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EXHIBIT E

Page 4 of 4

Provide an explametion for the $54,030.60
overstatement of receipts for calendar year 1986

described above = "Tnexplained Difference."

The Committee has no: filed amended reports as
requested and the response to the Interim Audit Report provided
no information on the 1986 unexzlizi~esd overstatement of receipts.

Recommendation #7

The Audit sta2ff recommends :22: this matter be referred to

the Office of General Counsel.




EXHIBIT F
Page 1 of 2

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, 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
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. 1In
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 of fered no explanation for this
apparent failure to maintain records.
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In the Interim Audit Report, 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.

rRecommendation #8

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




EXHIBIT G
Page 1 of 1

Reporting of Debts and Obligations

csection 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 debz
and obligations owed by the committee.

Section 104.11(a) of Title 11, Code of Federal Regulationms
states, in part, that debts and obligations shall be continuously¥
reported until extinguished. In addition, 11 C.F.R. § 104.C
states, in part, that debts of $500 or less shall be reported
of the time payment is made or no later than 60 days after ™
obligation is incurred and that debts in excess of $500 shall
reported at the time of the transaction.

The Audit staff performed a review of the Committee's
diebursement records to determine whether disbursements which
required disclosure as debts owed by the Committee were reportes
properly on the FEC disclosure reports.

The results of testing disbursements on a sample basis
indicated that we are 95% certain that there are between 53 ans
127 reportable debts in 1986. At the exit conference, the
Committee 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-Genmer=l
'86, and Year-End '86. It should be noted that the Committee &Ed
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.

Tn the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff recommendec
that the Committee file amended reports to disclose any
previously undisclosed debts which were outstanding at the
of the 7 report periods named above.

Recommendation #9

The Audit staff recommends that this matter be referred =:c
the 0ffice of General Counsel.
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INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Audit report, audit workpapers;
disclosure reports
FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

X GENERATION OF MATTER

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. § 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.

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Excessive Contributions

1s Excessives from Individuals and Committees

discovered during the Commission’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 vU.S.C. § 44la(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 vU.S.C. § 441a(a)(2)(Aa). 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. § 44la(a). Other political committees
which are not multicandidate committees may contribute only

$1,000.00 per candidate per election. See 11 C.F.R. § 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.5.C. § 44la(f).

The Commission regulationsl 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.FP:R.: § 110.1(a)(2)({1)-
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 outstandinq"2

from the primary
election. 1Id. An undesignated contribution will go 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

s 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 Requlations 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
outstanding” 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
election, and the total of the Committee’s cash on hand and
receivables available to pay those debts and obligations.

11 C.F.R. § 110.1(b)(3)(ii); See also, Advisory Opinion 1984-32,
1 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide [CCH] ¥ 5777.

11 C.F.R. § 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. § 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. § 110.1(a)(2)(ii). A contribution which

represents contributions by more than one person shall indicate

ntribution instrument or on an accompanying written
signed by all contributors, the amount to be

each contributor. 11 C.F.R. § 104.8(d).

g

ts of the Commission’s Audit showed that the
finished the primary election with a surplus of
Accordingly, under 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(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-primary
disbursements as primary expenses because a review of the
Committee’s disclosure reports indicate that if that were true,
almost all disbursements made thirty days after the primary were
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% of
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 claim that
contract obligations assumed prior to the pPrimary were all
primary related. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 100.8(a)(2), a written
contract, including a media contract, promise, or agreement to
make an expenditure is an expenditure as of the date such
contract, promise or obligation is made. The Committee said that
part of its campaign strategy called for the husbanding of
committee funds to discourage potential opponents. To accomplish
this, it contracted with media and campaign consultants in 1985
but 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
b

incurred e the primary, and it did not report any

e
.

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 the
expenditure 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 531,833.05.5 Therefore, this Office
recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that
Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated
2 U.8:.C. § 441ait). In addition, this Office recommends that the
Commission find reason to believe that all 17 committees violated

2 U.S.C. § d44la(a); and reason to believe that the 72 individuals

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.

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
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 ULS.C.r § 4413!a!r11€A}.7

F 8 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 ermit 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

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

-

e A number of individual respondents were persons who made up
the association and sales force of A.L. Williams & 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. § 110.56(a)." Pursuant to 11 C.Z.R. § Y10.519),
earmarked contributions should be treated as contributions from
the original source to the candidate unless the intermediary
exercises direction and control over th nds. As a result of
the court'’s decision, on February 15, 1320, the Commission found
probable cause to believe that the NRSC and its treasurer
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(h) by exceeding the $17,500.00
limitation on contributions to 12 Senate can
2282.

The Mattingly Committee received $189,788.83 in excessive
contributions from the NRSC as a result of the Direct-Te Auto
program.8 Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission
find reason to believe that Friends of Mattingly and Domald P.
Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) for accepting

$189,788.83 in excessive contributions from the NRSC.

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.S5.C. § 44lb(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 of excessives is
$189,788.83. See 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(h) and 44la’d). See also, MUR
2282.
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audit of the Committee, it appears that the Committee received
187 prohibited corporate contributions from 152 corporate
entitiesg, 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. § 441b(a).1®

- Failure to Report Earmarked Contributions

Pursuant to 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(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.
§ 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

Senator John Warner Golf Tournament Committee {"GTC"J.13

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
Commission’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.14

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. § 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. § 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. § 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. §§ 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
was overstated by $8,624.27. See 2 U.S.C. § 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.
§§ 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4). 1In addition, in the Committee’s 1986
reports, receipts were overstated by $37,756.17 and disbursements
were overstated by $42,006.80. 1d.

A political committee must report the amount and nature of
all outstanding debts and obligations owed by such committee.
2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(8). Outstanding debts and obligations must be
continuously reported until extinguished. 11 C.F.R. § 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. § 104.11(b). 1If the debt

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

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, based on a
sample review of disbursements, estimated 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.

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. § 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.

Failure to Maintain Accurate Record of Receipts

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 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. § 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. § 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
contributor’s employer and occupation, and the date of receipt
and amount of each contribution. 11 C.F.R. § 102.9(a)(2). 1If
the contribution is from a political committee, regardless of the
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. § 102.9(a)(3). See also 2 B.8.C

§§ 434(c)(1)-(4). A treasurer is required to keep these records
for three years after the report is filed. 2 U.S.C. § 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.5.C. § 432,

IIT. RECOMMENDATIONS

[ Find reason to believe that Friends of Mattingly and Donald
P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 432, 434(b),
44la(f), 441b(a), and 11 C.P.R. § 110.6(c)(3).

Find reason to believe that the following individuals
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(a):

M.C. Anderson
Kenneth W. Anderton
Mr. J.E. Barrow, Jr.
John Treacy Beyer
Ron Bloomingkemper
Mr. Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.
Mr. Carl Bolch, Jr.
Marion R. Buisson
Mr. R.M. Channell
Donald J. Childress
John A. Conant
Walter L. Conner16
Cook and Company

Mr. Lovick P. Corn

erroneously reporting inter-account transfers, a corresponding
overstatement in receipts would be necessary to balance reported
ending cash. Any such overstatement would repre

of less than $100 into its contribu
several months before the election, this figure may represent a
large number of small contributors for which no separate records
are available.

Cook and Company is not a corporation. The three
contribution checks which included the excessives were attributed
to three different individuals, but they were all drawn from the
same Cook and Company account.




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
George A. Martonik
Todd McMahon

Jane A, Miller

Mr. A. Minis, Jr.

R. Danny Murray

Mr. W.A. Orender

Mr:. C.L: Patriek

Mr. Bryce Peterson

Mr. Joe W. Rogers, Jr.
John M. Roig

Mr. Gary W. Rollins
Dennis Schecter

Mr. W.L. Shirley

Mr. Rankin M. Smith
Mr. John M. Stuckey, Jr.
Cynthia Thawley

Mr. William Timmons

J. Lloyd Tomer

Mr. Maurice J. Towery
Robert Lee Turley
Michael R. Utz
Lafayette Walker
Randall wWalker

Richard A. Walker
Richard K. Whitehead, Jr.
Mr. Claude Williams, Jr.
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Emory Winship
Ms. Emily Woodruff
J. Barnett Woodruff
Harlen Zeitler

Find reason to believe these political committees violated
2 U.5.C. § 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
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
Citizens & Southern Georgia Corporation Better
Government Committee and James D. Dixon, as treasurer
Committee to Re-Elect United States Senator Paula
Hawkins and Genean McKinnon, as treasurer
Flowers Industries Inc. Political Action Committe and
Earl Quigg, as treasurer
Gold Kist Political Action for Farmers, Inc. and Paul G.
Brower, as treasurer
Lockheed Employees’ Political Action Committee and
Stephen E. Chaudet, as treasurer
The Morgan Companies Political Action Committee and Cory
N. Strupp, as treasurer
The National Association of Life Underwriters PAC and
Bruce C. Hendrickson, as treasurer
Northrop Employees PAC and Sherry C. Levit, as treasurer
Political Action Committee of the Dun & Bradstreet
Corporation and Philip C. Danford, as treasurer

(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

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

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

A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.

Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.

Avail-Ability Inc.

Bibb Distributing Co.

Bill Taylor & Associates

Rose Briglevich, M.D., P.C.

Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.

Cathedral of Faith Church of God in Christ

WO O =) O U s B
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Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.
Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc.
Collins Brothers

Consolidated Tape & Label Co.

Gary Cooper Construction

Curry Farm Supply

Dixie Trucking Company

Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.

Ellis Building Systems

Family and Marriage Resources
Farmers Tobacco Warehouse
Fesperman Insurance Co.

Folsom Construction Company
Homeway Rentals of Montgomery
Independent Freight Forwarders and Customs Brokers
Association of Savannah, Inc.

Lex Jolley & Company, Inc.

J&W Farms

Lakeside Farm

Maricom Electronics, Inc.

Morris Brown College

Morris Newspaper Corp.

Alfred Hammack D/B/A

Moultrie Surgical Assoc., P.C.
OB-GYN Associates, P.C.

Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery Associates
Patrician Properties

Pacelli High School

Peoples’ Transportation Services, Ltd.
Pickett Pickett & Pickett

Bill Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc.

The Pinkerton & Laws Co.

Reeves, Avary Associates

William L. Reno and Associates
Riverside Development

Robert J. Shircliff and Associates
Southern Energy

Standard Southeast, Inc.
Stricklands Pharmacy

Stubbs Shipping Company

Vaughn Lumber Company

Ed Voyles Chrysler-Plymouth

Bill Walker and Associates
Weatherly & Associates, Inc.
General Roofing Co. D/B/A

Willis and Veenstra Investment Co.
Wright Farms

O AN oo O
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(25
(26
(27
(28
(29
(30
(31
(32
(33
{34
(35
(36
(37
(38
(39
(40
(41
(42
(43
(44
(45
(46
(47
(48
(49
(50
(51
(52
(53
(54
(55

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Approve the attached letter and Factual and Legal Analysis
to Friends of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer.
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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.

gt
5 _’_7/ 90
{ Lawrence M. Noble

Date General Counsel

Attachments:

: X Audit referral materials

I1. List of individuals who contributed more than twice their
limit

ITI. List of corporate contributions which exceed $100

1v. Proposed Letter and Factual and Legal Analysis to Friends
of Mattingly

V. Sample Letter and Factual and Legal Analysis to individuals

VI, Sample Letter and Factual and Legal Analysis to committees
Sample Letter and Factual and Legal Analysis to
corporations




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTOS DC ludn)

MEMORANDUM

TO: LAWRENCE M. NOBLE

GENERAL COUNSEL X
FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/DELORES HARRIS

COMMISSION SECRETARY
DATE: MAY 18, 1990
SUBJECT: MUR 2989 -

ST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
ED MAY 14, 1990

R
m
i

FI
DA

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 =he Commissioner(s)

as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner Aikens XXX

Commissioner Elliott RES

Commissioner Josefiak XXX

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for Tuesday, June 5, 1990

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 2989
Friends of Mattingly and Donald P.
Gammon, as treasurer
individuals
pelitical committees
corporations

4

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:

Decided by a vote of 5-0 to

a) Find reason to believe that Friends
of Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
§§ 432, 434(b), 441a(f), 441b(a),
and 11 C.F.R. § 110.6(c)(3).

Find reason to believe that the
following individuals violated
2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(1)(Aa):

M.C. Anderson

Kenneth W. Anderton

Mr. J.E. Barrow, Jr.

John Treacy Beyer

Ron Bloomingkemper

Mr. Clayton P. Boardman, Jr.

[o NNV | I PO N

continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 2989
June 19, 1990

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:8. EKnox; Jt.
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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(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certifiction for MUR 2989
June 19, 1990

George A. Martonik

Todd McMahon

Jane A. Miller

Mr. A. Minis, Jr.

R. Danny Murray

Mr. W.A. Orender

Mr. C.L. Patrick
Peterson
Rogers, Jr.

4 U B W
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) Rollins

) Dennis Schecter

) Mr. W.L. Shirley

) Mr. Rankin M. Smith

) Mr. John M. Stuckey, Jr.
) 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

e T

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

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

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 2989

June 19,

1990

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

Committee to Re-Elect United
States Senator Paula Hawkins and
Genean McKinnon, as treasurer
Flowers Industries Inc. Political
Action Committee and Earl Quigg,
as treasurer

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

Lockheed Employees’ Political
Action Committee and Stephen E.
Chaudet, as treasurer

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

The National Association of Life
Underwriters PAC and Bruce C.
Hendrickson, as treasurer
Northrop Employees PAC and Sherry
C. Levit, as treasurer

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

{continued)




Federal Election Commission N
Certification for MUR 2989 U’i/
June 19, 1990 1ﬂ
This page corrected on 8/24/90.

Prudential Insurance Company

of America Federal PAC and
Milan E. Johnson, as treasurer
Public Service Political Action
Committee and Roman Rice, as
treasurer

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

United Technologies Corporation
Political Action Committee and
Donald E. Groce, as treasurer

Find reason to believe that these
entities violated 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a):

Dr. John C. Adams, Jr., P.C.
A.G. Spanos Development, Inc.
Armada Vehicle Rental, Inc.
Avail-Ability Inc.

Bibb Distributing Co.

Bill Taylor & Associates
Rose Briglevich, M.D., P.C.
Brown Brothers Harriman & Co.
Cathedral of Faith Church of
God in Christ

Century 21 Cook Realty, Inc.
Century 21 of the Southeast, Inc.
Collins Brothers
Consolidated Tape & Label Co.
Gary Cooper Construction
Curry Farm Supply

Dixie Trucking Company
Dunwoody Office Supply, Inc.
Ellis Building Systems

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)
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(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 29889
June 19, 1990

Family
Farme
Fesperman
Folsom
Homeway
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Reeves, :
William L.
Riverside
Robert J.
Southern
Standard
Strickland
Stubbs
Vaughn

Ed Voyl
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Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 2989
June 19, 1990

Bill Walker and Asscciates
Weatherly & Associates, Inc.
General Roofing Co. D/B/A
Willis and Veenstra Invest-
ment Co.

Wright Farms

U Ut Ut un
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Commissioners Elliott, Josef
McGarry, and Thomas voted af
for the decision; Commissio
was not present at the time o©
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K, McDonald,
rmatively

r Aikens

the vote.
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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,

Decided by a vote of 5-0 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 Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for
the decision; Commissioner Aikens was not

present.

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 2989
June 19, 1990
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Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHING TON Sk

Mr. Donald P. Gammon, Treasurer
c/0 Ben Cotten, Esquire

Cotten, Day & Selfon

Twelfth Floor

1899 L St., N.W.

Wwashington, D.C. 20036

MUR 2989

Friends of Mattingly and
Donald P. Gammon, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Gammon:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal ion Commission found that
there is reason to believe Friends o ingly ("Committee") and
you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S5.C. §§ 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. § 110.6(c)(3), a provision of
+he Commission’s Regulations. The Factual and Legal Analysis,
which formed a basis for the Commission’s finding, is attached
for your information.

under the Act, you have an opportunity TO demonstrate that
no action should be taken against the Committee and you, as
treasurer. You may submit any £factual or legal materials that
you believe are relevant to the Commission’s consideration of
this matter. Please submit such materials to the General
counsel’s Office within 15 days of your receipt of this letter.
where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

I'n 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 wri"ing. See 11 C.F.R.
§ 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations 'o 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.




Gammon, Treasurer

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

remain confidential in accordance with
)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
that vou wish the investigation to be

vour in m we hav a brief description
~ommissior ! ling possible violations
ct. If vou > any gl please contact Elizabeth

matter, at (202)

- i 2 ) 7 ‘ § PZ’,
,‘(_.'L_/ _4' ’ ,"/__ ,{/(f‘//

Lee Ann E
Chairman

.
110¢C




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
RESPONDENTS: Friends of Mattingly MUR 2989
and Donald P. Gammon, as
cCreasurer
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. § 437g(a)(2). Pursuant to 2 U.S5.C. § 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 through December 31,

1986.

A Excessive Contributions

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. U.S.C. § 44laia)(l)(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.S5.C. § al(2)(A). A
multicandidate committee is defined b he 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. § 44la(a). Other political committees
which are not multicandidate committees may contribute only
$1,000.00 per candidate per election. See 11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(f).

! define "with respect to any

The Commission regulations
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. § 110.1(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

2
" &

not exceed the "net debts outstanding from the primary

: 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
outstanding" 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
election, and the total of the Committee’s cash on hand and
receivables available to pay those debts and obligations.

11 C.F.R. § 110.1(b)(3)(ii); See also, Advisory Opinion 1984-32,
1 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide [CCH] ¢ 5777.

11 C.F.R. § 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. § 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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election. Id.
primary if it is made on or before the date
towards the general election if
primary. 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(a
represents contributions by more
on the contribution instrument
instrument signed by all c
attributed to each contributo

The results of the Commis
Committee finished the primary
$193,202.10. Accordingly, unde

Committee could not legally acc

-

the primary after August 12,
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auditors failed to include S4

w3
o)
om0
0
i

I

i
W
"

P s
=2
m

s D =

disbursements as primary expens
Committee’s disclosure repor
almost all disbursements made
primary disbursements. This

Committee did not report any

seriously challenged in the p
the votes, and the primary wa
months before a close general

o W

La I I *
¥,
m

true,
ry were
that the
2 was not
g5% o f
three

\y

]
.
-

15 ]
(LS AT ]
LA SO O S ¢ ]
PR
m
& | L~
Boo

i
m oW

N *F

ot LS o e
n ;
r

- ]
| B ol
wom
m i

w
(2

"W

B o
m e m
"
N
m
=]
|
A

contract obligations assumed
primary related. Pursuant to 1l
contract, including a media contra
make an expenditure is an expend:
contract, promise or obligaticn
part of its campaign strategy
committee funds to discourage
this, it contracted with media
but the contract payments were
However, the Committee has sub

to demonstrate that all or pa
incurred before the primary,
contractual obligations as de

the primary. Moreover, the dat
does not automatically determine

ritten

D E =D

n o m
o) e Y

M ey
L]
g ™

T

o
ot
o]

o g n
v
W

e
M m

i

iw
o
MR AR

B v o

Y Mot OB

]

Wl b

o B 1

(¥}

o I~

oOWm ol 1O

: n O

o |
i

L1

Pt b
Q
o I &

S N el T U
"o

|
OO T T T

' 0
TR

B0 et )l vy bt
i

= b

M
;T Y s
0 H e

{




=

The Commission’s examination and audit determined that the
Committee accepted 704 apparent excessive contributions from 502
individuals totaling $344,840.00.% The audit also showed that it
appears the Committee accepted excessive contributions from 17
committees, totaling 531,833.05.S

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. § 44la(f).

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

0.00 was refunded but the refunds

4. Of the total amount, S2, 0
$342,590.00 has not been

25
were not timely. The remaining
refunded.

Bl 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
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. 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.




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. § 44lb(a). Based on the examination and
audit of the Committee, 1t appears that the Committee received
187 prohibited corporate contributions from 152 corporate
ent::iess, 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. § 441b(a).

i Failure to Report Earmarked Contributions

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 44la(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.

The Committee received a total A in earmarked

contributions from the NRSC's ] i . 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.

T 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.

an additional 80 earmarked

committees, totaling $22,285.97,

that Friends of

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

-

§ 110.6(c)(3)

D. Reporting Violations

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 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 rep 1g period together with the date of

receipt and amount of such ntribution. 'n addition, the

Commission’s regulations req: e the i ni1zation of receipts from

all committees (including ] tees and committees

which do not qualify as 1 committees under the Act) which
make contributions

reporting period,




such contribution. 11 C.F.R. § 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 pericd and the total amount of
receipts and disbursements for the reporting period and calendar
year. 2 U.S.C. §§ 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. § 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.

§§ 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. 1Id.

A political committee must report the amount and nature of
all outstanding debts and obligations owed by such committee.
2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(8). Outstanding debts and obligations must be
continuously reported until extinguished. 11 C.F.R. § 104.11l(a).
If the debt or obligation exceeds $500, it must be reported as of
the time of the transaction. 11 C.F.R. § 104.11(b). 1If 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.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Friends of
Mattingly and Donald P. Gammon, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b).

E. Failure to Maintain Accurate Record of Receipts

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 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.S5.C. § 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. § - L S 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 § 102.9(a)(2). 1If

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. § 102.9(a)(3). See also 2 U.S.C.
§§ 434(c)(1)-(4). A treasurer is required to keep these records
for three years after the report is filed. 2 U.S.C. § 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
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. § 432.

Attachments:
Apparent excessive contributions from individuals
Apparent excessive contributions from political committees
Apparent corporate contributions
Contributions earmarked through political and other
committees for which conduits were not disclosed
Contributions from political and other committees apparent!v
not reported
Contributions from other committees reported in the name of
an individual
Contributions from other committees reported at an incorrect
amount




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTONS T C 2043

July 10, 1990

Jack Smith, Treasurer

A.L. Williams & Asscciates PAC
3100 Breckinridge Blwvd.
puilding 1200

puluth, GA 30136

MUR 2989
williams & Associates
Jack Smith as

Dear Mr. Smith:

On June 19, 19%0, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe A.L. wWilliams & Associates PAC
and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S § 44la(a), a provision
of the Federal Election Campaign Act <% 1371, as amended ("the

Legal Analysis, which formed a basis
inding, is attached for your information.

10N
Act"). The Factual and
£

for the Commission’s

Under the Act, wou 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 ycur receipt of this lette:
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 wviolation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request :in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
§ 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendat:ons 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 De 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 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. §§ 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 guestions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

-~

K or Lnnt TS intls

~ 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: 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.

2 U.S.C. § 441la(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
for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe
that A.L. wWilliams & Associat- s PAC and Jack Smith, as

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

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.
§ 44la(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
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 Cormmission 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.E.R.
§ 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this




Thomas L. Thomas, 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
2 U.S.C. §§ 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,

7 2 r,&;z--t M

— Le=_-Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 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
to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political
committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that American Financial Services Ass’'n PAC
made excessive 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 American Financial Services Ass’n PAC and Thomas

L. Thomas, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON,. DC 20463

July 10, 1990

John R. Gentille, Treasurer
Associated General Contractors PAC
1957 E 8t., J

Washington, ©C 20006

RE: MUR 2989

Associated General
Contractors PAC and John R.
Gentille as treasurer

Dear Mr. Gentille:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Associated General Contractors
PAC and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(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 submi:t 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.
§ 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




John R. Gentille, 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,
lease advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
ting the name, address, and telephone number of such
nsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
ifications and other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §§ 437qg(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
the Commission’s procedures for handling possible violations
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact

lizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
o this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

V. y _,// / K«/’
T - /
S&e i CHUAA
Lee~Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

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
to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political
committees aggregating in excess of 55,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. § 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 Mack Mattingly, a candidate
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. § 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

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
creasurer

Dear Ms., O'Connor:

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. § 44la(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
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.
§ 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
MUR 2989
Page 2

time so that it may

complete
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its investigation of the matter.

Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

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
to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political
committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(2)(Aa).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that Bankers Trust New York Corp. PAC made
excessive contributions totaling $2,000 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 Bankers Trust New York Corp. PAC and Nancy C. O’Connor, as

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON, DC 20461

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

that there is reason to believe Citizens & Southern GA Corp.
Better Gov't Cttee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(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
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.
§ 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




James D. Dixon, 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 b~ demonstrated. 1In 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.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the 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. 1If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincgrely,

" Lee—Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL 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
to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political
committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. § 441la(a)(2)(a).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
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
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. § 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D € 20463

July 10, 1990

Genean McKinnon, Treasurer
Committee to Re-Elect

U.S. Senator Paula Hawkins
701 via Bella
P.0. Box 193
Winter Park, FL 32789

MUR 2989

Committee To Re-Elect U.5.
Senator Paula Hawkins and
Genean McKinnon, as
treasurer

Dear Ms. McKinnon:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found that
there is reason to believe the Committee to Re-Elect U.S. Senator
Paula Hawkins and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 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
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.
§ 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




Genean McKinnon, 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
2 U.S.C. §§ 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,
‘; r

f Ve ,"- =
Spllan HAZE
— Lee“Amn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT: Cmte 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
to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political
committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
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
candidate for the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to
believe that Cmte to Re-El=ct Sen. Paula Hawkins and Genean

McKinnon, as treasurer, viclated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 2046}

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

Dear Mr. Quigg:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Flowers Industries Inc. PAC and
you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(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
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.

I1f you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
§ 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this




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. 1In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
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. §§ 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 guestions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Slncerely,

MM

— Lee EAnn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL 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. § 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
for the U.S. Senate. Therefcre, there is reason to believe
that Flowers Industries Inc. PAC and Earl Quigg, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(a)(2)(Aa).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D € 20463

July 10, 1990

Paul G. Brower, Treasurer

Gold Kist Political Action for Farmers, Inc.
P.0. 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

that there is reason to believe Gold Kist Political Action for
Farmers, Inc. and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(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
this matter. Please submit such naterials to the General
Counsel’s Office within 15 days your receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements =~ i be submitted under oath.

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

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




Paul G. Brower, 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
2 U.S. . §§ 437qg(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Ccmmission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

-

vour information, we have attached a brief description
mmission’s procedures for handling possible violations
t If you have any questions, please contact

of the

of the ;é
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
b ¥

— Lee~A&Nn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

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. § 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that Gold Kist Pol. Action for Farmers, Inc.
made excessive contributions totaling $1,000 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 Gold Kist Pol. Action for Farmers, Inc. and Paul

G. Brower, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

A A Ly ~ DC 2046}

July 10, 1990

Treasurer
Lockheed Empl PAC
4500 Park ia Blvd.
Building 3
Calabasas,

MUR 2989

Lockheed Employees’ PAC
and Stephen E. Chaudet, as
treasurer

1390, the Federal Election Commission found
son to believe Lockheed Employees’ PAC and
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44lala), a provision of
tion Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
2al and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis
is attached for your information.
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ence of any additional information demonstrating
ction should be taken against the Committee
urer, the Commission may find probable cause
violation has occurred and proceed with
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you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
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an agreement in settlement of the matter or

. ining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. Th ice of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probabl s2se conciliation not be entered into at this




Stephen E. Chaudet, 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. 1In 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. §§ 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,

-~
Le—ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT

The

prohibits

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

: Lockheed Employees’ PAC
Stephen E. Chaudet, as
treasurer

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

a multicandidate committee from making contributions

to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political

committees
2 U.S.C. §

Ar
Mattingly

contributi

the U.S.
Lockheed E

violated

aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.
44la(a)(2)(a).
eview of the reports filed by the Friends of
reveals that Lockheed Employees’ PAC made excessive

ons totaling $1,500 in connection with the 1986

Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe that

mployees’ PAC and Stephen E. Chaudet, as treasurer,

U.S5.C. § 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

July 10, 1990

Cory N. Strupp, Treasurer
Morgan Companies

60 Wall Street

New York, NY 10260

MUR 2989
Morgan Companies PAC and
Cory N. Strupp as treasurer

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. § 44la(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
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.
§ 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




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 mailed to the respondent.

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

I1f you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission,

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the 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. 1If you have any questions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
73 -

— Leenann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

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

2 U.S.C. § 44la(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.
Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Morgan
Companies PAC and Cory N. Strupp, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. § 44l1la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20461

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.
§ d44la(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
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.
§ 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




Bruce C. HenzZrickson, Treasurer
MUR 2989
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

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

2 U.S§.C. § 441a(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that Nat’l Ass'n of Life Underwriters PAC
made excessive contributions totaling $3,850 in connection with

1986 Primary Election in Georgia to Mack Mattingly, a
candidate Zor 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. § 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

July 10, 1990

Philip C. Danford, Treasurer
PAC of Dun & Bradstreet Corp.
600 Maryland Ave.

Suite 240

washinton, DC 20024

MUR 2989

PAC of Dun & Bradstreet
Corp. and Philip C. Danford
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.
and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(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
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.
§ 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




Philip C. panford, Treacsurer
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. 1In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
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. §§ 437qg(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
Commission’s procedures for handling possible violations
Act. If you have any gquestions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Jeffrey Long, the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

7 s
~Lee n

Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR :

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.

2 U.S5.C. § 44la(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly 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
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. § 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON, DC 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:

On June 19, 1990, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe Prudential Insurance Co. of
America Federal PAC and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(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
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.
§ 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




Milan E. Johnson, Treasurer
MUR 2989
Page 2

time so that it may comp ete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission . not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliat:on after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the

Requests for extens: - will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date o h sponse and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. n additi the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will n ive extensions beyond 20 days.
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This matter will in nfi l in accordance with
2 U.S5.C. §§ 437g(a)(4) nd ){12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing Y wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your informatiocn, have attached a brief description
of the Commission’s procedu 3 handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have an stions, please contact
Elizabeth Campbell or Je the staff persons assigned
to this matter, at (202 :

_ee‘lnn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Prudential Ins. Co. of
America Fed PAC and Milan E.
Johnson, as treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
ohibits a multicandidate committee from making contributions
to 2 candidate for federal office or his authorized political
committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.
§ 44la(a)(2)(A).
A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
reveals that Prudential Ins. Co. of America Fed PAC
de excessive contributions totaling $1,500 in connection with
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

£. Johnson, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 204613

July 10, 1990

Roman Rice, Treasurer

Public Service Political Action Committee
1761 Business Center Dr.

Suite 230

Reston, VA 22090

MUR 2989

Public Service Political
Action Committee and Roman
Rice as treasurer

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. § 44la(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
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.
§ 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 nf the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this




Roman Rice, 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.

1f 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. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437qg(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,

Ko Lwn Wil

— Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989
RESPONDENT: Public Servi
Roman Rice,

The Federal Election
prohibits a multicandidate
to a candidate for federal
committees aggregating 1in
2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(2)(A).
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Mattingly reveals that
contributions totaling
Election in Georgia to
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Service PAC and Roman Rice,

§ 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 2045)

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
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(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
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.
§ 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




Gary E. Atwell, 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.

1f you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission Dby 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
.5.C. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
e public.
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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,
gl
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—Lee~&nn Elliott

Chairman
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989
RESPONDENT: Textron Inc. PAC and Gary E.
Atwell, as treasurer
The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
from making contributions
to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political
committees aggregating 1n excess ,000 in any election.
2 U.5.C. § 441a(a)t2)(Aa).
reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that Textron Inc. PAC made excessive
contributions totaling $3,500 in connection with the 1986
Primary El in Georgia to M Mattingly, a candidate for
the U.S. Senate. Therefore, the-es s reason to believe that
Textron Inc. PAC and Gary E. Atwell, as treasurer, violated

i4la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON D C 20401

July 10, 1990

Donald E. Groce, Treasurer
United Technologies Corp. PAC
1825 Eye St., N.W.

Suite 700

wWashinton, DC 20006

MUR 2989

United Technologies Corp.
PAC and Donald E. Groce as
treasurer

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. § 44la(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
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.
§ 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
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. Reguests 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.

I1f you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

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

Al Dot

"Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL 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
to a candidate for federal office or his authorized political
committees aggregating in excess of $5,000 in any election.

2 U.S.C. § 441la(a)(2)(A).

A review of the reports filed by the Friends of
Mattingly reveals that United Technologies Corp. PAC made
excessive 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. § 44la(a)(2)(A).
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Federal Election
Of fice of General
999 E Street, N. W
Washington, D. C

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
20 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 te 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,

kJ:{)\)ll,f(‘_J
Ben Cotten

h Hd 01 Nros6

00




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON Jdh

July 11, 1990

Colleen C. McAndrews

Northrop Employees Political Action Committee
1441 Fourth Street

Santa Monica, CA 90401

MUR 2989

Northrop Employees Politi
Action Committee and i
treasurer

Dear Ms. McAndrews:

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
2 U.S.C. § 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 its
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 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.
§ 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. 1In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
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. §§ 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,

Xt lnne. ere

LeéhAnn Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2989

RESPONDENT:

The Federal Election Can 1gn Act of 1971, as amended,
prohibits a multicandid nit Tom making contributions
to a candidate al i { n1s authorized political
committees aggregating in 000 in any election.

2 U.S5.C. § 441a(a)(2(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
the U.S. Senate. Therefore, there is reason to believe that
Northrop Employees PAC and its trea violated 2 U.s.cC.

§ 44la(a)(2)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20468

July 20, 1990

L. Patrick
1 Lynda Lane
~olumbus, 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. § 44la(a)(l)(Aa),
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.
§ 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.




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 demconstrated. 1In addition, the Office of the General

Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.
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This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2. U0.5.C. §§ 437 aia'|41‘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 Jeffrey Long
or Elizabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

chn W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Enclosures
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
federal office i I ] itical committees
aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.

§ 44la(al(l)(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 Primary
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. § 44la(a)(l)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

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.S5.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A),
a provision of the Federal Electicn 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.
§ 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 2xtensions of time will not be routinely
granted. - must be made in writing at least five days
prior to th te of the response and specific good cause
must b m i. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.
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This mat will remain confidential in accordance with
2. 9.5.C. §8§ - 4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the ’omm1551 n 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. 1If you have any ques;:ons, please contact Jeffrey Long
or Ellzabeth Campbell, the staff persons assigned to this matter,

at (202) 376-8200.

Slncerely,

L,/LW

hn W. HcGarry
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,
from making contributions to a candidate for
committees
aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(a)(l)(Aa).

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.
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 $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. § 44la(a)(l)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20463

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
there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(1l)(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
Ccommission’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.
§ 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 investigatiocn 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.




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. §§ 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,

Z fﬁ.
/0ohn W. McGarry

Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
MUR 2989

RESPONDENT: Emily Woodruff

The Federal ion ( ign 71, as amended,
prohibits a person ntributions to a candidate for
federal office or his authorized political committees
aggregating in excess of $1,000 in any election. 2 U.S.C.

§ 441la(a)(1l)(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.
Senate, totaling $1,050 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 $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. § 44la(a)(l)(A).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINSOCTON

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. § 44la(a)(l)i(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-