
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ASHINCTO% DC 2O4b~

ThIS IS GI~I~I3CF~iJR#

KATE FIUED

330?

CRERA NO.

-



MLFOOO5~)

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~AAsH(N(;ToN DC 2O46~

May 13, 1991

RENORANDUN

TO:

THROUGH:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE N. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

JOHN C. SU
STAFF DIRE

ROBERT 3. Co TADIRE~6~'
ASSISTANT S AFF
AUDIT DIVI ON

REFERRALS TO THE OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL
FINAL AUD T REPORT ON DOLE FOR PRESIDENT

On February 26. 1991 the Commission voted to refer to your
office the following matters from the Final Audit Report (FAEP
on the Dole for President Committee.

- Exhibit A

- Exhibit B

- Exhibit C.l

- Exhibit C.2

- Exhibit C.3

- Exhibit E

- Exhibit G

- Exhibit H

Prohibited Contributions

Use of Corporate Aircraft

Apparent Excessive Contributions (Inds)

Apparent Excessive Contributions (P01. Comtes)

Apparent Excessive Contributions -

Compliance Fund

Allocation of Expenditures to States*/

Delegate Committees - Failure to Maintain

Records

Delegate Committees - Failure to File

Disclosure Reports

Testing the Waters Expenditures Made by
Campaign America

*/ The Commission approved this matter subject to revisions to
the Phone Banks Section (E.4.). The revised Phone sahs
Section was approved by the Commission on March 26. 191.
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The referrals were held pending Commission action on theFAR which when approved by the Commission on April 25, 1991,Contained major changes to the 'State Allocation' and 'Testing theWaters' matters from when these matters were approved during theconsideration of the referrals. Although no adjustments to thereferrals have been made, a copy of the corresponding FAR findingis attached for your information (both matters are included in VARFinding III.C.).

Regarding Exhibit A (Prohibited Contributions), we haveidentified on Attachment 1 the 61 contributions ($21,666.69) forwhich the Committee has submitted signed contributor statementsindicating that the contributions were made from personal fundsbut for which we were given conflicting information from thevarious Secretaries of State. we have also attached copies of the61 letters. When considering this matter, the coomisajomindicated that this information should be included with thereferral.

In addition, the Committee also submitted personal fundsletters from the same contributors as 21 other contributionsincluded on Exhibit A, Attachment 1 ($2,845.00). Hovever, theseletters pertained to contributions which were not included in thisfinding. The Audit staff was unable to determine if contributionsfrom the same contributors included in the finding were paid fromC)
the same bank accounts as items supported by these personal fundsletters.

Also attached are the supporting schedules related to EuhibitC.1 (Excessive Contributions from Individuals). These schedulesare attached as recommended in your Legal Analysis on the Dole forPresident FAR dated December 17, 1990 (Page 32).
If you have any questions, please contact Marty Favin or JoeStoltz at 376-5320.

Attachments as stated
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DUE TO THEIR BULK, THE ATTACHMENTS SUBMITTED wlm THIS
FINAL AUDIT REPORT HAVE BEEN DELETED FROM THE FILE. uvou
REQUEST, THEY WILL SE MADE AVAILABLE FOR REVIEW ADUD COPYING..
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMRISII4MG27 ~
999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL * S REPORT

SOURCE: I NTERNALLY

RESPONDENTS:

RELEVANT STATUTES:

MUR 3309
STAFF MEMBERS:1
Anne Weissenborn
Elizabeth Campbell
Lawrence D. Parrish
Mary Taksar
Joi Robe rson

GENERATED

Dole for President Comittee andJames L. Nagen, as treasurer
Campaign America and Judltb 7.
Taggart, as treasurer

9 Corporations

23 Individuals

11 Political Committees

2 U.S.C. S 432
2 U.S.C. S 434
2 U.S.C. S 441a
2 U.S.c. S 441b
26 U.s.c. S 9035(a)
11 C.F.R. S l0O.7(a)(1)
11 C.F.R. S 100.e(b)(1)
11 C.F.R. S 102.9(e)
11 C.F.R. 5 103.3(b)
11 C.F.R. S 104.3(f)
11 C.F.R. S 104.14(b)
11 C.F.R. S 110.1
11 C.F.R. S 110.2
11 C.F.R. S 110.14
11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e)
11 C.F.R. 5 9003.3(a)
11 C.F.R. S 9034.4(a)(2)
11 C.F.R. S 9034.4(b)(4~
11 C.F.R. S 9038.2(b)(2)(ii)(A)
11 C.F.R. S 9038.6

1. Because of the size of this matter, it was divided amongseveral staff in order to expedite the preparation of this
report.

SENSITIVE
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INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Audit Documents

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

I. GKUERATIOU OF RATTER

This matter was generated by an audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 90. AU1 ) to detersuifle

vhether there had been compliance with the Provisions of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act')' end

of the Presidential Primary Matching Payment ACC@~nt Act
("Matching Payment Act"). See also, 26 U.S.C. S 9O3~(b) aum

11 C.F.R. S 9038.l(a)(2). On February 26, 1991, the coinjeei#n
voted to refer certain matters arising from the audit te tbe

Off ice of General Counsel for enforcement purposes, ~ usr~ 2~,

1991, the Commission made certain revisions to the Whose ~

Section of the referral and further changes to the state

allocations and testing the waters portions on April 25, 1ff1~

The referral was forwarded to this Office on May 13, 199i.

I I. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

A. Excessive State Expenditures

1. Background

For purposes of the Act and the Matching Payment Act a

contribution includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance, oc

deposit of money or anything of value made for purposes of

2. Because of the revisions made by the Commission subsequent to
the referral, the material at Attachment 1 does not contain
Exhibits E and H relating to the allocation of expenditures to
states and testing the waters expenditures made by Campai~
America. Instead, the final audit report with the laitial
repayment determinations has been used and should he cosgulted.
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influencing a federal election. 2 U.s.c. S 431(S)(A) and

11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a); U.S.C. S 9032(4) and 11 C.1.R. S 9032.4w

"Anything of value" includes in-kind contributions. 11 C.F.R~

S l00.7(a)(1)(iii).

When an individual becomes a candidate, any funds received,

loans obtained or disbursements made prior to becoming a

candidate in connection with his or her campaign shall be deed

to have been received, obtained or made as an agent of his or ~*I

authorized committee. 11 C.P.a. 5 101.2(b)

Funds received and payments made solely for the purps. GI

determining whether an individual should become a cemildate ete

not contributions or expenditures for purposes of the Act.

Examples of activities permissible under this exemption 1nclvde~

but are not limited to, conducting a poll, telephone calls, and

travel. If the individual subsequently becomes a candIdate, the

funds received and expended would become contributions subject to

the reporting requirements of the Act. Such contributions and

expenditures must be reported with the first report filed by the

principal campaign committee, regardless of the date the funds

were received or expended. 11 C.Y.R. SS 100.7(b)(l),

100.8(b)(1), and 101.3.

The Commission has addressed the issue of testing the waters

in Advisory Opinion ("AO") 1985-40 and Advisory Opinion 1986-6,

both of which concerned an unauthorized political committee

associated with a prospective presidential candidate. In AO

1985-40, the Commission concluded that expenses paid by an

unauthorized political committee for an individual considering

~: ~
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whether to be~om. a candidate would be Considered testing the
vaters expenses, it such activities related to the potential
candidacy and that individual subsequently became a candidat#.
Such expenditures would be deemed qualified campaign expense* and
would be subject to the candidate's expenditure limitations u~4er
2 U.s.c. S 441a(b). In AO 1986-6, the Commission determined ~at
expenditures made for testing the waters purposes must be tt#Dt@d

as in-kind contributions to the candidate.

No candidate for the office of President of the ~1ted
States, who is eligible under Section 9033 of Title 36 to red~1VC

payments from the Secretary of the Treasury, may make
expenditures in any one state aggregating in excess # *he
greater of 16 cents multiplied by the voting age pope1atlo sf
the state, or $200,000.00, as adjusted by changes is the co,~wser
Price Index. 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(b)(1)(A) and 441a(c) sad 26 V9.C.
S 9035(a). Except for expenditures exempted under 11 C.v.i.
S 106.2, expenditures incurred by a candidate's autkoris~
committee(s) for the purpose of influencing the nomja.tioa of
that candidate for the office of President with respect to a
particular state shall be allocated to that state. 11 c.r.a

S 106.2(a)(l).

The categories of expenditures exempted from state allocation

are outlined at 2 U.s.c. S 431(9)(BHvfl and 11 C.I.a.

55 106.2(b)(2)(v) and 106.2(c). National campaign exp.ndit.res,
including operating expenditures related to a national caupeign

headquarters, national advertising, and nationwide polls, are not
allocable, nor are media production costs whether or Dot the
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media advertising is used in more than one state, 11 C.F.R.

S l06.2(c)(l) and (2). Interstate travel and telephone calls *%*
also exempt. 11 C.F.R. 55 106.2(b)(2)(v) and lOG.2(c)(4). ha
amount equal to 10 percent of campaign workers salaries and
overhead expenditures in a particular state may be excluded fg4
allocation to that state as an exempt compliance cost. *n
additional amount equal to 10 percent of such salaries and
overhead expenditures in a particular state may be excluded ft9
allocation to that state as exempt fundraising expenditures, b4I1t

this exemption shall not apply within 26 calendar days *f t~
primary election. 2 U.s.c. S 431(9)(5)(vi) and 11 c.v.a.
S 106.2(c)(5). Overhead expenditures include, but are met
limited to, rent, utilities, office equipment. furniture,
supplies, and telephone service base charges. 11 c.r.a.
S 106.2(b)(2)(iv). Overhead expenses of a committee's reio.el
office or other office which services more than one state are to
be allocated on a "reasonable and uniformly applied basis. 11

C.F.R. S 106.2(b)(2)(iV)(3).

2. Audit Determinations

For the 1988 presidential primary elections, the expenditure
limitation for the State of Iowa was $775,2l7.6o~ for the State
of New Hampshire the limitation was $461,000.00. The Committee
initially provided computerized worksheets to the Audit Division

that showed allocable costs to Iowa and New Hampshire of
$793,230.82 and $462,462.20 respectively, as of October 31, 1966.
These totals agreed with the totals disclosed by the Committee on
its FEC Form 3P, Page 3, dated March 31, 1989. Thus, based upon
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the information provided by the Committee itself, the Committee

exceeded the expenditure limitations by $18,013.22 in iowa a*d ~Y
$1,462.20 in New Hampshire.

In its response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee
stated that it agreed with certain additional allocations to JQV8
and New Hampshire for intrastate telephone calls and broadcast

media. The audit had calculated an additional $23280.46 in
allocations to Iowa and an additional $1,696.44 to 3ev Uampebr*

for intrastate calls. it also had allocated an additlon.1

$2,595.96 to Iowa and an additional $37,295.69 to 3ev Uaapbre

for broadcast media. Thus, the original totals submitted by tI
Committee, plus the additional allocations agreed to by the
Committee, resulted in the Committee's having exceeded the
expenditure limits by at least $43,889.66 in Iowa and $4@,434,53

in New Hampshire.

The Committee at the Interim Audit Report stage continued to

take issue with other audit determination figures. After

considering the Committee's arguments and staff recoin.mdati.n.,

the Commission included in the initial determination the

following additional allocations:

Additional Audit Allocations Iowa New 3a~shire

1. Dole Travel $28,450.36 $13,997.06

2. Fundraising Exemptions- 51,935.78 43,618.54
Direct Mail Costs

3. New England Regional Office -0- 54,341.62
4. Compliance Exemptions- 16,061.46 13,961.15

Media Costs

5. Media Commissions 2,664.64 2,988.@e
(Production)

* 4~:* **

~ ~
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6. Travel and Salary Costs

7. Non-Travel and Salary Costs

B. Polling Expenses

9. Testing the Waters
Expenditures Made by
Campaign America

Total amount in dispute:

73,161.62

35,179.99

21,497.25

33,889.32

$262. 840 . 42

66, 349.

31,085.16

3l,636.5~

4, 517.

$262,494.67On April 29, 1991, the Commission made an initial determinatj~~
that the Committee be required to repay $170,043.82 ($609,6794*
in excessive expenditures in Iowa and New Hampshire tims the
repayment ratio of 27.8907 percent).

'r)
In its response to the Commission's initial repeyuemt

determination, the Committee has continued to Oppos imelusieg *~
the following four items cited above: (1) Dole travel, (2)
expenses of the New England Regional Office, (3) media

O commissions (production), and (4) testing-the~w~~*~* expendituges

3
made by Campaign America. By no longer opposing the other
3. The Committee's treasurer, in opposing the inclusion of Doletravel expenses, stated that a 25 percent exemption was takenwith regard to costs of travel incurred by Senator and ElizabethDole to reflect the fundraising efforts associated with theirintrastate travel and attendance at events. According to thetreasurer, whenever Senator Dole and Elizabeth Dole traveled,they made requests for contributions. The Committee selected25 percent as a "reasonable" judgment of what these requests wreworth to the Committee's fundraising efforts. The Commission, I,~the absence of documentation supporting the Committee's position,has not found these expenditures t~ be covered by thefundraising exemption and therefore has found themallocable.

The Committee continues to oppose the inclusion of expensesof an office located in Manchester, New Hampshire which wasdesignated the New England regional office. Certain expenditureswere allocated to this office by the Committee as regionalexpenses, of which 60% were then allocated to New Hampshire. lb.Commission allocated 100% of some of these expenditures t i~
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expenditures listed above, the Committee apparently concedes that
it exceeded the Iowa expenditure limitation of $775,217.60 by at
least $241,725.76 ($43,889.66 previously acknowledged plus
$197,836.10 in additions included in the Final Audit Report), *fld
the New Hampshire expenditure limitation of $461,000 by at le*st
$227,105.15 ($40,454.53 previously acknowledged plus
$186,650.62). All expenditures that the Commission decides, a.
part of the repayment process, are allocable to the.. states viii
be incorporated into this enforcement matter and appropriate

adjustments made.

As explained above, based solely upon the origimal
allocations to Iowa and New Hampshire made by the comitte. w4
upon the additional allocations expressly accepted by the
Committee for credit card telephone calls and broadcast media
the Committee exceeded the state by state expenditure limit by at
least $43,889.66 in Iowa and $40,454.53 in New Hampshire. As
stated above, the additional allocations seemingly no longer
being contested by the Committee would raise those figures to
$241,725.76 and $227,104.15 respectively. When the allocations

(Footnote 3 continued from previous page)Hampshire in light of information indicating that the officefunctioned primarily as the Committee's New Hampshire office.Also opposed by the Committee is the inclusion of certainmedia commissions. The Committee paid Ringe Media Inc. (RRIWY acommission equal to 1.5% of gross air time costs for allplacements of commercials produced by RMI. The Committee did notmake allocations to Iowa and New Hampshire for the 1.5%commission paid to RHI, arguing that the commission payments werepart of non-allocable production costs. The Commission hasincluded the commissions as allocable media placement costs.Finally, the Committee opposes the Commission's inclusion ofpayments made by Campaign America as allocable testing-the-waters
expenditures.

~ ~~~JM&Ai&A
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still being contested are added, the amounts of excessive

expenditures would be $306,730.08 and $302,949.20 respectiv.il.

Thus, the General Counsel recommends that the Commission %ind

reason to believe that the Dole For President Committee and iCRe5

L. Hagen, as treasurer, violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(b)(l)(A) aA4

26 U.s.c. S 9035(a).

B. Testing the waters -- Campaign America

No multi-candidate political committee shall make

contributions to any candidate and his authorized political

committee vith respect to any election for Federal off ice ~%~Ch,

in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 44la(a)(2)(A~ end

11 C.F.R. S ll0.2(a)(l),

Campaign America is a registered multi-candidate Committee

associated with the candidate.4 According to a campaign gica

newsletter, Senator Dole is the "Honorary Chairman' of Cain

America.

A review of Campaign America records made available in

response to a subpoena issued during the audit of the Dole

Committee revealed that at least 19 Campaign America-sponscged

events, speeches, or meetings were held in Iowa between Harc~ 31,

1986, and February 23, 1987. Four of these events were

apparently testing the waters expenditures made by Campaign

America on behalf of the Committee: (1) a February 7, 1967, town

meeting in Orange City, Iowa; (2) a February 12, 1987, town

meeting in Dubuque, Iowa; (3) a February 22, 1987, town meeting

4. Campaign America registered with the Commission in Neich
1978.
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in Des Moines, Iowa; and (4) a February 23, 1987, breakfast
meeting in Davenport, Iowa.5 The costs associated vith the four
events totaled $14,684.35.

These four events appear to have been similar to the events
of the same name Sponsored by the Committee. Invitation
Postcards for the town meetings sponsored by the Committee and by
Campaign America were printed by the same Iowa firm and employed
the same format and picture. (Attachments 3 and 4). The pot6#id
for the February 22, 1987, event began with the message, 'with
the 1986 campaign behind us, Republican voters and candidate.
clearly have major challenges ahead in 1968. During this meeting
I would like to hear your views and concerns while sharing eeii
of my own with you regarding our shared Republican future.' The
printing bill for the February 22 postcards also covered a flyer
entitled "Bob Dole on the Issues" which contained the q~aotatJ~n,
"If Senator Dole is running for the White House, he's off on the
right foot." (Attachment 5).

Campaign America also supplied the Commission with a
memorandum dated February 18, 1987, from Beverly Bubble to
Senator Dole containing "Iowa talking points." The talking
points memorandum begins with a section entitled "Quad Cities
Issues." (Attachment 6). On February 23, 1987, Campaign America
paid for the above-cited breakfast meeting for 53 people in

5. The Dole Committee has continued to disagree with thetreatment of Campaign America expenditures as testing the waterspayments on behalf of Senator Dole's presidential candidacy.
6. No samples of the other postcard invitations are available.
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Davenport, lova, one of the Quad Cities.7 Also iflClUd.d in this
memo was a section entitled "Offer Iowans a Friend in the white
House," which read, "If the candidates are confronted with the
question: Row should your PAST commitments assure IOWANS that if
YOU are elected Iowa viii have a friend in the White House . .

It's likely NO ONE could answer that challenge as effectively
as RiD. So we should make sure that question is asked . . . and
asked . . . and asked."

In addition to finding that the $14,684.35 in c.mpai~,,
America expenditures for the four events consisted of allocable
testing the waters payments, the Commission has determ±m~ that
Campaign America staff expenses associated with the same events
were likewise allocable testing the waters payments and thus
allocable. These expenditures totaled $10,214.70.

Campaign America also paid a firm $8,010.67 to purchase and
edit an Iowa Republican voter tape Previously compiled at
Campaign America's expense, to print labels, to keypunch
telephone canvas card data, to update the master file with survey
data, and to print Selected "Dole favorable" labels. In
addition, Campaign America paid the same vendor $979.60 for
selecting and printing Dole favorables, for computer tapes of
Dole favorables, and for selecting and printing labels for
persons in selected Iowa counties. It appears from the invoices
that the survey data was used with respect to Campaign America
events in Iowa in January and February 1987. The Committee used

7. The Quad Cities are comprised of the following: Davenport,IA; Bettendorf, IA; Holine, IL; and Rock Island, IL.
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the same vendor for its own activities.

A review of campaign America records also revealed 117
payments in New Hampshire totaling $3,136.26 to various towns for
voter lists in late 1986 and early 1987, plus $2,223.16 in
telephone costs for a business telephone, the number of which was
later used by the Committee and $1,381.03 of which cost was
allocable to New Hampshire. The Commission has deemed these
costs testing the waters expenditures made by Campaign America on

behalf of Dole for President.

As testing the waters expenditures, the above Campaign
America payments became in-kind contributions to the Committee
which were subject to the $5,000.00 limitation at 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(2)(A). Because these Campaign America expenditures
totaled $38,406.61, or $33,406.61 in excess of the limitation,
the Office of the General Counsel recommends that the Commission
find reason to believe that Campaign America violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(2)(A) and that Dole for President violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(f).

C. Corporate Contributions and Corporate Aircraft
It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution or

expenditure in connection with any election to any political
office, or in connection with any primary election or political
convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political
office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution or
expenditure in connection with any election at which presidential
and vice presidential electors or a Senator or Representative in,
or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to, Congress are to be
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Voted for, or in connection wit~h any primary *16Ctj~~ or

political convention or caucus held to select candidates for SAY
of the foregoing offices. 2 U.s.c. s 441b(a). It is also

unlawful for any candidate, political committee, or other pers@fl

knowingly to accept or receive any contribution Prohibited by

this section, or any officer or any director of any corporation

to consent to any contribution or expenditure by the corpor.tion~

prohibited by this section. Id.

The treasurer of a committee is responsible for examinusq *ll

contributions received for evidence of illegality. 11 C.v.E,

S 103.3(b). when contributions received present gemuju
questions as to vhether they were made by corporatioms, vithiA

ten days of receipt, the treasurer can deposit the fv~s Late 8

campaign depository or return them to the contributor. if any
such contribution is deposited, the treasurer shall make at leaSt
one written or oral request for evidence of the legality of the

contribution. If the contribution cannot be determin~ to be

legal, the treasurer shall within thirty days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the

contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(l). However, if the treasurer

determined at the time the contribution was received that it vas

not illegal, but later discovers its illegality based on new

evidence not available to the committee at the time of receipt or

deposit, the treasurer shall refund the contribution within

thirty days of discovering its illegality. 11 C.F.R.

S 103.3(b)(2). In addition, any contribution which appears to be

illegal and which is deposited into a campaign depository shall
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not be used for any d4sbursements by the political committee

until the contribution has been determined to be legal. The

political committee must either establish a separate account 1fl a

campaign depository for such contributions or maintain suffiCi*flt

funds to make all such refunds. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(4).

1. In-Kind Corporate Contributions

The examination and audit of the Dole for President co~*i~ee

determined that the Committee received 213 contributions tot.Jtng

$68,043.38, which were identified as contributions from

corporations. Included in this total are two in-kind

contributions totaling $3,750.00. The review of the ~oumittU*'~

vendor records indicated that the Committee made a pe,'msint GI

$12,000 to H & V Aviation for use of a chartered aircraft. fl~5

amount appears to be $2,750 less than the fair market price £O(

the services provided. In its response to the Interim Audit

Report, the Committee contends that there was a dispute as to the

amount charged for the services provided and that the payment of

the $12000 was not a reduced price. In addition, the coomittee

alleges that the amount of $12,000 represented the fair market

price for the services provided. A letter from H & V Aviation

stated that the $12,000 paid to H & W Aviation was a discount

from the standard price and was reached as a compromise between

8. The third in-kind contribution identified in the referral
totaling $70.82 was clarified by the Committee's response and has
been deleted.

~ .j~<
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the $14,750 price and the "partners" price of $9,800.~ According

to the audit, a review of the documentation in this matter fgil*d

to present any evidence which would indicate that the amount paid

was not a discount. The Committee has also failed to submit *flV

further documentation evidencing its contention that the $12,000

represents the fair market value for the services provided.

Thus, it appears that the $2,750.00 discount from N ~ W Aviatifi

would constitute an in-kind contribution from a corporation Lfl

violation of the Act.

In addition to the $12,000 payment to H & V Avietiem, the

Committee's vendor records also indicated that the c@tte*. ~de
a reimbursement of $9,905.00 to Oven & Associates for wee of a

private airplane.10 This amount appears to be $10O@ less twfl

the usual and normal charge for the service of the airplss*. Jt

appears from the evidence on hand that the charter rate for tP~e

aircraft was $150.00 per hour and that the Committee used 72.7

hours. Therefore the actual total due for the use of the

aircraft was $10,905 ($150.00 x 72.7 hours - $10,905).

The Committee contends that the $1,000 difference was

predicated on the $1,000 transportation expense exemption

pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b)(8). Insomuch as the Committee

did not proffer any documentation which would evidence the

9. The meaning of "partners" price is not entirely clear.
This Office is assuming it refers to the rental price charged
when the aircraft's owners use it.

10. The payments to Owen & Associates were not made in advance of
the use of the aircraft. The $9,905.00 payment is discussed in
the following section covering the use of corporate aircraft.
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possibility that an individual paid for the aircraft from

personal funds, the Committee has failed to support their

contention that the $1,000 difference was not a corporate in-kind

contribution. Furthermore, 11 C.F.R. S l00.7(b)(8) applies only

to individuals. Thus, it appears that the $1,000 reduction froM

the usual and normal charge for the service of Oven ~ AssociateS'

aircraft would constitute an in-kind contribution from a

corporation in violation of the Act.

Therefore, the Office of the General Counsel recommends tint

the Commission find reason to believe that the Dole for ft.S~6#flt

Committee violated 2 u.S.c. S 441b(a) by accepting La-k1n

corporate contributions from H & W Aviation and Ov.~

Associates. In addition, this Office recommends that the

Commission find reason to believe that H & W Aviation and OWWP &

Associates11
violated 2 u.s.c. s 441b(a) by making probibitd

in-kind contributions to the Dole for President Committee.

2. Apparent Corporate Contributions

As noted, the Committee received 213 contributions totaling

$68,043.38, all of which the audit has identified as

contributions from corporations which were not refunded or not

refunded in a timely manner. The audit identified 25 refunds out

of the 213, totaling $7,201.00, which were not made timely. The

213 contributions included the 2 corporate in-kind contribution

discussed in the previous section. It should also be noted a

11. As noted, the remaining $9,905.00 is also involved in an
alleged violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a) by failing to require
advance payments before providing travel on its aircraft.
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separate account was not established by the Committee. However,
the Committee appears to hav, maintained sufficient funds with
which to make refunds.

In response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee
submitted documentation for some of the corporate contributions
which consisted of either signed contributor letters and check
copies indicating that the funds were personal. Based upon tD'Se
documents, coupled with information from various Secretaries *t
State, the Audit deleted 37 contributions totaling $7,4~2.7* from
its initial finding in reaching the 213 remaining corporate
contributions. As to the other contributions, the audit wee eble
to obtain information from the various Secretaries of State vbtch
indicated that they had corporations in their states with the
same names and addresses as to the remaining contributor.. The
checks also indicated the contributor was a business. In s
cases this information was in conflict with the information which
the Audit had received from the Committee indicating that these
contributions were from non-corporate sources. Therefore, these
items are still considered as apparent corporate contributions.
The Committee also conceded that 11 of the 213 contributions were
N

probably corporate," but failed to submit any evidenceindicating that refunds were made as to the these contributions.
The Committee has had an opportunity to provide information to
demonstrate that the above-mentioned contributions were not from
a corporate source. Based upon the foregoing, it appears that
the Committee has violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b by accepting

prohibited corporate contributions.
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Therefore, the Office of the General Counsel recommends that

the Commission find reason to believe that the Dole for Presid*flt

Committe, violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a) by knowingly accepting

corporate contributions. Furthermore, this Office recommends

that the Commission find reason to believe that Bertram

Associates, P and D Realty Co. and RBA Group violated 2 U.S.C1
S 441b(a) by making prohibited corporate contributions to the
Dole for President COmmittee. Along with H & W Aviation, tIWD*
corporate contributions exceeded $1,000.

3. Use Of Corporate Aircraft

A candidate, candidate's agent, or person travelling en
behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is eyed or
leased by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed te
offer commercial services for travel in connection vith a federal

election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation. ii c.r.~.
S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by regularly

scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must be the first
class air fare; in the case of travel to a city not served by a
regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be the usual

charter rate.

The audit review of the Committee's reports and records

indicated that the Committee used private aircraft owned by

corporations for campaign related travel. This review indicated

that the Committee made 26 payments, totaling $54,264.85 to 15

corporations which were not made in advance as required by

11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). It does not appear that these corporations

were licensed to offer commercial services for travel. It also
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appears that payments for travel ranged from 1 day to 409 da/5

after the date of travel. The audit notes that 13 of the

payments, totaling $19,787.00, were made within 5 days after the

dates of travel.

The following are the corporations which were reimbursed *ore

than 5 days after the dates of travel and which teceived a ti9t~1

more than $1,000 for prior air travel:'2

Corporation Amount

1. Becon Construction $9,987.85
Company, Inc. 1,500.00

2. Brovning.-Ferris Industries 630.00
1,254.00
1,280.00
2,709.00*13
2,414.00*

3. Contran 1,662.00
1,571.00
1,571.00

4. Long Lines Limited 3,880.00

5. Owen and Associates

The audit review of the Committee's documentation also

discovered that the Committee chartered an aircraft from ICR

12. This Office is making recommendations to pursue only tbos*
corporations which travel expenses total more than $1,000 and
which received payment more than 5 days after the dates of
travel.

13. *These payments were made within 5 days after the dates of
travel.

14. This transaction is also discussed in the above-menUomed
in-kind section.

4
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Construction Company, Inc. ("Becon~). The documentation
indicated that Becon rendered $9,987.85 in travel services to the
Committee, but that the Committee only paid $7,512.85. it is
mentioned in the Committee's documentation that the difference of
$2,475.00 in air fare was not authorized by the Committee, and
that the difference was paid by an individual and not a
corporation. The Committee has failed to offer any documentation
that the $2,475.00 difference was paid by an individual and not a
corporation.

It appears that the Committee has violated the Act by not
reimbursing in advance 15 corporations for air travel totaling
$54,264.85. it also appears that the Committee has violated the
Act by accepting an in-kind contribution of $2,475.00 from Secon.
This amount is included in the above-mentioned $54,264.85 total.
In addition, it appears that Becon has violated the Act by making
a $2,475.00 expenditure in connection with a federal election.

Therefore, the Office of the General Counsel recommends that
the Commission find reason to believe the Dole for President
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by failing to reimburse 15
corporations in advance for use of their aircraft and by
accepting a $2,475.00 in-kind contribution from Becon
Construction Company, Inc. This Office also recommends that the
Commission find reason to believe that Becon Construction Company
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a $2,475.00 in-kind
contribution as well as providing air travel without advance
payment. Furthermore, this Office recommends that the Commission
also find reason to believe that Browning-Ferris Industries,
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15Contran, Long Lines Limited and Owen & Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by failing to require advance payments before

providing travel on their aircraft.

D. Kxcessive Contributions

No person shall make contributions to any candidate vith
respect to any election for Federal office which, in the
aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). No
multicandidate political committee shall make contributions t*

any candidate and his authorized political comittees with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the
aggregate, exceed $5,ooo.oo.16 These limitations apply ep.ret*ly
to each election, except that all elections held in any calend8r

year for the office of President of the United States (except *
general election for such office) shall be considered to be one
election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6). No candidate or political

committee shall knowingly accept any contributions in violation

of these limitations. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

15. The recommendation against Owen & Associates also includes
the $1,000 in-kind contribution discussed above.

16. A multicandidate political committee means any committee thathas been registered with the Commission for at least six monthsand has received contributions from more than 50 persons and,except for a state political party organization, has madecontributions to five or more candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).A committee that has not met these requirements is subject to the$1,000 per election limit. Furthermore, an authorized politicalcommittee of a candidate may not contribute more than $1,000 toany other candidate for federal office regardless of whether itwould otherwise meet the requirements of Section 441a(a)(4).
2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(3).
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campaign depository. If any such contributions are so depositedi

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of tIW

contribution by the contributor in accordance vith Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasuref'5

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the

contributor. 11 C.P.U. £ l03.3(b)(3). The regulations furt%

provide that any contribution which appears to be illegal asd
which is deposited into a campaign depository shall not be u~d

for any disbursements by the political committee until the

contribution has been determined to be legal. The poiStleal

committee must either establish a separate account lam c~t9fl

depository for such contributions or maintain sufficiemt fvnd9 to
make such refunds. 11 C.P.U. S 103.3(b)(4).

1. Apparent Excessive Contributions from IndIvi~inls

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor On

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be
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considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributOC

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portioft of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, vtich

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amoufit to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is IWt

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole for President Cospittee

initially identified 549 contributions from 423 individuals

totaling $246,187.31 that were in excess of the applicable

limitations and had not been refunded, reattributed, or

redesignated in a timely fashion. A list of these contributions

was provided to the Committee at the exit conference. The audit

also determined that the Committee had not established a separate

account for the deposit of contributions which were possibly

excessive or a method to monitor the amount to be kept in the

Committee's accounts while the permissibility of the

contributions was determined. The audit determined that the

Committee appeared to have had sufficient permissible funds to

have made the refunds.

These contributions included 397 contributions from 334

individuals totaling $206,670.21 which had been untimely refunded
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with the average number of days from date of deposit to date of
refund being 108. An additional 139 contributions from 76
contributors totaling $32,656.60 were redesignated by the
contributors and transferred to the compliance fund, but not in a
timely manner. The average number of days from the date of
deposit to the date of refund was 115. Four contributions f LOS

four contributors totaling $1,505.00 had been refunded but tWa
refund checks had not cleared the Committee's account. Wine
contributions from nine contributors totaling $5,155.00 had flOt
been refunded. In response to the Interim Audit Report, the
Committee provided certain information regarding the nine
contributions that had not been refunded and the four refund
checks that had not been cashed. The audit determination vat
adjusted to delete four contributions totaling $55.50.

Thus, the audit concluded that the Dole for President
Committee had accepted 545 contributions in excess of the
applicable limits from 419 contributors totaling $246,131.61 that
were not timely refunded, redesignated or reattributed.

In addition, we note that 23 contributors made total
contributions to the Dole for President Committee that exceeded

their applicable limits by more than twice. They are:

Contributor Total Contributions

1. Altman Brothers $3,000
2. Betty Ray Atkins $2,430
3. Mitzi Ayala $2,500
4. Floyd N. Ayers $2,466
5. Matthew N. Chapp, Jr. $4,0006. Mrs. Edna M. Davol $3,140
7. Doris K. Freeman $2,295
8. Lydia Fried $3,000
9. Don Hall $3,000
10. John J. Hamilton, iii $2,025



A .~Jj ~ w

-25-

11. Willis S. Hesseiroth $3,000
12. John V. King $2,500
13. Raurice A. Lancaster $3,000
14. Katherine P. McCoy $3,000
15. 3.7. O'Shaughnessy $2,500
16. Rebma Obermayer $5,000
17. U.E. Patrick $2,500
iS. Lonnie Ron Pilgrim $3,000
19. Donald H. Piser $3,000
20. Delford H. Smith $2,100
21. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr. $2,350
22. Edmund S. Wartels $3,833.33
23. Dave H. Williams $3,000

2. Apparent Excessive Contributions from Political

Comi ttes

The examination and audit of the Committee initially

determined that the Committee had accepted contributions from 13

political committees that exceeded the applicable limItations by

$19,670. Pour of these excessive contributions totaling

$8,000.00 had been refunded but not in a timely manner. The

average number of days from date of deposit to date of refund V.5

116. One excessive contribution totaling $2,000.00 vas

redesignated to the compliance fund but was not transferred in a

timely manner (106 days). The remaining excessive contributions

totaling $9,670 had not been refunded.

In response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee stated

it had no record of receiving 10 contributions totaling $14,120.

The audit located check copies for 6 of these 10 contributions

totaling $12,050.00 from the Committee's contribution batch

records. The Committee conceded two contributions totaling

$2,000.00 were excessive and stated a refund would be made, but

to date no evidence of such refunds has been provided.

The audit further determined that four contributions totaling
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$795 were earmarked contributions. Two other contributions

totaling $2,000.00 were reported by the Committee under the uiama
of an individual, but no documentation was found to establish
that they were earmarked. Two contributions totaling $l,500rOO

appear excessive based on the contributing committee's reportS.

Thus, the audit concluded that the Committee had accepted
excessive contributions from 11 political committees totalinq
$16,675. The political committees making these excessive

contributions and the excessive amounts are:

COmmittee Excessive Amoumt

1. Arthur Young & co. VAC $2,500
2. Dallas Citizens PAC $1,000
3. Pluor Corp. PAC $2,000
4. Good Gov't PAC $1,000
5. Hartford Insurance PAC $2,000
6. Johnston for Congress $1,000
7. Nat. Good Gov't Fund $1,000
8. G.E. PAC $2,000
9. Small Biz PAC $4,000
10. Southwestern neii PAC $375
11. Tele-Comm. PAC $2,000

Total $18,875

The Dallas Citizens PAC terminated in 1988. Arthur Young &

Company PAC is now known as £rnst & Young Los Angeles Political

Action Committee.

3. Compliance Fund

Commission regulations permit a candidate to establish a
legal and accounting compliance fund prior to being nominated as
a major party candidate for President. 11 C.F.R.

S 9003.3(a)(1)(i). Contributions which exceed the contributor's
limitation for the primary election may be deposited in the
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compliance fund if the candidate obtains the contributor's

redesignation of the contribution in accordance with 11 C.P.U.
S 110.1. 11 C.P.U. S 9003.3(a)(1)(iii). If a candidate is not 8
candidate in the general election, any contribution made with
respect to the general election shall be refunded, redesignated
or reattributed. 11 C.P.U. S 102.9(e). Such refunds,
redesignation., and reattributions should be made within sixty
(60) days from the date of the nomination for president by the
party of the candidate who is not in the general election in

accordance with 11 c.i.a. S 110.1(b)(3)(i).
The Dole for President Committee established a compliance

fund in 1967 and registered it with the Commission. A total @1
$102,662.55 in funds were redesignated and transferred to the
compliance fund in addition to $16,292.00 in direct contributionS

to the fund. Because the Republican Party nominated its
candidate for President on August 17, 1988, the Committee should
have refunded, redesignated, or reattributed these funds within
sixty (60) days of August 17, 1988, or no later than October 16,

1988.

The fund reported $19,542.00 in refunds through September 30,
1988. In addition, letters were sent to all contributors

offering them a choice of redesignating their contributions to
the new1y-estab1jshe~ Penalty & Interest Fund or receiving a
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refund.17 In response to this letter, contributors redesignated

$50,814.00 to the Penalty & Interest Fund. The redesignation

letters were date stamped as received back by the Committee

between August 26, 1988, and september 22, 1988. Therefore, they

were also made within the 60-day period.18

Thus, the remaining funds totaling $48,598.55 deposited into

the compliance fund were not refunded or redesignated within 60

days. On January 25, 1991, the Committee submitted photocopies

17. The letter was dated between August 9, 1988, and August 22,
1988, and signed by Scott Morgan, Chief Counsel for the
Committee. It stated that the Committee had established the
Penalty & Interest Fund "to pay any fines or penalties the
Federal Election Commission might levy against Senator Dole and
Dole for President after the completion of the FEC's current
audit. The letter further noted that such a fund "is permitted
under 11 C.F.R. S 9034.4(b)(4) of the Federal Election Commission
regulations."

Ne note that this regulation provides that civil or criminal
penalties paid pursuant to the Act are not qualified campaign
expenses and cannot be defrayed from contributions or matching
payments. The regulation further provides that any "amounts
received or expended to pay such penalties shall not be
considered contributions or expenditures but all amounts so
received shall be subject to the prohibitions of the Act." It
further adds that any "amounts received or expended under this
section shall be reported in accordance with 11 CFR part 104."
Although the Commission has not explicitly approved the
establishment of separate penalty and interest funds, the
language of the regulation would appear to permit a candidate to
do so. The regulation does refer to "amounts received or
expended" for the purpose of paying penalties and requires that
they be reported. Since such funds are not contributions and
since contributions or matching payments cannot be used to pay
penalties, the establishment of a separate account would appear
necessary. It would therefore follow that this separate account
could register and report as a separate entity with the
Commission. Moreover, transfers to such a fund from the
compliance fund would also appear permissible when prior approval
is first obtained from the contributor who is also given the
option of requesting a refund.

18. The audit also noted that through September 30, 1988, the
Penalty £ Interest Fund had earned $6,035.18 in interest.
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of 105 contribution refund checks totaling $48,748.55 dated

January 16 and 17, 1991.19 Only th. front of these checks were
provided. Therefore, the audit could not determine vhether or
not these contributions had actually been refunded.20 We note
that the compliance fund reported making $41,381.50 in refunds on
January 16, 1991, with remaining cash on hand of $12,544.97.21

4. Sumary

based on the foregoing, the Office of the General Counsel
recommends that the Commission find reason to believe the Dole
for President Committee violated 2 u.S.C. S 441a(f) by knovin9ly

accepting excessive contributions from individuals totaling

$246,131.81 and by knowingly accepting excessive contributions

from political committees totaling $18,875 that were not

redesignated, reattributed, or refunded in a timely manner, and
by knowingly accepting contributions with respect to the general
election through the compliance fund that were not refunded,

redesignated, or reattributed within 60 days of the nomination of

the Republican Party's candidate for President.

This Office further recommends that the Commission find

19. The difference between $48,598.55 and $48,748.55 wasexplained by a transfer of $325 from the compliance fund to thepenalty & interest fund that should have only been $175. Thetreasurer had stated that the $150 would be transferred back tothe compliance fund. Instead, the Penalty & Interest Fundreported a $150 payment on January 30, 1991, to the Dole forPresident Committee as a reimbursement for accounting services.

20. The audit also noted that any refund checks that remainoutstanding are governed by 11 C.F.R. 9038.6 which would requirethat such funds be made payable to the United States Treasury.

21. This amount appears to represent those contributions forwhich the Committee did not have current addresses.
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reason to believe the twenty-three (23) individuals who made
excessive contributions of more than twice their limitation and
four of the five (5) political committees22 that had not qualified
as multicandidate political committees and that made excessive
contributions violated 2 U.s.c. 5 441a(a)(l)(A) and that the SiK
(6) multicandidate political committees that made excessive
contributions violated 2 u.s.c. s 441a(a)(2)(A).

3. Delegate Comlttes

The Act requires that each treasurer of a political committee
f ii, reports of receipts and disbursements in accordance with the
provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 434(a). 2 u.s.c. s 434(a). A principal
campaign committee is required to consolidate in each of its
report the reports submitted to it by any authorised committees.

11 C.F.R. S 104.3(f).

The treasurer of a committee shall keep an account of: all
contributions received by or on behalf of such committee; the
name and address of any person who makes any contribution in
excess of $50, together with the date and amount of such
contribution by any person; the identification of any person vho
makes a contribution or contributions aggregating more than $200
during a calendar year, together with the date and amount of any
such contribution; the identification of any political committee
which makes a contribution, together with the date and amount of

any such contribution; and the name and address of every person

to whom any disbursement is made, the date, amount, and purpose

22. No recommendation is made with respect to the Dallas Citizens
PAC since it terminated in 1988.
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of the disbursement, and the name of the candidate and the office

sought by the candidate, if any, for vhom the disbursement VS.

made, including a receipt, invoice, or canceled check for each

disbursement in excess of $200. 2 U.s.c. S 432(c). The

treasurer must preserve all the above-mentioned records and

copies of all reports required to be filed by this subchapter for

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

Political committees must maintain records, including bank

records, vith respect to matters required to be reported.

11 C.F.R. £ 104.14(b). These records must provide, in sufficient

detail, the necessary information and data from which the repOrts

and statements may be explained, verified, and checked for

accuracy and completeness. 11 C.F.R. 5 104.14(b).

A candidate may designate additional political committees in

accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 102.13 to serve as committees wgi~h

will be authorized to accept contributions or make expenditures

on behalf of the candidate. 11 C.F.R. S 101.1(b). A delegate

committee is a group of persons that receives contributions or

makes expenditures for the sole purpose of influencing the

selection of one of more delegates to a national nominating

convention. 11 C.F.R. S llO.14(b)(2). A delegate committee

which qualifies as a political committee under 11 C.F.R. S 100.5

must register with the Commission and report its receipts and

disbursements in accordance with 11 C.F.R. Part 104. Id.

The audit indicates that the Dole Committee failed to report

certain receipts and disbursements by delegate committees in its

reports to the Commission. The audit also indicates that records
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regarding these receipts and disbursements were not maintained.

The funds involved were those received and disbursed by eighteen

delegate committees, fifteen of which were located in Illinois

and three of which were located in Maryland.

The audit reviewed the Dole Committee records for the
delegate committees and the delegate committees' records, many of
which were incomplete. The audit also reviewed the reports which
the delegate committees filed with the Commission. 23 In order to
obtain more complete information, the Commission Subpoenaed the
bank records of the delegate committees. Using all of the
aforementioned information, the Audit department determined that
the Dole Committee failed to report $27,531.83 in receipts and
$42,660.10 in disbursements regarding the delegate committees.

As a principal campaign committee, the Dole Committee was
responsible for consolidating the information contained in

reports submitted to it by authorized committees in the

Committee's reports to the Commission.24 Most of the delegate

23. Many of the delegate committees filed some of the requireddisclosure reports. However, most of the delegate committees
failed to file all of the required reports.

24. Senator Dole authorized thirteen of the delegate committeesby amending his statement of candidacy. In response to theInterim Audit Report, the Committee stated that "DIP had threedelegate committees in Maryland and 15 in Illinois." Therefore,it appears that the Dole Committee viewed all eighteen of thedelegate committees as authorized committees despite the factthat the amendments to Senator Dole's statement of candidacy donot list all of these committees. For instance, most of theIllinois delegates committees are listed as authorized.Moreover, four of the five committees not listed on Senator Dolestatement of candidacy nevertheless filed statements oforganizations identifying the Dole Committee as an affiliatedcommittee. The remaining committee listed the Dole Committeetreasurer as a signatory on its bank account. Therefore, we have



-33-Committees filed a few reports directly with the Commission.
Nevertheless, as they were authorized committees, the Dole
Committee was responsible for filing a consolidated report vhich
included all of the delegate committees' activity. gv.n if the
delegate committees did not submit reports to the Committee or
submitted incomplete reports to the Committee, the Committee was
still responsible for obtaining the information and reporting the
receipts and disbursements to the Commission in a consolidated

report.

Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that the
Commission find reason to believe that the Dole for President
Committee violated 2 U.s.c. S 434 by failing to report the
receipts and disbursements of the eighteen delegate committees in
its consolidated reports.

Commission regulations provide that a principal campaign
committee must file a Consolidated report including the activity
of all authorized committees since authorized committees do not
separately file reports. Commission regulations also provide
that delegate committees must register and file reports with the
the Commission. 11 C.F.R. 5 llO.14(b)(2). Therefore, these
regulations may have created some uncertainty as to whether
delegate committees which are also authorized committees need to
separately report. Nevertheless, this Office concludes that the
general rule for principal campaign committees and authorized
committees controls. Thus, this recommendation is made only with

(Footnote 24 continued from previous page)treated all Illinois delegate committees as authorized.
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respect to the Dole for President Committee.

The Regulations appear to make the delegate committees
responsible for maintaining records regarding their receipts and
disbursements for up to three years after the applicable report
had been filed. Commission regulations at 11 C.F.R.
S 9033.l(b)(6) provide that the candidate and his committee shall
permit an examination and audit of the receipts and disbursements
of all authorized committees and shall make available all records
of such committees for that purpose. While this regulation
places an obligation on the presidential committee to produce
such records for purposes of the audit, it does not explicitly
require the presidential committee to maintain such records.
Instead, that requirement appears to apply only to the delegate
committees themselves. In this particular situation, the
eighteen delegate committees disbanded over three years ago.
Therefore, we are making no recommendation regarding 2 U.S.C.

S 432 and recordkeeping.

III. RECOKILENDATIOWS

1. Find reason to believe that Dole for PresidentCommittee and James L. Hagen, as treasurer,violated 2 u.s.c. S~ 434, 44la(b)(l)(A), 44la(f),and 441b and 26 U.s.c. S 9035(a).

2. Find reason to believe that Campaign America andJudith F. Taggart, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(2)(A).

3. Find reason to believe the following corporations
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b:

a. Bertram Associates;
b. Becon Construction Company, Inc.;
C. Browning-Ferris Industries;
d. Contran;
e. H & W Aviation;
f. Long Lines Limited;
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g. Owen and Associates;
h. P and D Realty Company;
i. RBA Group;

4. Find reason to believe the following persons
violated 2 u.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A):

a. Altman Brothers;
b. Betty Ray Atkins;
C. Mit:i Ayala;
d. Floyd N. Ayers;
C. Matthew N. Chapp, Jr.;
f. Edna N. Davol;
9. Doris 3. Freeman;
h. Lydia Fried;
i. Don Hall;
j. John .7. Hamilton, III;
k. Willis S. Hesseiroth;
1. John V. King;
m. Maurice A. Lancaster;
n. Katherine 7. McCoy;
0. 3. F. O'Shaughnessy;
p. Rebma Obermayer;
q. U. 3. Patrick;
r. Lonnie Ken Pilgrim;
5. Donald H. Piser;
t. Delform M. Smith;
U. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.;
V. Edmund S. Wartels;
w. Dave H. Williams.

5. Find reason to believe the following political
committees violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A):

a. Good Government Federal Political Action
Committee and Neil B. Kornsweit, as treasurer;

b. Johnston for Congress and Benjamin F. Craven,
Jr., as treasurer;

c. U.S. Federation of Small Businesses PAC and
Carla L. Saunders, as treasurer;

d. Tele-Communications, Inc. PAC and Gary K.
Bracken, as treasurer.

6. Find reason to believe the following political
committees violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A):

a. Ernst & Young Los Angeles Political Action
Committee and Harry D. Slaughter, as treasurer;

b. Fluor Corporation Public Affairs Committee and
George H. Hessler, as treasurer;
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C. Hartford Insurance Group PAC and Robert j.
Nageau, as treasurer;

d. The National Good Government Fund and Joe 5
Allen, as treasurer;

e. Non-partisan Political Support Committee (G.E.)
and Helen B. Platt, as treasurer;

f. Southwestern Sell Corp. Employee Federal PAC
and Donald E. Riernan, as treasurer.

7. Approve the appropriate letters and attached
Factual and Legal Analyses.

64 _____________

Date C ___________________________

General Counsel

Attachments:
1. Audit Referral (less Exhibits E and H)
2. Factual and Legal Analyses
3. Campaign America invitation postcard
4. Dole for President Committee invitation postcard
5. Campaign America flyer
6. Talking points memorandum
7. Response to Initial Repayment Determination



FEDERAL ELECrION COMMISSION
WAS~SNC TON 0 C 2O4~i

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM,

S

SUBJEcT,

LAWRENCE H. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONs/Bo~E j: FAIS?~,d~m~
COMMISSION SECRET~Y U

AUGUST 29, 1991

MUR 3309 - FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
DATED AUGUST 26,1991.

The above-captioned document was circulated to th
Cozinuission on ~ AUGUST 27, 1991 at 4:00 P.M.

Objection(s) have been received from the COmmissioner(s)
as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Conimiss ioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Josef iak

McDonald

McGarry

Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda
for TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1991
Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.

xxx

xxx

xxx
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837031 THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Dole for President Committee and
James L. Hagen, as treasurer;
Campaign America and Judith F.
Taggart, as treasurer;
9 Corporations,
23 Individuals;
11 Political COmmittees.

NUR 3309

CUT! FICATIOW

I, Marjorie V. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on
October 29, 1991, do hereby certify that the Commission
decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following actions

in MUR 3309:

1. Find reason to believe that Dole for
President Committee and James L.
Hagen, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
SS 434, 441a(b)(l)(A), 441a(f), and
441b and 26 U.S.C. S 9035(a).

2. Find reason to believe that Campaign
America and Judith F. Taggart, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(2)(A).

(continued)

7.
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Federal Election Commission Page 2Certification for RUN 3309
October 29, 1991

3. Find reason to believe the following
corporations violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b:

a. Bertram Associates;
b. Becon Construction Company, Inc.
C. Browning-Ferris Industries;
d. Contran;
0. H I V Aviation;
f. Long Lines Limited;
g. Oven and Associates;
h. P and D Realty Company;
i. NBA Group.

4. Find reason to believe the following
persons violated 2 U.S.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A),

a. Altman Brothers;
b. Betty Ray Atkins;
C. Ritzi Ayala;
d. Floyd N. Ayers;
e. Matthew N. Chapp, Jr.;

O f. Edna N. Davol;
g. Doris 3. Freeman;
h. Lydia Fried;
i. Don Hall;
j. John 3. Hamilton, III;

-~ k. Willis S. Hesseiroth;
1. John V. King;
m. Maurice A. Lancaster;
n. Katherine F. McCoy;
0. J. F. O'Shaughnessy;
p. Rebma Obermayer;
q. U. 3. Patrick;
r. Lonnie Ken Pilgrim;
s. Donald H. Piser;
t. Delform N. Smith;
U. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.;
v. Edmund S. Vartels;
v. Dave H. Williams.

(continued)

~~'* ~
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October 29, 1991

5. Find reason to believe the following
political committees violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)cA):

a. u.s. Federation of Small Businesses
PAC and Carla L. Saunders, as
treasurer;

b. Tele-Communications, Inc. PAC and
Gary K. Bracken, as treasurer;

6. Find reason to believe the following
political committees violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(2)(A):

a. Ernst a Young Los Angeles Political
Action Committee and Harry D.
Slaughter, as treasurer;

b. Fluor Corporation Public Affairs
Committee and George H. Hessler, as
treasurer;

c. Hartford Insurance Group PAC and
Robert 3. Mageau, as treasurer;

d. Non-Partisian Political Support
Committee (G.E.) and Helen B. Platt,
as treasurer.

7. Approve the appropriate letters and
Factual and Legal Analyses.

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

Attest:

JLzLzIL~
Date Mar 0 Emmons

S retary of the Commission
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SECRETARIAT

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 91 hOV 1 PM f: O~
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

November 4, 1991

NENORANDUR

TO: The Commission

FROM: Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
'0 Associate General Counsel

SUBJECT: Erroneous Finding in MUR 3309

On Tuesday, October 19, 1991, the Commission approved tue
- General Counsel's recommendations contained in the First General

Counsel's Report, dated August 26, 1991, in MUR 3309 (Dole for
U') President, et al.).

Among the recommendations approved was one to find reas~fl~ to
believe the Non-Partisan Political Support Committee (G.3.) *~id
Helen B. Platt, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).
This committee has a New York City address. The copies of the
contribution checks that accompanied the audit referral shoved

-) that they had been written by the Non-Partisan Political Support
Committee for General Electric Company Employees in Fairfield,
Connecticut, and signed by Richard W. Nelson and one other
individual. When staff checked the B Index, the only committee
called the Non-Partisan Political Support Committee associated
the General Electric that staff located was the one noted above.
It has since come to our attention that the B Index also lists a
General Electric Company Political Action Committee in Fairfield,
Connecticut, with Richard W. Nelson, as treasurer. See
Attachment 1.

Notwithstanding the differences between the name of the
committee on the contribution checks and the name on the B Index,
it appears that the recommendation, and thus the finding, were
made against the wrong committee.

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission
rescind the finding against the committee with Helen B. Platt, as
treasurer, and instead make the reason to believe finding against
the one with Richard W. Nelson, as treasurer. A revised factual
and legal analysis is also attached for approval.
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RECONREWDATIONS

1. Rescind the reason to believe finding made on
October 29, 1991, that the Non-Partisan Political Support
Committee (G.E.) and Helen B. Platt, as treasurer, violated
2 u.s.c. s 441a(a)(2)(A).

2. Find reason to believe the General Electric Company
Political Action Committee and Richard W. Nelson, as treasuger,
violated 2 u.s.c. s 441a(a)(2)(A).

3. Approve the attached factual and legal analysis and
appropriate letter.

Attachments
1. B Index Excerpts
2. Factual and Legal Analysis

Staff person: George F. Rishel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ))

Non-Partisan Political Support ComaittOC )
for (G.E.) and Helen B. Platt, as treasurer, ) xua fl09)
General Electric Company Political ACtiOn )
Committee and Richard V. Nelson, as treasurer. )

CERTI II CATION

I, Marjorie V. Emmons, Secretary of the Federel 31ect~~

Commission, do hereby certify that on November 6, 1991. the

Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the fo11@vim~

actions in MUR 3309:

1. Rescind the reason to believe finding made
on October 29, 1991. that the Non-Partisan
Political Support Committee (G.E.) and
Helen B. Platt, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

2. Find reason to believe the General Electric
Company political Action Committee and
Richard V. Nelson, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

(Continued)
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Certification for MUM 3309
NoVember 6, 1991

3. Approve the factual and legal analysis and
appropriate letter, as recommended in the
General Counsel's Memorandum dated
November 4, 1991.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josef iak, McDonald,

McGarry and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

/1-. q-q,
Date or

7' Secretary of the commissios
/

Received in the Secretariat: Mon., Nov. 4, 1991 1:06 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Mon., Nov. 4, 1991 4:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Wed., Nov. 6, 1991 4:00 p.m.

dr
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Ul 7~ ~.) WASHINCTO% 0 C 20463

November 21, 1991

Judith F. Taggart, Treasurer
Campaign America
511 Capitol Court, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. Taggart:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Campaign America ('the
Committee") and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441(a)(2)(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.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of!TEe 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



Judith F. Taggart, Treasurer
page 2

pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this tiDe
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 enclos~ form
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel.
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 u.s.c. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(l2)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please Contact Anne A.
Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely, /ldA

4i~/~~hn Watt en McGarry I
(thai rman

Enclosures

Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Campaign America and Judith F. IWN: 3309

Taggart, as treasurer

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibiliti.s.

2 u.s.c. s 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole Lor

President Committee ("Dole Committee") pursuant to 26 U.S.C.

S 9038(a).

No multi-candidate political committee shall make

contributions to any candidate and his authorized political

committee with respect to any election for Federal office whiCh,

in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A)

and 11 C.F.R. S ll0.2(a)(l),

Funds received and payments made solely for the purpose of

determining whether an individual should become a candidate are

not contributions or expenditures for purposes of the Act.

Examples of activities permissible under this exemption include,

but are not limited to, conducting a poll, telephone calls, and

travel. If the individual subsequently becomes a candidate, the

funds received and expended would become contributions subject

to the reporting requirements of the Act. 11 C.F.R.

55 100.7(b)(1), l00.8(b)(1), and 101.3.

The Commission has addressed the issue of testing the

waters in Advisory Opinion ("AO") 1985-40 and Advisory Opinion

1986-6, both of which concerned an unauthorized political
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committee associated with a prospective presidential candidate1

In AO 1985-40, the Commission concluded that expenses paid by *IS

unauthorized political committee for an individual considering

whether to become a candidate would be considered testing the

waters expenses, if such activities related to the potential

candidacy and that individual subsequently became a candidate1

Such expenditures would be deemed qualified campaign expenses

and would be subject to the candidate's expenditure limitatie*

under 2 u.s.c. S 441a(b). In ACD 1986-6, the Commission

determined that expenditures made for testing the waters

purposes ma2st be treated as in-kind contributions to the

candidate.

Campaign America is a registered multi-candidate cmitte*

1associated with the candidate. According to a Campaign Auert~5

newsletter, Senator Dole is the 'Honorary Chairman' of CampaigI~

America.

A review of Campaign America records made available in

response to a subpoena issued during the audit of the Dole

Committee revealed that at least 19 Campaign America-sponsored

events, speeches, or meetings were held in Iowa between March

31, 1986, and February 23, 1987. Four of these events were

apparently testing the waters expenditures made by Campaign

America on behalf of the Committee: (1) a February 7, 1987, town

meeting in Orange City, Iowa; (2) a February 12, 1987, town

1. Campaign America registered with the Commission in March
1978.



m

3-

w
meeting in Dubuque, Iowa; (3) a February 22, 1987, town meeting

in Des Moines, Iovag and (4) a February 23, 1987, breakfast

meeting in Davenport, Iowa. The costs associated with th. foisi

events totaled $14,684.35.

These four events appear to have been similar to th. events

of the same name sponsored by the Dole committee. Invitation

postcards for the town meetings sponsored by the Dole Comittee

and by Campaign America were printed by the same Iowa firm and
employed the same format and picture. The postcard for the

February 22, 1987, event began with the message, With the l9S~

campaign behind us, Republican voters and candidates clearly

have major challenges ahead in 1988. During this meeting I

would like to hear your views and concerns while sharing some Of

my own with you regarding our shared Republican future.'2 The

printing bill for the February 22 postcards also covered a £ly.r

entitled "Bob Dole on the Issues" which contained the quotation1

"if Senator Dole is running for the White House, he's off on the

right foot."

Campaign America also supplied the Commission with a

memorandum dated February 18, 1987, from Beverly Hubble to

Senator Dole containing "Iowa talking points." The talking

points memorandum begins with a section entitled "Quad Cities

Issues." on February 23, 1987, Campaign America paid for the

above-cited breakfast meeting for 53 people in Davenport, Iowa.

2. No samples of the other postcard invitations are available.
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3one of the Quad Cities. Also included in this memo was a

section entitled "Offer Iowans a Friend in the White House,"

which read, "If the candidates are confronted with the questions

How should your PAST commitments assure IOWANS that if you are

elected Iowa will have a friend in the White House . . . . It'S

likely NO ONE could answer that challenge as effectively as RVD.

So we should make sure that question is asked . . . and asked

* . . and asked."

In addition to finding that the $14,684.35 in Campaign

America expenditures for the four events consisted of allocable

testing the waters payments, the Commission has determined that

Campaign America staff expenses associated with the sam events

were likewise allocable testing the waters payments and thus

allocable. These expenditures totaled $10,214.70.

Campaign America also paid a firm $8,010.67 to purchas. and

edit an Iowa Republican voter tape previously compiled at

Campaign America's expense, to print labels, to keypunch

telephone canvas card data, to update the master file with

survey data, and to print selected "Dole favorable" labels. In

addition, Campaign America paid the same vendor $979.60 for

selecting and printing Dole favorables, for computer tapes of

Dole favorables, and for selecting and printing labels for

persons in selected Iowa counties. It appears from the invoices

that the survey data was used with respect to Campaign America

events in Iowa in January and February 1987. The Dole committee

3. The Quad Cities are comprised of the following: Davenport,
IA; Bettendorf, IA; Moline, IL; and Rock Island, IL.
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used the same vendor for its own activities.

A review of campaign America records also revealed 117

payments in New Hampshire totaling $3,136.26 to various towns

for voter lists in late 1986 and early 1987, plus $2,223.16 In

telephone costs for a business telephone, the number of which

was later used by the Dole committee and $1,381.03 of which c@*t

was allocable to New Hampshire. The Commission has deemed UWSC

costs testing the waters expenditures made by Campaign Aaerice

on behalf of Dole for President.

As testing the waters expenditures, the above Campaign

America payments became in-kind contributions to the Dole

committee which were subject to the $5,000.00 limitation at

2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(2)(A). Campaign America expenditures tot*1ed

$38,406.61, or $33,406.61 in excess of the limitation.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Campaign America

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIG TON 0 C Z0463

November 21, 1991

Larry Pantirer
Bertram Associates
1001 Bertram Terrace
Union, NJ 07083

RE: MUR 3309

Bertram Associates

Dear Mr. Pantirer:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission f.sjnd
that there is reason to believe Bertram Associates violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal
Analysis, vhich formed a basis for the CommissiOn's finding, ~s
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 along with answers to
the enclosed questions 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.I.a.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfZTEe of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.
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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. sg 437g(a)(4)(I) 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 Lawrence
D. Parrish, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-8200.

Si r

J n Warren McGarry
C airman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Eorm



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: Bertram Associates MUR: 3309

I * GENERATION OF RATTER

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilitle.,

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. s 9038(a).
II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Prohibited Contributions

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contributiofi

or expenditure in connection with any election to any politlce)

office, or in connection with any primary election or politicel

convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political

office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election at which

presidential and vice presidential electors or a Senator or

Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to,

Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary

election or political convention or caucus held to select

candidates for any of the foregoing offices. 2 u.s.c.

S 441b(a).

A review of the Dole for President Committee (the 'DPC)

records and reports indicated that on or about December 3. 1987,

DPC received a contribution of $2,000.00 from Bertram
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Associates. The check submitted to DPC indicated that the

$2,000.00 contribution yaw drawn on a corporate account.

Furthermore, the Nev Jersey Secretary of State provided the
Commission with information which indicated that Bertram

Associates is a corporation. The DPC did not provide any
information which demonstrated that Bertram Associates vas flO~ a
corporation. Based ~ the foregoing, it appears that SrttD~

Associates has violated 2 jy.~.c. S 441b by making a prohibite4

corporate contribution to the Dole for President Coittee.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Bertram

Associates violated 2 u.s.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI\CroN DC 20461

November 21, 1991
!ct~~~e~mpany Inc.

Komes,

Southeast Headquaters
4651 CharlOtte Park Drive
Building One - Suite 200
Charlotte, NC 28210

RE: MUR 3309
Becon Construction Company

Dear Mr. Ko3es:
)

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission f~gnd

) that there is reason to believe Becon Construction company

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b9 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

7, materials to the General Counsel's Office along with answers to

the enclosed questions within 15 days of your receipt of this

letter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, the

Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

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

S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the 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 ben mailed to the respondent.
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Requests for extenSiOnS of time will not be routinely

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

prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause

must be demonstrated. In addition, the office of the General

Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions 
beyond 20 days.

if you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,

please advise the Commission by completing 
the enclosed form

stating the name, address, and telephone number of such coufiCCi'

and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications sod

other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance vith

2 u.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you 
wish the investigation to be

made public.

ror your information, we have attached a brief descriptiOfl

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violatl09'
5

of the Act. If you have any questionS, please contact Lavr*flCe

D. parrish, the attorney assigned to this matter, 
at (202)

376-8200.

3 n warren McGarr

C airman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: Becon Construction Company, Inc. MUR: 3309

I. GENERATION OP MATTER

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities.

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the pole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Use Of Corporation Aircraft

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election to any political

office, or in connection with any primary election or political

convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political

office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election at which

presidential and vice presidential electors or a Senator or

Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to,

Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary

election or political convention or caucus held to select

candidates for any of the foregoing offices. 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a).

A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling on
behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owed or

leased by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to
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offer commercial services for travel in connection with a

Federal election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation.

11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by

regularly scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must

be the first class air fare; in the case of travel to a city not

served by a regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be

the usual charter rate.

A reviev of the Dole for President Committee's (the 0DPC'i

records and reports indicated that from January 18, 1988 throuuh

March 8, 1988, the DPC used private aircraft owned by Recoin

Construction Company, Inc. ('Becon'), for campaign related

travel. Thi. review indicated that the DPC made payments of

$7,512.85 and $1,500, totaling $9,012.85, to Becon which vere

not made in advance as required by 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). The

Committee's documentation also indicated that Becon rendered

$11,487.85 in travel services to the DPC, but the DPC only paid

$9,012.85. The DPC did not offer any documentation which shoved

that the $2,475.00 difference was paid to Becon. It does not

appear that Becon was licensed to offer commercial services for

travel.

It appears that Becon is in violation of the Act, by making

a $2,475 in-kind contribution as well as providing air travel

without advance payment, thus constituting corporate

expenditures by them.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Becon

Construction Company, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
V~ ASHt?~CTON DC 20463

'UAW
November 21, 1991

Bob Price
Browning-Ferris Industries
1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

RE: MUR 3309

Browning-Ferris Industries

Dear Mr. Price:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Browning-Ferris Industries
violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b, 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 along with answers to
the enclosed questions within 15 days of your receipt of this
letter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of!T~e of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.
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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 utter vill remain confidential in accordance vith
) 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4U5) and 437g(a)(l2)(A), unless you notify

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

)
For your information, ye have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Lavrence
D. Parrish, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (20
376-8200.

) S

~W~enMcGarry
) J

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: Browning-Ferris Industries MUM: 3309

I. GENERATIOn OF RATTER

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilitiee,

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole fQ(

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. S 9038(a).

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Use Of Corporation Aircraft

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election to any politi~8l

office, or in connection with any primary election or political.

convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political

office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election at which

presidential and vice presidential electors or a Senator or

Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to,

Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary

election or political convention or caucus held to select

candidates for any of the foregoing offices. 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling on

behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owed or

leased by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to
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offer commercial services for travel in connection with a

Federal election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation.

11 C.i.a. S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by

regularly scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must

be the first class air fare; in the case of travel to a city not

served by a regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be

the usual charter rate.

A review of the Dole for President Committee (the "DPC)

records and reports indicated that from May 1, 1987 through

November 18, 1987, the DPC used private aircraft owned by

Browning-Ferris Industries for campaign related travel. This

review indicated that the DPC made 5 payments, totaling

$7,657.00 to Browning-Ferris Industries which were not made in

advance as required by 11 C.F.R. 5 114.9(e). It does not appear

that Browning-Ferris Industries was licensed to offer commercial

services for travel.

It appears that Browning-Ferris Industries is in violation

of the Act, by failing to require payments before providing

travel on their aircraft, thus constituting corporate

expenditures by them.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Browning-Ferris

Industries violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

November 21, 1991

Harold C. Simmons, Pres.
Contran
5430 LSJ Freeway
Suite 1700
Dallas, Texas 75240

RE: MUR 3309

Contran

Dear Mr. Simmons:

On October 29. 1991, the Federal Election Commission tognd
that there is reason to believe Contran violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441b, 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

Comsission'5 consideration of this matter. Please submit such

materials to the General Counsel's Office along with answers to

the enclosed questions within 15 days of your receipt of this
letter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, the

Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

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

S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the 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 caus
have b~n minil@d to the respondent.



U

Pa;. 2
RUR 3309

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 vitti
2 u.s.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(M, unless yo~a 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
Lawrence D. Parrish, the attorney assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-8200.

Sincerely, IL

n Warren McGarry
Cairman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONRISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: Contran Corporation MUR: 3309

I. GENERATION OF RATTER

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilitiee.

2 U.S.c. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for
President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Use Of Corporation Aircraft

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election to any political

office, or in connection with any primary election or political

convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political

office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election at which

presidential and vice presidential electors or a Senator or

Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to,

Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary

election or political convention or caucus held to select

candidates for any of the foregoing offices. 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling on

behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owed or

leased by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to
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offer commercial services for travel in r'e~nnection with a

Federal election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation.

11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by

regularly scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must

be the first class air fare; in the case of travel to a city not

served by a regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be

the usual charter rate.

A review of the Dole for President Committee (the DPCJ

records and reports indicated that from January, 1988 through

March 14 1988. the DPC used private aircraft owned by Contran

Corporation for campaign related travel. This review indicated

that the DPC made 3 payments totaling $4,804.00 to Contran

Corporation which were not made in advance as required by

11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). It does not appear that Contran

Corporation was licensed to offer commercial services for

travel.

It appears that Contran Corporation is in violation of the

Act, by failing to require payments before providing travel on

their aircraft, thus constituting corporate expenditures by

them.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Contran

Corporation violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

L~IMY)

November 21, 1991

Geraldine A. Price
H & W Aviation
9400 North Broadway 1700
Oklahoma, OK 73114

RE: MUR 3309

H & W Aviation

Dear Mr. Price:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe H & W Aviation violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971. as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysi5~
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 along with answers to

the enclosed questions 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.

It you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

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

S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission

either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or

recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be

pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that

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

so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for

pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent.
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Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Lawrence
D. Parrish, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-8200.

Since rely,

en McGarry
C?~ irman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: H & W Aviation MUR: 3309

I. GVIERAflON OF NATTER

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. S 9038(a).

I I * FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. In-Kind Corporate Contribution

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election to any political

office, or in connection with any primary election or political

convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political

office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election at which

presidential and vice presidential electors or a Senator or

Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to,

Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary

election or political convention or caucus held to select

candidates for any of the foregoing offices. 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a).

The review of the Dole for President Committee's (the

"DPC") vendor records indicated that the DPC made a payment of

$12,000 to H & W Aviation for use of a chartered aircraft. This
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amount appears to be $2,750 less than the fair market price for

the services provided. A letter from H £ W Aviation stated thet

the $12,000 paid to H & W Aviation was a discount from the

standard price and vas reached as a compromise between the

$14,750 price and the partners" price of $12,000. A review of

the documentation in this matter failed to present any *videnc#

which would indicate that the amount paid was not a discounts

The DPC did not submit any documentation evidencing its

contention that the $12,000 represents the fair market value £01

the services provided. Thus, it appears that the $2,750.00

discount from H & V Aviation would constitute an in-kind

contribution from a corporation in violation of the Act.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that H & V Aviation

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).
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Jon Winkel
Long Lines Limited
504 4th Street
Sqt. Bluffs, Iowa 51054

RE: MUR 3309

Long Lines Limited

Dear Mr. Winkel:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Long Lines Limited violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b, 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, 5
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 along with answers to
the enclosed questions within 15 days of your receipt of this
letter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the 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 b.en mailed to the respondent.
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Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this mattel,
please advise the commission by completing the enclosed forM
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such C~~~gGL,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications asd
other communications from the Commission.

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

!'or your information, we have attached a brief descripti@fl
of the commission's procedures for handling possible violatioflS
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Lawrence
D. Parrish, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (2021
376-8200.

Sincerely,

44/
J~hn War~KcGarrY
~hai rman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal. Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: Long Lines Limited NUR: 3309

I. GENERATION OF HATTER

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.

2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole £or

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. S 9038(a).

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Use Of Corporation Aircraft

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election to any political

office, or in connection with any primary election or political

convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political

office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election at which

presidential and vice presidential electors or a Senator or

Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to,

Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary

election or political convention or caucus held to select

candidates for any of the foregoing offices. 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling on

behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owed or

leased by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to
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offer commercial services for travel in connection with a

Federal election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation.

11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by

regularly scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must
be the first class air fare; in the case of travel to a city nOt

served by a regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be

the usual charter rate.

A review of the Dole for President Committee's (the *DC 01

records and reports indicated that from December 23, 1967

through December 24, 1987, the DPC used private aircraft owned

by Long Lines Limited for campaign related travel. This revtev

indicated that the DPC made a $3,880.00 payment to Long Lines

Limited which was not made in advance as required by 11 C.F.J

S 114.9(e). It does not appear that Long Lines Limited was
licensed to offer commercial services for travel.

It appears that Long Lines Limited is in violation of the

Act, by failing to require payments before providing travel on

their aircraft, thus constituting corporate expenditures by

them.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Long Lines

Limited violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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November 21, 1991

David C. Oven
Owen and Assocites
11827 West 112th Street
Suite 102
Overland Park, NJ 66210

RE: IIUR 3309

Owen and Associtos

Dear Mr. Oven:

On October 29. 1991, the Federal Election Co~issiom f~g~d
that there is reason to believe Oven and Assocites violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended (wthe Act"). The Factual and Legal
Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, ~s
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 along with ansvers to
the enclosed questions within 15 days of your receipt of this
letter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the 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 probabl, cause
have been mailed to the respondent.
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Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Lawrence
D. Parrish, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-8200.

Sincerel

hn Warren McGarry
hai rman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



S

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: Owen and Associates NUR: 3309

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2). it is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. In-Kind Corporate Contribution

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election to any political

office, or in connection with any primary election or political

convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political

office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election at which

presidential and vice presidential electors or a Senator or

Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to,

Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary

election or political convention or caucus held to select

candidates for any of the foregoing offices. 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling on

behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owed or

leased by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to
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offer commercial services for travel in connection vith a

Federal election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation1

11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by

regularly scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement mus~

be the first class air fare; in the case of travel to a city tROt

served by a regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be
the usual charter rate.

A reviev of the Dole for President Committee's (the DFC) M

vendor records also indicated that the DPC made a total

reimbursement of $9,905.00 to Oven and Associates for use of a

private airplane. This amount appears to be $1,000 less tbn
the usual and normal charge for the service of the airplane. Zt

appears from the evidence on hand that the charter rate for the

aircraft was $150.00 per hour and that the DPC used 72.7 hours.

Therefore the actual total due for the use of the aircraft was

$10,905 ($150.00 X 72.7 hours - $10,905). The DPC did not

proffer any documentation which evidence the payment of the

$1,000 difference. Therefore, it appears that the $1,000

reduction from the usual and normal charge for the service of

Owen and Associates' aircraft would constitute an in-kind

contribution from a corporation in violation of the Act.

This review also indicated that DPC's payments to Oven and

Associates, totaling $9,905.00, were not made in advance as

required by 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). It does not appear that Oven

and Associates was licensed to offer commercial services for

travel. It appears that Owen and Associates is in violation of

the Act, by failing to require payments before providing travel
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on their aircraft, thus constituting corporate expenditure. by

them.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Owen and

Associates violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).
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November 21, 1991

P and D Realty Company
28 Roxbury Hall
Succasunna, NJ 07876

RE: MUR 3309

P and D Realty Company

Dear Sir:

On October 29, 1991. the Federal Election Commission fownd
that there is reason to believe P and D Realty Company violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b. 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 .t*ch
materials to the General Counsel's Office along with answers to
the enclosed questions 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 wciting. See 11 C.F.R.

S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OflTEe 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 ~
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Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Lawrence

) D. parrish, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-8200.

Sincerely,
)

3.

~arren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedureS
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: P and D Realty Co. MUM: 3309

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibiliti...

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Prohibited Contributions

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election to any political

office, or in connection with any primary election or political

convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political

office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election at which

presidential and vice presidential electors or a Senator or

Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to.

Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary

election or political convention or caucus held to select

candidates for any of the foregoing offices. 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

A review of the Dole for President Committee (the "DPC")

records and reports indicated that on or about November 11,

1987, DPC received a contribution of $2,000.00 from P and D
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Realty Co. The check submitted to DPC indicated that the

$2,000.00 contribution was drawn on a corporate account.

Furthermore, the New Jersey Secretary of State provided the

Commission with information which indicated that Bertram

Associates is a corporation. The DPC did not provide any

information which demonstrated that P and D Realty Co. was not a

corporation. Based upon the foregoing, it appears that ~ and V

Realty Co. violated 2 u.s.c. S 44lb by making a prohibited

corporate contribution to the Dole for President Committee.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that P and D Realty

Co. violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WI!IYJ WASNICTO\ DL

November 21, 1991

William Garro
RSA Group
1 Evergreen Place
Morristown, NJ 07962-1927

RE: MUR 3309

RBA Group

Dear Mr. Garro:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe RBA Group violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b. 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 along with answers to

the enclosed questions within 15 days of your receipt of this

letter. Where appropriate1 statements should be submitted under
oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, the

Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

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

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



John J. Hamilton, III
Page 2

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

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

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Loflg,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerel

ohn Warren McGarry

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form

~4.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: MBA Group MUM: 3309

I. GENERATION OF RATTER

This matter was generated based on information ascertained
by the Federal Election Commission ("the Commission") in the
normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibj1i~jeg.

2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

A. Prohibited Contributions

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election to any political

office, or in connection with any primary election or political

convention or caucus held to select candidates for any political

office, or for any corporation whatever to make a contribution

or expenditure in connection with any election at which

presidential and vice presidential electors or a Senator or

Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to,

Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary

election or political convention or caucus held to select

candidates for any of the foregoing offices. 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a).

A review of the Dole for President Committee (the "DPC")

records and reports indicated that on or about December 2, 1987,

DPC received a contribution of $2,000.00 from MBA Group. The
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check submitted to o~c indicated that th~ $2,000.00 contribution

was dravn on a corporate account. Furthermore, the New Jersey
Secretary of State provided the Commission with information

which indicated that RBA Group is a corporation. The DPC did

not provide any information which demonstrated that RBA Group

was not a corporation. Based upon the foregoing, it appears

that RIA Group has violated 2 u.s.c. S 441b by making a

prohibited corporate contribution to the Dole for President

Committee.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that RBA Group

violated 2 u.s.c. S 441b(a).



w

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONU WASHICTON DC 2~)44,i November 21, 1991

Altman Brothers
115 New Street
Glenside, PA 19038

RE: PIUR 3309

Dear Gentlemen:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis,
vhich formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

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



Altman Brothers
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time viii 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 gust
be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General CoufiSCi
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 cou~SGl,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(aU4)(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 enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerel

hn Warren McGarry
hai rman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Altman Brothers RUN: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole £or
President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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COntributor. 11 c.i.a. s 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by
more than one person, except for a contribution made by a
Partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on
the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in 8
Separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person
that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each
contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. ZE
a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated vith
other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the
limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the
contributor vhether the contribution was intended to be a joint
contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be
considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the
treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the
contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint
contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor
that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of
the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution
and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's
receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the
treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which
is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to
be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not
intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee
revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $3,000 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person1 O~

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Altman Brothers has

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A).

I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHITCTO% U C 20463

November 21,1991

Dotty Ray Atkins
21 Canaan Close
New Canaan, CT 06840

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. Atkins:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission f~w~d
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analycis
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

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



Betty Ray Atkins
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 *ust
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 cou~s*l,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey LOfl~,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

~hairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACIUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Betty Ray Atkins NUN: 3309

This matter vas generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities.

2 U.s.C. S 43?g(a)(2). it is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S l03.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provid, that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate vriting. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. Zt

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $2,430 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, or
refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United states.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Betty Ray Atkins

has violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ P6NINCTON 0 C ~Q463

November 21, 1991

Mitzi Ayala
744 Lake Terrace Circle
Davis, CA 95616

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. Ayala:

On October 29. 1991, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election 
Campaign Act

of 1971. as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis.

o which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for

your information.
r'4

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

If) action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual QC

legal materials that you believe are relevant 
to the Commissiofl'U

consideration of this matter. Please submit such materials to the

0 General Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this

letter. Where appropriate1 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 50 request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.

5 111.18(d). upon receipt of the request, the Of!TEe 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.



Betty Ray Atkins
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 RUSt
be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General C~~~5*L
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this aattef
please advise the commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such coun5Ii'
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description O~
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions. please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

thai rman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONRISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

RESPONDENT: Mitzi Ayala BlUR: 3309

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.

2 u.s.c. s 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate vith

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). The..

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S l03.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made hy
more than one person, except for a contribution made by a
partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or vhen aggregated vtth

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the
contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contributior, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. 5 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $2,500 and vhich were not redesignated
to another election, reattributed to a spous. or other person1 or

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Mitzi Ayala has

violated 2 u.s.c. S 441a(afllVA.



ELECTION COMMISSION
~% DC ~M~I

FEDERAL
November 21, 1991

Floyd K. Ayers
19838 Encino Brook Street
San Antonio, TX 78359

RE: MUR 3309

Dear fir. Ayers:

On October 29, 1991. the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 u.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election campaign Act
of 1971.. as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual or
legal materials that you believe are relevant to the 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 appropr~.ate, Statements should be submitted under
oath.

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

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

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



Floyd N. Ayers
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time viii 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 ~
be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General CouflD@l
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 couns*l,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications *~
other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 u.s.c. 55 437g(a)(4)(s) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notifY
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey LOfl,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely

Warren Mc
V Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDER?: Floyd N. Ayers HUE: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. 5 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). These
limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesigriation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $2,466 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spous. or other person1 or

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United StateS

Therefore, there is reason to believe Floyd N. Ayers has

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%(&TON DC ZO~1

November 21, 1991

Matthew N. Clapp, Jr.
720 Olive Way
Seattle, WA 98101

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Clapp:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission f@~nd
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 u.s.c.
S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Caupalqn Act
of 1971. as amended ('tha Act'). The Factual and Le9a1 AUIVsLs.
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

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



Matthew N. Clapp
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 COg~S@l
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 u.s.c. ss 437g(a)(4)(a) 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 enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Since rely~ A//A.

t$hai rman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
RESPONDm: Matthew N. Clapp, Jr. RUE: 3309

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,

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for
President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. s 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President
of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 u.s.c. s 441a(a)(6).
No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any
contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which
exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a
campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,
the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the
contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. ii C.N.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by
more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a
separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person
that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each
contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the

~ 1~ *
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Committee that aggregated $4,000 and which were not redesignated
to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, Of
refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,
these contributions exceeded the $1.000 limitation for
contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Matthew N. Clapp, Jr.
has violated 2 rj*~*~* 5 441a(a)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 2O4E~U1~

47f November 21, 1991

Edna N. Davol
40 Holbrook Avenue
Rumford, RI 02916

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. Davol:

OI~ October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that ther. is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A). a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended (the Act). The Factual and Legal Analysis
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

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



Enda N. Davol
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinelygranted. Requests must be made in writing at least five daysprior to the due date of the response and specific good cause mustbe demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General COUfl5el
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,p1e~s. 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 andother communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling possible violations ofthe Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Lofl91the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

4h4'
#hnwar'ren Mc
Vh airman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
RESPOhsDm: Mrs. Edna N. Davol NUN: 3309

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,

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for
President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with
respect to any election for Federal office vhich, in the
aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These
limitations apply separately to each election, except that all
elections held in any calendar year for the office of President
of the United States (except a general election for such office)
shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).
No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any
contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 u.s.c.
S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which
exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a
campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,
the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the
contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission
regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not
obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's
receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in *

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. U

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor arid which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $3,140 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, or

refunded vithin 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Mrs. Edna M. Davol

has violated 2 u.s.c. S 441a(aUl)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~~A~HI\G'O\ DC A)MII

November 21, 1991

Doris E. Freeman
1103 Edgevater Drive
Orlando, FL 32804

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. Freeman:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971. as amended ("the Act'). The Factual and Legal Analysis.
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual or
legal materials that you believe are relevant to the 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 inforviation demonstrating
that no further action should be taken against you, the Commission
may find probable cause to believe that a violation has occurred
and proceed with conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTEe 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.



Doris K. Freeman
Page 2

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

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 u.s.C. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincere

Warren McG~~
V Chairman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Doris E. Freeman RUE: 3309

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilitiee~

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole £or

President committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the



-. - tx..

-2-

contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor oft

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in 8

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. Zf

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor vhether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the



i
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Committee that aggregated $2,295 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, O(

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Doris K. Freeman

has violated 2 u.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ WASHJ\CTON DC 204b3

5,,,, ~

November 21, 1991
Lydia Fried
6 Vendome Court
Bethesda, MD 20817

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. Fried:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission foundthat there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election campaign Actof 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysts,vhich formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached foryour information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that noaction should be taken against you. You may submit any factual orlegal materials that you believe are relevant to the Commission'sconsideration of this matter. Please submit such materials to theGeneral Counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of thisletter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstratingthat no further action should be taken against you, the Commissionmay find probable cause to believe that a violation has occurredand proceed with conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable causeconciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of~TEe of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission eitherproposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommendingdeclining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. TheOffice of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probablecause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it maycomplete its investigation of the matter. Further, the Commissionwill not entertain requests for pre-probable cause conciliationafter briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.



0

Lydia Fried
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 vith
2 u.s.c. 55 437g(a)(4)(s) and 437g(a)(12)CA), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigatj0~ to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

~~hnW~ren McGarry
~hai rman 7

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Lydia Pried RU!: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. ~ 437(a)(2). ~t is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S L03.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made fry

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor o~t

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in S

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated s4th

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $3,000 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, or

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Comaittee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Lydia Fried has

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2O4~I

november 21, 1991

John J. Hamilton, III
2929 Campus Drive *450
San Mateo, CA 94403

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Hamilton:

On October 29, 1991. the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 u.s.c.
S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election campaign Act
of 1971, as amended (the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis.
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in Writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of!TEe of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may
complete its investigation of the matter. Further, the Commission
will not entertain requests for pre-probable cause conciliation
after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.
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John 3. Hamilton, iii
Page 2

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

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications fro3 the commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. Sf 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 enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

A ohn Warren McGarry7~
(Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDENAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RIapoNom: John 3. Hamilton, III RUE: 3309

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.

2 u.s.c. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 u.S.C. 5 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor oi~

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a
separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. 5 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $2,025 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or Other person, or

refunded vithin 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe John 3. Hamilton, III

has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAsHI\(;1o\ DC 204b4

~IM~Y November 21, 1991

Willis A. Hesseiroth
1 Gracie Terrace *9-s
New York, NY 10028

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Hesseiroth:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971. as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis,
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding. is attached for
your information.

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

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-~robable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that ~.t may
complete its invest:gation cf the matter. Further, the Commission
will not entertain requests for pre-probable cause conciliation
after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.
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Willis S. Hesseiroth
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 COg~g@l
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 accordanc. with
2 U.s.c. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey LOflg1
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sinc;rel~/

Warren flcGarrya(4 ~
~hairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedures
Designation of Counsel Form

'U



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Willis 5. Hesseiroth IIUI: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole tot

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate vith

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited.

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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Contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor Ofl

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in 5

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a jo~flt

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. 5 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $3,000 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person1 @(

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United StateS~

Therefore, there is reason to believe Willis S. HesselrotP)

has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICTON DC O44~

November 21, 1991

John W. King
31 Buckingham Road
Norvood, MA 02062

RE: MIlE 3309

Dear Mr. King:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission £og~d
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.
5 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended (the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis.
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding. is attached for
your information.

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

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

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



John W. King
Pa;. 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests Rust 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 Cou~5@l
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 u.s.c. SS 437g(a)(4)(S) and 437g(a)C12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions1 please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: John V. King NUR: 3309

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilitl.s.

2 U.S.c. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. s 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 u.s.c. s 44laa)(6.

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 u.s.c.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provid, that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one prson

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated vith

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. 5 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $2,500 and which were not redesignated
to another election, reattributed to a SPOUSS or other person, or
refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe John W. King has

violated 2 U.s.c. s 441a(a)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICTO% DC 21)44,1

November 21, 1991

Maurice A. Lancaster
12204 Alhambra
Leavood, KS 66209

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Lancaster:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the 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. rurther, the Commission
will not entertain requests for pre-probable cause conciliation
after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.



1~eurice A. Lancaster
Page 2

Requests for extensions of tine 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 cow'~sel
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 cad
other communications from the Commission.

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief descripti@fl of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions1 please contact Jeffrey Long.
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

~hn Warren NcGarry
airman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDE3AL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPOUDENT: Maurice A. Lancaster NUN: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). it is based on the audit of the Dole f@r

President Committee pursuant to 26 u.s.c. S 9038(a).
No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office vhich, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(aHl)(A). TbASC

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.i.a. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made bY

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor Of'

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in 8

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. f

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated ~4th

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, whiCh

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For president Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $3,000 and which were not redesign*t~4

to another election, reattributed to a spous. or other persowi O~

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. ThUS,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United StateS,

Therefore, there is reason to believe Maurice A. Lancast*(

has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Willy.) '~%ASHINGTON DC

November 21, 1991

Katherine F. McCoy
P.O. Box 2413
West Palm Beach, FL 33402

RE: MUM 3309

Dear Ms. McCoy:

On October 29. 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis.
vhich formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

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



Katherine F. McCoy
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 gust
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 vith
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely1  A

ohn Warren McGarry9
IIChai rman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Katherine F. McCoy MUR: 3309

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.

2 U.s.c. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. 5 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.c.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited.

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the



contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Cam.isSiOfl regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnerships shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. 
It

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated 
vith

other contributions from the same contributor 
exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs 
the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattributiofl of the Contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions 
to the



0 0
-3-

Committee that aggregated $3,000 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, or

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Katherine F. Mccoy has

violated 2 u.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI~%CTO% DC 0463

November 21, 1991

3. F. O'Shaughnessy
301 5. Market
Wichita, KS 67202

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. O'Shaughnessy:

On October 29. 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis.
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

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



J. F. O'Shaughnessy
Page 2

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

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

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Longs
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Warren McGarry
~hai rman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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electiofl5 held in lend~ ;.ar fat the off Ice of President

of the United Stat ept a ~fleral election for Such Offices

shall be considered
One Clection 2 U.S.C. 5 44la(a)(6)

t4o candidate or p0
1

committ~ shall knovingiy accept any
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campaign dePOSitory. COntributions are so deposited
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contributiofl by the z in accordance with Commission

regulatioflS If a r or reattribution is not

obtainedf the treasu Within 60 days of the treasurerDs

receipt of the contr und the contribution to the

/
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made ~Y
more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor Ofl

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. U

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor vhether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the



'-.3-
Committe, that aggregated $2,500 and which were not redesignated
to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, OC
refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. This5,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe J.F. O'Shaughnessy

has violated 2 u.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(AI.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC :044,1

November 21, 1991

U. I. Patrick
P.O. Box 747
Jackson, MI 49204

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Patrick:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission fowid
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a 1)A. a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

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



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

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

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Warren McGarry

thai rman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS I S

RESPONDENT: U.E. Patrick NOR: 3309

This matter was generated based on information ascertained

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

normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. 5 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S l03.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. Zt

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $2,500 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, Or

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe U.E. Patrick has

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).



ELECTION COMMISSION
SHINCTON DC .04b1

FEDERAL
~# November 21, 1991

Lonnie Ken Pilgrim
P.O. Box 393
Pittsburgh, TX 75686

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Pilgrim:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971. as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis.
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should 50 request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfETEe 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 ~f 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.



Lonnie Ken Pilgrim
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 authorising such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey LOfl~,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincere

lphn warren McGarry
airman

£nclosureS
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Lonnie Ken Pilgrim NUN: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made ~y

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in S

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. U

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated vith

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $3,000 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, or

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. ThuS,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Lonnie Ken Pilgrim has

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



0

FEDERALELECTION COMMISSION
SHICTON DC 2044,1

November 21, 1991

Donald H. piser
45 W 60th Street
*32-K
NOW York, NY 10023

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Piser:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campalqn Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal A1ISIVS is,

which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attacfted 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 CommiselOflS

consideration of this matter. Please submit such materials to the

General counsel's Office within 15 days of your receipt of this

letter. Where appropriate9 statements should be submitted under
oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against you, the Commission
may find probable cause to believe that a violation has occurred
and proceed with conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

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

S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of!T~e of the

General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either

proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending

declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The

Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable

cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may

complete its investigation of the matter. Further, the Commission

will not entertain requests for pre-probable cause conciliation

after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.



Donald H. Piser
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 RUst
be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Co~~i@l
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 couns5J,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance vith
2 U.s.c. 55 437g(a)(4)(D) and 437g(a)(l2)(A)~ unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey LOfl~,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

sincerely

Warren Mc
airman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Donald H. Piser NUU: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 u.s.c. s 44laa6.

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by
more than one person, except for a contribution mad, by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each COntributor. It

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $3,000 and which were not redesignated

to another election, r.attributed to a spouse or other person, or

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Donald H. Piser has

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1uI~..) W~SHI%(.1O\ DC

November 21, 1991

Delford H. Smith
3900 North Hembree
flcliinnville, OR 97218

RE: MUR 3309

Dear fir. Smith:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 u.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A). a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
s 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the 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. Eurther, the Commission
will not entertain requests for pre-probable cause conciliation
after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.



D~1ford M. Smith
Page 2

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

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 u.s.c. ss 437g(a)(4)(s) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long
the staff member assigned to this matter, (202) 219-3690.

C airman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Delford II. Smith IWR: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.s.c. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the

r
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contributor. ii C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by
more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in S

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. Zt

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Cou~mittee that aggregated $2,100 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, or

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

thes. contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States

Therefore, there is reason to believe Delford N. Smith has
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~%AiHI%(&1ON DC 20461

November 21, 1991

Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.
633 S 13th Street
Bonner Springs, KS 66012

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Tombs:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ('the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis,
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

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



Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.
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Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause must
be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General CounSCi
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 counsil,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations at
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey L
the staff member assigned to this matter, t (202) 2l9-369O~

enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL AR&LYSIS
RESPONDm. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr. MU!: 3309

This matter vas generated based on information ascertained
by the Federal Election Commission ("the Commission) in the
normal Course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities.
2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for
President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. 5 9038(a.

No person shall make contributions to any candidate vith
respect to any election for Federal office which, in the
aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 u.s.c. s 441aa)(l)(A). These
limitations apply separately to each election, except that all
elections held in any calendar year for the office of President
of the United States (except a general election for such office)
shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(6).
No candidate or Political committee shall knowingly accept any
contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which
exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a
campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,
the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the
contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission
regulati~~5* If a redesignation or reattribution is not
obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's
receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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Contributor. ii C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by
more than one person, except for a contribution made by a
partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on
the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a
separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person
that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each
contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. it
a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with
other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the
limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the
contributor vhether the contribution was intended to be a joint
contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be
considered to be reattributed to another contributor it the
treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the
contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint
contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor
that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of
the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution
and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the
treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which
is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to
be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. 5 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee
revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $2,350 and which were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, or
refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for
contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Leroy C. Tombs, Jr. has

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

kRI4~I) WASHI\CTO% DC

November 21, 1991

Edmund S. Wartels
180 Riverside Drive
New York, NY 10024

RE: HUE 3309

Dear Mr. Wartels:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission fo~fld
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Caapaign 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 againct you, the Commission
may find probable cause to believe that a violation has occurred
and proceed with conciliation.

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



£dmund S. Wartels
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 COu~sel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4U3) 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 enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, a (202) 219-3690.

C

hn Wa
airman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Edmund S. Wartels RU!: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.T.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. It

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. 5 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $3,833.33 and which were not

redesignated to another election, reattributed to a spouse or

other person, or refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the

Committee. ThUS, these contributions exceeded the $1,000

limitation for contributions to candidates for President of the

United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Edmund S. Wartels has

violated 2 u.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~.VASNI\GTO% DC 0443

0 ~4~f November 21, 1991

Dave H. Williams
510 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10022

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Williams:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 u.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal A.nalysis~
which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

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

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the 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 Cecommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may
complete its investigation of the matter. Further, the Commission
will not entertain requests for pre-probable cause conciliation
after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.
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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 co3pleting 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 vith
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(8) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Lan
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Wa ren McGarry

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSI S

RESPONDENT: Dave H. Williams NUR: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It ii based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate vith

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.s.c. 5 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution mad, by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each Contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the
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Committee that aggregated $3,000 and which were not redesignated
to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, or
refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,
these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Dave H. Williams has
violated 2 U.S.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).



IWIU~~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
IWIM,) WASHINCTO% oc
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November 21, 1993.

Carla L. Saunders, Treasurer
U.S. Federation of Small Businesses
PAC

208 G Street, N.E., 2nd Floor
Wshington, D.C. 20002

RE: MUR 3309
U.S. Federation of Small Businesses
PAC and

Carla L. Saunders, Treasurer

Dear Ms. Saunders:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe the U.S. Federation of Small
Businesses, PAC ("Committee") and you, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and
Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's finding,
is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against 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.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfflC~e of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may
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complete it5 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 CounsCi
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffre Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3

Si r

C irman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: U.S. Federation of Small Businesses PAC

and Carla L. Saunders, as treasurer MIll: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). 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 ssooo.oo These limitations apply separately

to each election, except that all elections held in any calendar

year for the office of President of the United States (except a
general election for such office) shall be considered to be one

election. 2 u.s.c. S 441a(a)(6).

1. A multicandidate political committee means any committee thathas been registered with the Commission for at least six monthsand has received contributions from more than 50 persons and,except for a state political party organization, has madecontributions to five or more candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).A committee that has not met these requirements is subject to the$1,000 per election limit. Furthermore, an authorized politicalcommittee of a candidate may not contribute more than $1,000 toany other candidate for federal office regardless of whether itwould otherwise meet the requirements of Section 441a(a)(4).
2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(3).

~v~2 
~
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Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a
campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,
the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the
contribution by the contributor in accordance vith Commission
regulations* If a redesignation or reattribution is not
obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's
receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee
revealed that the Respondents made the following contributions to

the Committee:

Date Amount

12/23/87 $1,000
3/11/88 $4,000

The respondents had not qualified as a multicandidate political
committee at the time it made its contributions to the Committee.
Moreover, these contributions exceed the $1,000 limitation on
contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe u.s. Federation of
Small Businesses PAC and Carla L. Saunders, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20463

November 21, 1991

Gary K. Bracken, Treasurer
Tele-CommUnications, Inc., PAC
4643 S. Ulster Street, Suite 600
Denver, Co 80237

RE: MUR 3309
Tele-CommuniCatiOfls, Inc., PAC
and Gary K. Bracken, as treasurer

Dear Jir. Bracken:

On Ocotber 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe Tele-Communications, Inc.. ?AC

(Committee") and you, as treasurer, violated 2 u.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election campaign Act

of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis,

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

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken against 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

appropriate1 statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating

that no further action should be taken against the Committee and

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

believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

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

S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Ofilie 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
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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 with2 U.S.C. Sf 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 enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-36

Sin r

J n Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSI S

RESPONDENTS: Tele-Communications, Inc. PAC

and Gary K. Bracken, as treasurer RuN: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). 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 S5,000.0O.l These limitations apply separately

to each election, except that all elections held in any calendar

year for the office of President of the United States (except a

general election for such office) shall be considered to be one

election. 2 U.s.c. s 441a(a)(6).

1. A multicandidate political committee means any committee that
has been registered with the Commission for at least six months
and has received contributions from more than 50 persons and,
except for a state political party organization, has made
contributions to five or more candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).
A committee that has not met these requirements is subject to the
$1,000 per election limit. Furthermore, an authorized political
committee of a candidate may not contribute more than $1,000 to
any other candidate for federal office regardless of whether it
would otherwise meet the requirements of Section 441a(a)(4).
2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(3).
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Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the

contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondents made the following contributions to

the Committee:

Date Amount

11/24/87 $2,000
3/29/88 $1,000

The respondents had not qualified as a multicandidate political

committee at the time it made its contributions to the Committee.

Moreover, these contributions exceed the $1,000 limitation on

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Tele-Communications,

Inc. PAC and Gary K. Bracken, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(l)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

'W ill,) WASHINGTON 0 C 20463

November 21, 1991

Harry D. Slaughter, Treasurer
Ernst & Young Los Angeles
Political Action Committee
(KYLA-PAC)
515 South Flower Street
Los Angeles, CA 90071

RE: HUE 3309
Ernst & Young Los Angeles
Political Action Committee
(EYLA-PAC) and
Harry D. Slaughter, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Slaughter:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe the Ernst & Young Los Angeles
Political Action Committee (EYLA-PAC) ("Committee") and you, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(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.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may
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Harry D. Slaughter, Treasurer
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complete its investigation of the matter. Further, the Commissionwill 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 daysprior to the due date of the response and specific good cause mistbe 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 vith
2 U.s.c. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jo n Warren McGarry
ChAirman

£nclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Ernst & Young Los Angeles Political Action
Committee and Harry D. Slaughter, as
treasurer ff113: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). it is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No multicandidate political committee shall make

contributions to any candidate and his authorized political

committees with respect to any election for Federal office vhich,

in the aggregate, exceed S5OOO.OO.l 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

These limitations apply separately to each election, except that

all elections held in any calendar year for the office of

President of the United States (except a general election for

such office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(6).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

1. A multicandidate political committee means any committee that
has been registered with the Commission for at least six months
and has received contributions from more than 50 persons and,
except for a state political party organization, has made
contributions to five or more candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).
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regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the

contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

The examination and audit of the Dole for President Committee

revealed that the Respondents made the following contributions to

the Committee:

Date Amount

6/03/87 $1,000
8/07/87 $11000
12/23/87 $1,000
12/23/87 $4,000
12/31/87 $ 500

These contributions exceed the $5,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Ernst & Young Los

Angeles Political Action Committee and Harry D. Slaughter, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.s.c. s 44laa)(2)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20463

November 21, 1991

George S. Hessler, Treasurer
Flour Corporation Public Affairs Committee
(Flour PAC)
3333 Michelson Drive
Irvine, CA 92730

RE: MUR 3309
Flour Corporation Public Affairs
Committee (Flour PAC) and
George S. Hessler, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Hessler

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe the Flour Corporation Public
Affairs Committee (Flour PAC) ("Committee") and you, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(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-Drobable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may



George S. Kessler, Treasurer
Page 2

complete its investigation of the matter. Turther, the Commission
viii not entertain requests for pre-probable cause conciliation
after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time viii 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. Zn addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily viii not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

£nciosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Fluor Corporation Public Affairs Committee

and George H. Hessler, as treasurer NUR: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No multicandidate political committee shall make

contributions to any candidate and his authorized political

committees with respect to any election for Federal of fice which,

in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.O0.1 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

These limitations apply separately to each election, except that

all elections held in any calendar year for the office of

President of the United States (except a general election for

such office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(6).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

1. A multicandidate political committee means any committee that
has been registered with the Commission for at least six months
and has received contributions from more than 50 persons and,
except for a state political party organization, has made
contributions to five or more candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).
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regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the

contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

The examination and audit of the Dole for President committee

revealed that the Respondents made the following contributions to

the Committee:

Date Amount

6/30/87 $5,000
11/04/87 $2,000

These contributions exceed the $5,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Fluor Corporation

Public Affairs Committee and George H. Hessler, as treasurer,

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASNING TON. 0 C 204b3

November 21, 1991

Robert 3. Mageau, Treasurer
Hartford Insurance Group
Political Action Committee
Controller Operations
Hartford Plaza
Hartford, CT 06115

RE: MUM 3309
Hartford Insurance Group
Political Action Committee and
Robert 3. Mageau, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Mageau:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe the Hartford Insurance Group
Political Action Committee ("Committee") and you, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(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 :n pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may
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Robert J. Mageau, Treasurer
Page 2

Complete its investigation of the matter. Further, the commissionwill 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 daysprior to the due dat, of the response and specific good cause mustbe demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.s.c. 55 437g(a)(4NB) 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 enclosed a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling possible violations ofthe Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

4&YtZMsq
J c~n Warren McGarry
C~airman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Hartford Insurance Group PAC and

Robert J. Mageau, as treasurer MU!: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

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 S5,000.O0.l 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

These limitations apply separately to each election, except that

all elections held in any calendar year for the office of

President of the United States (except a general election for

such office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(6).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

1. A multicandidate political committee means any committee thathas been registered with the Commission for at least six monthsand has received contributions from more than 50 persons and,except for a state political party organization, has madecontributions to five or more candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 44la(a)(4).
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regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the

contributor. 11 C.P.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

The exa3ination and audit of the Dole for President Committee

revealed that the Respondents made the following contributions to

the Committee:

Date Amount

9/21/87 $2,000

3/17/88 $5,000
These contributions exceed the $5,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the Unit~ States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Hartford Insurance

Group PAC and Robert J. J ageau, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(2)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI~TON. DC 20463 November 21, 1991

Robert W. Nelson, Treasurer
General Electric Company PAC
3135 Easton Turnpike
Fairfield, CT 06431

RE: MUR 3309
General Electric Company PAC and
Robert W. Nelson, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Nelson:

On October 29. 1991. the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe the General Electric Company, PAC("Committee") and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(2)(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

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



4.
Robert V. Nelson, Treasurer

Page 2

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 caused,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission.

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

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Jef y Long,
the staff member assigned to this m tter, at (202) 21 0.

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

and Richard N. Nelson, as treasurer MIII: 3309
RESPONDENTS: General Electric Company Political Action Committee

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No multicandidate political committee shall make

contributions to any candidate and his authorized political

committees with respect to any election for Federal office vhich,

in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.00) 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

These limitations apply separately to each election, except that

all elections held in any calendar year for the office of

President of the United States (except a general election for

such office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a)(6).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

1. A multicandidate political committee means any committee that
has been registered with the Commission for at least six months
and has received contributions from more than 50 persons and,
except for a state political party organization, has made
contributions to five or more candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).
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obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's
receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

The examination and audit of the Dole for President Committee
revealed that the Respondents made the following contributions to

the Committee:

Date Amount

11/23/87 $5,000
12/24/87 $1,000
2/12/88 $1,000

These contributions exceed the $5,000 limitation for
contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe the General Electric
Company Political Action Committee and Richard W. Nelson, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.c. S 441a(a)(2)(A).
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9iOEC~2 P1112:11 Donald H. Piser
45 West 60th Street, 32K

New YorkNY 10023

November 26, 1991

-Mr. Jeffrey Long
Staff Member
Federal Election Commission
General Counsel's office

-=Washington, DC 20463

Reference: MUR 3309
~

Dear Mr. Long

With respect to John Warren McGarry's letter of November 21, 1991 concernkag
the belief that there was a political contribution made in excess of $1,000 to Scns~
Dole's campaign in 1987, 1 submit to you the following material which I have
fortunately found in my files, and believe would resolve the matter entirely.

Enclosed please find copies of several documents which first verify that my initial
check was written in the amount of $2,000. Unfortunately, the Bank of New York
made an error and charged my account for $3,000. This was subsequently corrected
as you will see in the correspondence. Furthermore, there is correspondence from
Senator Dole's Committee requesting that the $2,000 contribution be split into two
different funds, to which I agreed to. As you can also see from the enclosed check
stub dated December 7, 1987, the $1,000 was actually refunded to me. The amount,
therefore, contributed to the Dole for President Committee was $1,000, which 1
believe is not a cause for any alleged violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Act.

I trust this information is sufficient to withdraw your letter; please correct your
records accordingly.

Very truly,

"Il

K

DHP:ml
Enclosures



** PLEASE SIGN & August 22, 198S
UNTURN TODAY

Nr. Donald H. Piser
45 1. 60th Street, #32-K
New York, NY 10023

Dear Mr. Piser:

You may recall that earlier in the campaign you contributed, either

directly or through reattributiofl, to senator Dole's general election
"Legal and Accounting compliance Fund". This money was to be used to

help Senator Dole meet the requirements of various federal statut5S and
regulations.

Row that Senator Dole is no longer in the race for the DqubUOSfl
nomination for president, it Is necessary that his coinittee either
refund your contribution from this account or seek your reattributiOfl to
Senator Dole' s "Post-primary Obligation Fund". DFP is establlshin this

fund to pay any fines or penalties the Federal Election Cinissiofl might
levy against Senator Dole and Dole for president after the completion Of
the FEC's current audit.

This fund is permitted under 11 CYR 9034.4(b) (4) of the Fedef5l

Election Commimion regulations. Of course, if you would prefer DFP

will promptly refund your contribution, Which ever you decide, will you

please take a few moments right now to check the appropriate box 
below

and return it in the enclosed postage-paid envelope?

As always, thank you so much for your continued support. I am

sorry that this is somewhat confusing but such is the nature of

complying with the regulations of the Federal Election commission.

Sincerely,

Chief Counsel

_____ YES, I want to attribute my previous contribution to the Dole for
President "Legal and Accounting compliance Fund" to the Dole 

for

President "post-primary Obligation Fund". My signature below
indicates my with this reattributiofl.

a~re~~t

(plea~e sig here for reattributiofl)

______ NO, I prefer to have my contribution refunded directly to me at
the above address.
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December 10, 1987

Mr Anthony Doherty
Account Administrator
Customer Service, Lower Level
The Bank of New York
530 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10036

REFERENCE:
Donald H. Piser

~fl Dear Mr. Dohaiy~
'0 For record pwposes, I wouM like to document the foilowing complaint regadiq mY

referenced aecount.

On September 14, 1987, I wrote check No. 262 "Pay to the Order of - Dole (~r
President C~itteew, a copy of which is enclosed for your review, in the t of
$2,000.00 (two tl~usand dollars). Upon reviewing my statement for the period of
09,7.5/87 through 10/23/87, it immediately became apparent that the amount of
$3,000.00 was being held against my ~count. In trying to resolve this diffegeace otT
$1,000, I discovered that The Bank of New York had, in fact, "VERIFIED this
amount of $3,000 as correct.

In trying to resolve this $1,000 discrepancy, it has become an embanassing situation
for myself as this was intended to be a contribution. As you can see from the copy of
check No.262, the amount of $2,000 (two thousand dollars) was very clearly written
andthisincidentshouldnothaveoccumd. Intheeventldidnochave substantial
funds to cover this amount, I would have been penalized by The Bank of New York.

Please advise me immediately what actions will be taken in this re

Sincerel

/

DHP:mI

cc Liam Ward - Account Executive
The Bank of New York

4
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DONAW H. PISER
1515 mv. SuITE 4100

NEW Y@~ NEW Yom~ IOosS

Decembm~ 7, 1987

Mr. Ross Kauffman
Accounting/Receipts Department
Dole for President
1828 L Street, N.W., Suise 803
Washington, DC 20036

Dear Mr. Kauffman:

Referencing your conversation today with my secretary, I am
returning herewith a completed contribution farm.

For y~r r~d purpose, please note that I am conuibathmg $1,000
to d~ Dole far President Coumuitmee plus $1,000 for the Lepi Mid
Accounting Compliance Fund". Therefore, a refiund in the a~wu
of $1,000 should be sent tomy attention.

~nk yo~

DHPrnI
Enclosure

45 West 60th Street
Apartment 32K
New York. NY 10023
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1828 LSbet. N.W.'Sufte 805
lbbuhlngmom, DL. 20036

(2021 223-9400
(ThO3 (2023223-9400

November 30, 1987

Mr. Donald H. Piser
45 W. 60th Street *32-K
New York, NY 10023

Dear Mr. Piser:

Thank you very ~ch for your most recent contribution to
Senator Doles presidential effort. Unfortunately, you have
contributed in excess of the $1,000.00 limit established by the
Federal Election Coission. We are required to refund the
excessive portion unless the contribution was intended to be a joint
contribution. Accordingly, if anyone else has equitable ownrship
in the account used to make the contribution, then please have them
f ill out and sign #l on the attached form. If this is done, the
campaign can attribute the excessive portion to that person and put
it to work getting Senator Dole elected.

In addition, I would ask that you sign #2. By doing this,
the campaign can put the excessive portion toward a L.gal and
Accounting Compliance Fund to be used in helping Senator Dole in
the general election.

Of course, if you would prefer a refund simply sign #3 and
the campaign will see to it that you receive a prompt refund.

Whatever you choose, I urge you to fill out the attached form
and mail it back to the campaign inwuediately. We are under a severe
time limit set by the Federal Election Conmuission.

Again, thank you for your support. I apologize for the
paperwork, but I assure you that it is very important.

Sincerely,

~
Scott E. Morgan
Campaign Counsel

Enclosure

Paid lot by Dole lot Pws.dent Committee
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Owen &
Associates, IflC.9IDEC...2 A~II:5O David C. Owen, President

-

November 27, 1991 ~
g r'YIfY~

~

Mr. Lawrence D. Parrish
FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISS ION
999 E Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Parrish:

Pursuant to the letter I received dated November 21, 19,1,
from John Warren McGarry, I hereby request pre-probable cause
conciliation in reference to MUR 3309.

I was unaware that the use of my company's (Oven &
Associates, Inc.) plane in traveling on behalf of the Dole Lox
President Committee violated any Laws. However, upon being told
that such use might be considered some sort of corporate
contribution, I immediately informed the Dole for President
Committee of my usage and documented the hours. It was my
impression that the payment I received from the Committee for more
than $9,000.00 was sufficient to clear up any unintended
violations.

~'1

Please notify me at your earliest convenience of the next
step I should take in this situation. More than three years after
the fact1 I am more than just a little interested in getting this
matter resolved.

Sincerely,

Davi C. Owe

DCO/sw

11827 W. 112ffi Street, Suite 102 * Overland Park, Kansas 66210 * (913)4*8614



WI LLIAM LSON & A~DCIATES

November 26, 1991

Mr. Jeffrey long
FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR3309

Dear Mr. Long:

After receiving John KcGarry'5 letter of November 21, 1991, *nj LII
your absence, I spoke with George Rishell about the possible
violation noted in the letter. I told George that I had taken a
friend to a $1,000 a head fund raiser for Senator Dole not
realizing that by writing a check for $2 , 000 to the c~ittss that
I was technically violating the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971.

Several months subsequent to the dinner, the Dole For President
Committee sent me a $1,000 check as a refund with a note stating
that no individual could make a contribution of greater than
$1,000. I trust the Commission's audit of the Dole For President
Committee's books would reveal the issuance of this check.

Please let me know if you require any other information from me.

Sincerely,

Jo Hamtlt6~
Se ior Vice President
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November 26. 1991

ML Jefk~ Long
Federal ~sUsn Comindsslon
~shingw.m. ~C. 20463

Re.~ Lydis Fried MIJR 330S

Deer ML Lin~ ~II
I hew mviind ~ Uemr of ~mber 21. 131. ~ the Federal Becion Cem.
Fectod and l - em~ed deng w~ add ~er.

in wdernerms us ~sas ~deehlsm esto ed~Mmps to ads to umre mb
u~hr. I need more Wactod kalermedon es to Wine diesed vls~on. Theuofm~ I m~nt ~
provide - edA ph~o ongles f the checks W~ we rbaUd to - km this ~inr las
madin bdeemsdmm ~ mat kmbded in the Federal Becism Commission Fectud and Legal
Analysis). If W'is is nat poesible plesm provide us wWm any informetlon in ww peeseeslon
concerning the ernouns altribusud to me, Le., the dales. amounts, check numbers. em.

in Eght of my need for additional information. I also request the Office of the General Cosm-
sal grant an exusnalon of time until Januery 6. 1992. to respond to this matter.

~ur attention to this matter ins sppreciated. If you have any questions or comments, please
contact me from 10:00 am. to 3:00 p.m. at my offlc at (301 p977-8887.

'Jury tr~Iy yours.

LF:kc
co~Ues
MFJLongLFF~MF



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON 0 C 20463

December 12, 1991

Lydia Fried
6 Vendome Court
Bethesda, Maryland 20817

RE: MUR 3309

Lydia Fried

Dear Ms. Fried:

This is in response to your letter dated November 26, 1991,
vhich we received December 2, requesting an extension to respond
to the reason to believe finding in the above-referenced matter.
After considering the circumstances presented in your letter, I
have granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response
is due by the close of business on January 6, 1992.

The checks in question have been sent to Archives and copies
are not available. We have enclosed the dates and amounts of the
contributions as you have requested.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal
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Dele ~r Pe'eulest UxpIsraWrV CeinuItt~ae. )nc.

.1
* me Comittee wa. maLle to deterise if a contribution

in excess of $1000 (bat written on a joint checking account)

was intended as a joist contribution.

Reattribgtiofl letters were BOUt to the contributors seeking

their diecti@U. Alter receiving the contribu'~rs' replies

(buc within sixty days at the latest) the Camattee will

ei~.her reattribute ~ inunt if mast to be a joint

cor.tributiOfl or ref~ the ainwt iii excess of $1.@00 if

from only one person.
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JOHN W. KING
SI UJO~NG4AM ~OAO. NOAWOOC. MASSACHU6SITSOSOS

Nox embe 1'

Mr. Jeffrex Long
(If F i ce of tiLe (zene ia I Courise 1
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: >lI~.N :3309

Dear Mr. Loni~:

This is in response to the letter dated November

Chairman McGarrv concernilig a possible xiolatiori

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 ("the Act"

21, 1991
me of

from
t he

I ..- '~3

nj

The facts are these:

On March 9~, 1988 I issued a check for $2,500
Dole for President Committee.

payable to the

On July 11, 1988 I received a check for SI ,SOC from the [pie

for Pres ident Commit tee ret uinin~ t lie excess contribution.

This check ~as rece ix ed fur depc~ it b) the haiik Oh July 1

A c op~ of t he deposit ALI\ ice s chic I used

C) i ~as ~ a~aie uf the $1 ,U>J 1 iiitiVit i ~n ~n ~,IitiiL'Lt ions when 1

issued the &Leck Li $2, J1(b~

Wh1 1~
~..iiVt I ii. it

the A

f ci t b I t ii. 1~e i e
iii i;o cictk -'

I t/ Liii I.
t. uc n t e IL! i .. '. I ~ u I at L o

i.~.iitIy I

* Lie lb 1 '-~ ife
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Il. *.t I i-. ii ~t -
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I ~U ~ ~d t LtA I 'OH £P~~4~IU~
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P.S.. BOX UD? BOSTON NA BANK

CUSTOMER TRANSACTION ADVICE

JOHN H KING
PRICILLA Y KING
31 BUCKINGHAN RD
NORNOOD NA 02062

ACCOUNT NUMBER:

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

- T1IF7ULLIHING TRANSACTION(S) DESCRIBED BELOW HERE RECEIVED BY TNE
BANK AND PROCESSED ON JULY 14. 1985

HE NAVE CREDITED YOUR
PAlLID DEPOSITS:

_______ 1.566,05

NON ACCOUNT WITH THE FOLLONINS

DEPOSIT TICKET ' - -

I '7//~/

THE BALANCE(S) OF YOUR ACCOUNT AS OF END OF BUSINESS 07-14-85
HERE:

NON

IF THERE ARE ANY DISCREPANCIES NOTED ON THE INFORMATION PRINTED
ABOVE INQUIRIES MAY BE NAILED TO:

BANK OF MEN ENGLAND. N.A.
P.O. BOX 2197 MO2ADJ
BOSTON, NA 02156
AITNI ADJUSTMENT DEPT.

OR CALL: 597-5066

I
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FEDERAL ELECTION CC~AMISSION
WASHiNCTON. DC 10463

November 26, 1991

mm-

TO: The Commission

IRON: Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

AA(~
SY: Lois 0. Lerner~~

Associate General Counsel

SUSJ3C?: 3rroneous Finding in RUN 3309
-.4On Tuesday, October 29, 1991, the Comissios apptwed the

General Counsel's recOmmendations contained in the First Geseral
Counsel's Report, dated August 26, 1991, in RUN 339w (Del. for

fl President, et al.).

Among the recommendations approved was one to find reason to
believe Rebma Obermayer had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) for
making a $5,000 excessive contribution by failing to receive a
timely refund from the Dole for President Committee. This name
vas taken from the audit workpapers listing the excessive
contributors. A copy of the relevant page of these workpapers is
attached. Attachment 1.

When staff of this Office sought to ascertain the addresses
for the individual contributors, staff discovered that the ftebma
Obermayer contribution was actually a $5,000 contribution from a
Philadelphia law firm named Obermayer. Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel.
A copy of the page of the Dole for President Committee's reports
disclosing this contribution is attached. Attachment 2. Staff
of this Office has contacted the Pennsylvania Secretary of
State's office and ascertained that this law firm is not
incorporated.

Commission regulations at 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(e) explain that
a contribution from a partnership is to be attributed to both the
partnership and each partner in proportion to his or her share or
by agreement of the partners as long as only the profits of the
contributing partners are used to make the contribution in
proportion to the attribution of the contribution. A partnership
contribution shall not exceed the limitation for an individual
who contributes to a federal candidate committee or $1,000 per
election. Secause partnership contributions are alo attdbsted ~

V
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to the partners, as outlined above, it follows that the recipient
committee must report the contribution as being received from the
partnership and the partners. The Dole for President Committee
did not report this attribution. Therefore, there is reason to
believe they have also violated 2 u.s.c. S 434(b).

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission
rescind the finding against Rebma Obermayer and instead make the
reason to believe finding against Obermayer, Rebmann, uaxvell a
uippel. A revised factual and legal analysis is also attached
for approval. This Office further recommends that the cmission
also find reason to believe the Dole for President COmmittee and
James L. Hagen, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b). The
attached factual and legal analysis for the Dole for President
Committee is the same one previously approved by the Commission
vith the appropriate revisions and additions to account for the
excessive partnership contribution and the reporting violations.

R3C~3UD&TIOUS

1. Rescind the reason to believe finding made on
October 29, 1991, that Rebma Obermayer violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(l)(A).

2. Find reason to believe Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell ~
Hippel violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(l)(A).

3. Find reason to believe the Dole for President Committee
and James L. Hagen, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 434(b).

4. Approve the attached factual and legal analyses and
appropriate letters.

Attachments
1. Audit vorkpaper
2. Committee's report
3. Obermayer, Rebman, et al. Factual & Legal Analysis
4. Dole Factual & Legal Analysis

Staff person: Jeffrey D. Long
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
)

Dole for President, et al. ) MUR 3309
)

CERTI FICATION

I, Marjorie V. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Comission, do hereby certify that on November 29, 1991. the

- Comission decided by a vote of 6-0 to tak. the following

actions in MUR 3309:

1. Rescind the reason to believe finding made
on October 29, 1991, that Rebma Obermayer
violated 2 u.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).

2. Find reason to believe Obermayer, Rebmann,

Maxwell & Hippel violated 2 U.S.C. S
441a(a)(l)(A).

3. Find reason to believe the Dole for
President Committee and James L. Hagen, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b).

(continued)
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Page 2Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 3309
November 29. 1991

4. Approve the factual and legal analyses, and
appropriate letters, as recommended in the
General Counsel's Memorandum dated
November 26, 1991.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josef lak, McDonald,

McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

1L:epf/
SecreV~ ry of the Commissiofl

Received in the Secretariat: Tues., Nov. 26, 1991 10:07 a...
Circulated to the Commission: Tues., Nov. 26, 1991 4:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Fri., Nov. 29, 1991 4:00 p.m.

bj f



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

December 5, 1991

Scott E. Morgan, Esquire
1618 Inverness Drive
Lawrence, Kansas 66047

RE: MUR 3309
Dole for President Committee,
Inc.

Dear Mr. Morgan:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe your clients, the Dole for
President Committee (the Committee') and James L. Hagen, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 434, 441a(b)(l)(A), 441a(f) and
441b, provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended (the Act"), and 26 U.S.C. S 9035(a). On November
29, 1991, the Commission further found reason to believe the
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b). 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 James L.
Hagen, 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 your clients, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of!TEe of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or



Scott K. Morgan, Esquire
page 2

recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation bepursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend thatpre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this timeso that it may complete its investigation of the matter.Further, the Commission will not entertain requests forpre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable causehave been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinelygranted. Requests must be made in writing at least five daysprior to the due date of the response and specific good causemust be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the GeneralCounsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 5s 437g(a)c4)cs) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anne A.Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3400.

Si r

J hn Warren McGarry
airman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Dole for President Committee RUN 3309
and James L. Hagen, as treasurer

I. GENERATION OF RATTER

This matter vas generated based on information ascertained by

the Federal Election Commission ('the Commission') in the normal

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities.

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2). It is based on an audit of the Dole Lor

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9036(a) to determine

vhether there had been compliance with the provisions of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act) and

of the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act

('Matching Payment Act'). See also, 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b) and

11 C.F.R. S 9038.l(a)(2).

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSI S

A. Excessive State Expenditures

1. Background

For purposes of the Act and the Matching Payment Act a

contribution includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or

deposit of money or anything of value made for purposes of

influencing a federal election. 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A) and

11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a); U.S.C. S 9032(4) and 11 C.F.R. 5 9032.4.

"Anything of value" includes in-kind contributions. 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a)(l)(iii).

When an individual becomes a candidate, any funds received,

loans obtained or disbursements made prior to becoming a



candidate in connection with his or her campaign shall be deemed

to have been received, obtained or made as an agent of his or her

authorized committee. 11 COFOR. 5 101.2(b)

Funds received and payments made solely for the purpose of

determining whether an individual should beco3e a candidate are

not contributions or expenditures for purposes of the Act.

Examples of activities permissible under this exemption include,

but are not limited to, conducting a poll, telephone calls, and

travel. If the individual subsequently becomes a candidate, the

funds received and expended would become contributions subject to

the reporting requirements of the Act. Such contributions and

expenditures must be reported with the first report filed by the

principal campaign committee, regardless of the date the funds

were received or expended. 11 C.F.R. 55 lO0.7(b)(l),

l00.8(b)(l), and 101.3.

The Commission has addressed the issue of testing the waters

in Advisory Opinion ("AO") 1985-40 and Advisory Opinion 1986-6,

both of which concerned an unauthorized political committee

associated with a prospective presidential candidate. In AO

1985-40, the Commission concluded that expenses paid by an

unauthorized political committee for an individual considering

whether to become a candidate would be considered testing the

waters expenses, if such activities related to the potential

candidacy and that individual subsequently became a candidate.

Such expenditures would be deemed qualified campaign expenses and

would be subject to the candidate's expenditure limitations under

2 U.S.C. S 441a(b). In AO 1986-6, the Commission determined that



...3a.

expenditures 3ade for testing the waters purpose. must be treated

as in-kind contributions to the candidate.

No candidate for the office of President of the United

States, who is eligible under Section 9033 of Title 26 to receive

payments from the Secretary of the Treasury, may make

expenditures in any one state aggregating in excess of the

greater of 16 cents multiplied by the voting age population of

the state, or $200,000.00, as adjusted by changes in the Consumer

Price Index. 2 u.s.c. SS 441a(b)Cl)(A) and 441a(c) and 26 U.S.C.

S 9035(a). Except for expenditures exempted under 11 C.F.R.

S 106.2. expenditures incurred by a candidate's authorized

committee(s) for the purpose of influencing the nomination of

that candidate for the office of President with respect to a

particular state shall be allocated to that state. 11 C.P.R.

S 106.2(a)(l).

The categories of expenditures exempted from state allocation

are outlined at 2 U.s.c. S 431(9)(B)(vi) and 11 C.F.R.

55 106.2(b)(2)(v) and 106.2(c). National campaign expenditures,

including operating expenditures related to a national campaign

headquarters, national advertising, and nationwide polls, are not

allocable, nor are media production costs whether or not the

media advertising is used in more than one state. 11 C.F.R.

S 106.2(c)(l) and (2). Interstate travel and telephone calls are

also exempt. 11 C.F.R. 55 106.2(b)(2)(v) and 106.2(c)(4). An

amount equal to 10 percent of campaign workers salaries and

overhead expenditures in a particular state may be excluded from

allocation to that state as an exempt compliance cost. An
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additional amount equal to 10 percent of such salaries and

overhead expenditures in a particular state may be excluded from

allocation to that state as exempt fundraising expenditures, but

this exemption shall not apply vithin 28 calendar days of the

primary election. 2 U.s.c. S 4319BHv1 and 11 C.F.R.

S 106.2(c)(5). Overhead expenditures include, but are not

limited to, rent, utilities, office equipment. furniture,

supplies, and telephone service base charges. 11 C.?.R.

S 106.2(b)(2)(iv). Overhead expenses of a committee's regional

office or other office which services more than one state are to

be allocated on a reasonable and uniformly appli.d basis.

11 C.F.R. S 106.2(b)(2)(iv)(B).

2. Audit Determinations

For the 1988 presidential primary elections, the expenditure

limitation for the State of Iowa was $775,217.60; for the State

of New Hampshire the limitation was $461,000.00. The Committee

initially provided computerized worksheets to the Audit Division

that showed allocable costs to Iowa and New Hampshire of

$793,230.82 and $462,462.20 respectively, as of October 31, 1988.

These totals agreed with the totals disclosed by the Committee on

its FEC Form 3P, Page 3, dated March 31, 1989. Thus, based upon

the information provided by the Committee itself, the Committee

exceeded the expenditure limitations by $18,013.22 in Iowa and by

$1,462.20 in New Hampshire.

In its response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee

stated that it agreed with certain additional allocations to Iowa

and New Hampshire for intrastate telephone calls and broadcast
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media. The audit had calculated an additional $23,280.46 in
allocations to Iowa and an additional $1,696.44 to Nov Hampshire
for intrastate calls. it also had allocated an additional

$2,595.98 to Zova and an additional $37,295.89 to Nev Hampshire
for broadcast media. Thus, the original totals submitted by the
Committee, plus the additional allocations agreed to by the
Committee, resulted in the Committee's having exceeded the
expenditure limits by at least $43,889.66 in Iowa and $40,454.53

in New Hampshire.

The Committee at the Interim Audit Report stage continued to
take issue with other audit determination figures. After

considering the Committee's arguments and staff recommendations,

the Commission included in the initial determination the

following additional allocations:

Additional Audit Allocations Iowa New Hampshire

1. Dole Travel $28,450.36 $13,997.06

2. Fundraising Exemptions- 51,935.78 43,618.56
Direct Mail Costs

3. New England Regional Office -0-- 54,341.62

4. Compliance Exemptions- 16,061.46 13,961.15
Media Costs

5. Media Commissions 2,664.64 2,988.08
(Production)

6. Travel and Salary Costs 73,161.62 66,349.25
7. Non-Travel and Salary Costs 35,179.99 31,085.16
8. Polling Expenses 21,497.25 31,636.50
9. Testing the Waters 33,889.32 4,517.29

Expenditures Made by
Campaign America

Total amount in dispute: $262,840.42 *2~2aOA~7
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On April 29, 1991, the Commission made an initial determination

that the committee be required to repay $170,043.82 ($609,679.26

in excessive expenditures in Java and New Hampshire times the

repayment ratio of 27.8907 percent).

In its response to the Commission's initial repayment

determination, the Committee has continued to oppose i~clusiofl of

the following four items cited above: 1) Dole travel, (2)

expenses of the Nov England Regional Office, (3) media

commissions (production), and (4) testing-the-vaters expenditures
1made by Campaign America. Sy no longer opposing the other

1. The Committee's treasurer, in opposing the inclusion of Dole
travel expenses, stated that a 25 percent exemption vas taken
with regard to costs of travel incurred by Senator and Elizabeth
Dole to reflect the fundraising efforts associated with their
intrastate travel and attendance at events. According to the
treasurer, vhenever Senator Dole and Elizabeth Dole traveled,
they made requests for contributions. The Committee selected
25 percent as a reasonable judgment of what these requests were
worth to the Committee's fundraising efforts. The Commission, in
the absence of documentation supporting the Committee's position.
has not found these expenditures to be covered by the fundraising
exemption and therefore has found them allocable.

The Committee continues to oppose the inclusion of expenses
of an office located in Manchester, New Hampshire which was
designated the New England regional office. Certain expenditures
were allocated to this office by the Committee as regional
expenses, of which 60% were then allocated to New Hampshire. The
Commission allocated 100% of some of these expenditures to New
Hampshire in light of information indicating that the office
functioned primarily as the Committee's New Hampshire office.

Also opposed by the Committee is the inclusion of certain
media commissions. The Committee paid Ringe Media Inc. (RMI) a
commission equal to 1.5% of gross air time costs for all
placements of commercials produced by RHI. The Committee did not
make allocations to Iowa and New Hampshire for the 1.5%
commission paid to RHI, arguing that the commission payments were
part of non-allocable production costs. The Commission has
included the commissions as allocable media placement costs.

Finally, the Committee opposes the Commission's inclusion of
payments made by Campaign America as allocable testing-the-waters
expenditures.
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expenditures listed above, the Committee apparently concedes that

it exceeded the Iowa expenditure limitation of $775,217.60 by at

least $241,725.76 ($43,869.66 previously acknowledged plus

$197,836.10 in additions included in the Final Audit Report), and

the New Hampshire expenditure limitation of $461,000 by at least

$227,105.15 ($40,454.53 previously acknowledged plus

$186,650.62). All expenditures that the Commission decides, as
part of the repayment process, are allocable to these states vill

be incorporated into this enforcement matter and appropriate

adjustments made.

As explained above, based solely upon the original

allocations to Iowa and New Hampshire made by the Committee and

upon the additional allocations expressly accepted by the

Committee for credit card telephone calls and broadcast media,

the Committee exceeded the state by state expenditure limit by at

least $43,889.66 in Iowa and $40,454.53 in New Hampshire. As

stated above, the additional allocations seemingly no longer

being contested by the Committee would raise those figures to

$241,725.76 and $227,104.15 respectively. When the allocations

still being contested are added, the amounts of excessive

expenditures would be $306,730.08 and $302,949.20.

Thus, there is reason to believe that the Dole For President

Committee and James L. Hagen, as treasurer, violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441a(b)(l)(A) and 26 U.S.C. S 9035(a).

B. Testing the Waters - Campaign America

No multi-candidate political committee shall make

contributions to any candidate and his authorized political
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committee vith respect to any election for Federal office which,

in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A) and

11 C.F.R. S ll0.2(a)(l),

Campaign America is a registered multi-candidate committee

associated with the candidate.2 According to a Ca3paign America

newsletter, Senator Dole is the 'Honorary Chairman' of Campaign

America.

A review of Campaign America records made availabl, in

response to a subpoena issued during the audit of the Dole

Committee revealed that at least 19 Campaign America-sponsored

events, speeches, or meetings were held in Iowa between March 31,

1986, and February 23, 1987. Four of these events were

apparently testing the waters expenditures made by Campaign

America on behalf of the Committee: (1) a February 7, 1987, town

meeting in Orange City, Iowa; (2) a February 12, 1987, town

meeting in Dubuque, Iowa; (3) a February 22, 1987, town meeting

in Des Moines, Iowa; and (4) a February 23, 1987, breakfast

3
meeting in Davenport, Iowa. The costs associated with the four
events totaled $14,684.35.

These four events appear to have been similar to the events

of the same name sponsored by the Committee. Invitation

postcards for the town meetings sponsored by the Committee and by

Campaign America were printed by the same Iowa firm and employed

2. Campaign America registered with the Commission in March
1978.

3. The Dole Committee has continued to disagree with the
treatment of Campaign America expenditures as testing the waters
payments on behalf of Senator Dole's presidential candidacy.
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the same format and picture. The postcard for the February 22,

1987, event began with the message 'With the 1986 campaign

behind us, Republican voters and candidates clearly have major

challenges ahead in 1968. During this meeting I would like to
hear your views and concerns while sharing some of my own with

you regarding our shared Republican future.'4 The printing bill

for the February 22 postcards also covered a flyer entitled 'Sob
Dole on the Issues' which contained the quotation, 'If Senator

Dole is running for the white House, he's off on the right foot.'

Campaign America also supplied the Commission with a

memorandum dated February 18, 1987, from Beverly Hubble to

Senator Dole containing 'Iowa talking points.' The talking

points memorandum begins with a section entitled 'Quad Cities

Issues.' On February 23, 1987, Campaign America paid for the

above-cited breakfast meeting for 53 people in Davenport, Iowa,

one of the Quad Cities.5 Also included in this memo was a

section entitled "Offer Iowans a Friend in the White House,'

which read, "If the candidates are confronted with the question:

How should your PAST commitments assure IOWANS that if you are

elected Iowa will have a friend in the White House . . . . It's

likely NO ONE could answer that challenge as effectively as RFD.

So we should make sure that question is asked . . . and asked

and asked.'

4. No samples of the other postcard invitations are available.

5. The Quad Cities are comprised of the following: Davenport,
IA; Bettendorf, IA; Roline, IL; and Rock Island, IL.
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In addition to finding that the $14,684.35 in Campaign

America expenditures for the tour events consisted of allocable

testing the waters payments, the Commission has determined that

Campaign America staff expenses associated with the same events

were likewise allocable testing the waters payments and thus

allocable. These expenditures totaled $10,214.70.

Campaign America also paid a firm $8,010.67 to purchase and
edit an Iowa Republican voter tape previously compiled at

Campaign America's expense, to print labels, to keypunch

telephone canvas card data, to update the master file with survey

data, and to print selected 'Dole favorable' labels. In

addition, Campaign America paid the same vendor $979.60 for

selecting and printing Dole favorables, for computer tapes of

Dole favorables, and for selecting and printing labels for

persons in selected Iowa counties. It appears from the invoices

that the survey data was used with respect to Campaign America

events in Iowa in January and February 1987. The Committee used

the same vendor for its own activities.

A review of Campaign America records also revealed 117

payments in New Hampshire totaling $3,136.26 to various towns for

voter lists in late 1986 and early 1987, plus $2,223.16 in

telephone costs for a business telephone, the number of which was

later used by the Committee and $1,381.03 of which cost was

allocable to New Hampshire. The Commission has deemed these

costs testing the waters expenditures made by Campaign America on

behalf of Dole for President.

As testing the waters expenditures, the above Campaign



m -

-11-
America payments became in-kind contributions to the Committee

which were subject to the $5,000.00 limitation at 2 u.s.c.
S 44la(a)(2)(A). Because these Campaign America expenditures
totaled $38,406.61, or $33,406.61 in excess of the limitation,
there is reason to believe that Dole for President violated

2 u.s.c. S 441a(f).

C. Corporate Contributions and Corporate Aircraft
It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution or

expenditure in connection with any election to any political
Office, or in connection with any primary election or political
convention or caucus held to select candidates for any Political
office, or for any corporation whatever to make a coatribstion or
expenditure in connection with any election at which p~esidentia1
and vice presidential electors or a Senator or Representative in,
or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to, Congress are to be
voted for, or in connection with any primary election or
political convention or caucus held to select candidates for any
of the foregoing offices. 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a). It is also
unlawful for any candidate, political committee, or other person
knowingly to accept or receive any contribution prohibited by
this section, or any officer or any director of any corporation

to consent to any contribution or expenditure by the corporation,

prohibited by this section. Id.

The treasurer of a committee is responsible for examining all
contributions received for evidence of illegality. 11 C.P.R.

S 103.3(b). When contributions received present genuine
questions as to whether they were made by corporations, within
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ten days of receipt, the treasurer can deposit the funds into a

Campaign depository or return them to the contributor. If any
such contribution is deposited, the treasurer shall make at least

one written or oral request for evidence of the legality of the

contribution. If the contribution cannot be determined to be

legal, the treasurer shall within thirty days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the

contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(l). However, if the treasurer

determined at the time the contribution was received that it VS5

not illegal, but later discovers its illegality based on new

evidence not available to the committee at the time of receipt or

deposit, the treasurer shall refund the contribution within

thirty days of discovering its illegality. 11 C.P.R.

S 103.3(b)(2). In addition, any contribution which appears to be

illegal and which is deposited into a campaign depository shall

not be used for any disbursements by the political committee

until the contribution has been determined to be legal. The

political committee must either establish a separate account in a

campaign depository for such contributions or maintain sufficient

funds to make all such refunds. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(4).

1. In-Kind Corporate Contributions

The examination and audit of the Dole for President Committee

determined that the Committee received 213 contributions totaling

$68,043.38, which were identified as contributions from

corporations. Included in this total are two in-kind
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contributions totaling $3,750.Oo.6 The review of the Committee's
vendor records indicated that the Committee made a payment of
$12,000 to H & W Aviation for use of a chartered aircraft. This
amount appears to be $2,750 less than the fair market price for
the services provided. In its response to the Interim Audit
Report, the Committee contends that there was a disput, as to the
amount charged for the services provided and that the payment of
the $12,000 was not a reduced price. In addition, the Committee
alleges that the amount of $12,000 represented the fair market
price for the services provided. A letter from H a w Aviation
stated that the $12,000 paid to H & V Aviation was a disco~,nt
from the standard price and was reached as a compromise between
the $14,750 price and the partners" price of $9,Soo.~ According
to the audit, a review of the documentation in this matter failed
to present any evidence which would indicate that the amount paid
was not a discount. The Committee has also failed to submit any
further documentation evidencing its contention that the $12,000
represents the fair market value for the services provided.
Thus, it appears that the $2,750.00 discount from u a V Aviation
would constitute an in-kind contribution from a corporation in

violation of the Act.

In addition to the $12,000 payment to H & W Aviation, the

6. The third in-kind contribution identified in the referraltotaling $70.82 was clarified by the Committee's response and hasbeen deleted.

7. The meaning of "partners price is not entirely clear.This Office is assuming it refers to the rental price chargedwhen the aircraft's owners use it.
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Committee's vendor records also indicated that the Committee mad.

a reimbursement of $9,905.00 to Oven & Associates for use of a

private airplane.8 This amount appears to be $1,000 less than

the usual and normal charge for the service of the airplane. It

appears from the evidence on hand that the charter rate for the

aircraft was $150.00 per hour and that the Committee used 72.7

hours. Therefore the actual total due for the use of the

aircraft was $10,905 ($150.00 x 72.7 hours - $10,905).

The Committee contends that the $1,000 difference was

predicated on the $1,000 transportation expense exemption

pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b)(S). Insomuch as the committee

did not proffer any documentation which would evidence the

possibility that an individual paid for the aircraft from

personal funds, the Committee has failed to support their

contention that the $1,000 difference was not a corporate in-.kind

contribution. Furthermore, 11 C.F.R. S l00.7(b)(8) applies only

to individuals. Thus, it appears that the $1,000 reduction from

the usual and normal charge for the service of Owen & Associates'

aircraft would constitute an in-kind contribution from a

corporation in violation of the Act.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that the Dole for

President Committee violated 2 u.s.C. S 441b(a) by accepting

in-kind corporate contributions from H & W Aviation and Owen &

Associates.

8. The payments to Owen £ Associates were not made in advance of
the use of the aircraft. The $9,905.00 payment is discussed in
the following section covering the use of corporate aircraft.
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2. Apparent Corporate Contributions

As noted, the committee received 213 contributions totaling

$68,043.36, all of which the audit has identified as

contributions from corporations which vere not refunded or not

refunded in a timely manner. The audit identified 25 refunds out

of the 213, totaling $7,201.00, which were not made timely. The

213 contributions included the 2 corporate in-kind contribution

discussed in the previous section. It should also be noted a

separate account was not established by the Committee. However,

the Committee appears to have maintained sufficient funds with

which to make refunds.

Zn response to the Interim Audit Report, the COmmittee

submitted documentation for some of the corporate contributions

which consisted of either signed contributor letters and check

copies indicating that the funds were personal. Based upon these

documents, coupled with information from various Secretaries of

State, the Audit deleted 37 contributions totaling $7,492.70 from

its initial finding in reaching the 213 remaining corporate

contributions. As to the other contributions, the Audit was able

to obtain information from the various Secretaries of State which

indicated that they had corporations in their states with the

same names and addresses as to the remaining contributors. The

checks also indicated the contributor was a business. In some

cases this information was in conflict with the information which

the Audit had received from the Committee indicating that these

contributions were from non-corporate sources. Therefore, these

items are still considered as apparent corporate contributions.



The Committee al5o conceded that 11 of the 213 contributions were
U

probably corporate,* but failed to submit any evidence
indicating that refunds were made as to the these contributions.

The Committee has had an opportunity to provide Information to
demonstrate that the above-mentioned contributions were not £rom
a corporate source. Based upon the foregoing, it appears that

the Committee has violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b by accepting

prohibited corporate contributions.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that the Dole for
President Comittee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by knovingly

accepting corporate contributions.

3. Iso Of Corporate Aircraft

A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling on

behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owed or
leased by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to

offer commercial services for travel in connection with a federal

election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation. 11 C.F.R.

S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by regularly

scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must be the first

class air fare; in the case of travel to a city not served by a

regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be the usual

charter rate.

The audit review of the Committee's reports and records

indicated that the Committee used private aircraft owned by

corporations for campaign related travel. This review indicated

that the Committee made 26 payments, totaling $54,264.85 to 15

corporations which were not made in advance as required by
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11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). It does not appear that these corporations

were licensed to offer commercial services for travel. it also
appears that payments for travel ranged from 1 day to 409 days

after the date of travel. The audit notes that 13 of the

payments, totaling $19,787.00, vere made within 5 days after the

dates of travel.

The audit review of the Committee's documentation also

discovered that the Committee chartered an aircraft from Becon
Construction Company. Inc. (Becon). The documentation

indicated that Becon rendered $9,987.85 in travel services to the

Committee, but that the Committee only paid $7,512.85. It is

mentioned in the Committee's documentation that the difference of

$2,475.00 in air fare was not authorized by the Committee, and

that the difference was paid by an individual and not a

corporation. The Committee has failed to offer any documentation

that the $2,475.00 difference was paid by an individual and not a

corporation.

It appears that the Committee has violated the Act by not

reimbursing in advance 15 corporations for air travel totaling

$54,264.85. It also appears that the Committee has violated the

Act by accepting an in-kind contribution of $2,475.00 from Becon.

This amount is included in the above-mentioned $54,264.85 total.

Therefore, there is reason to believe the Dole for President

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by failing to reimburse 15

corporations in advance for use of their aircraft and by

accepting a $2,475.00 in-kind contribution from Becon

Construction Company, Inc.
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D. Uxcessive Contributions

No person shall make contributions to any candidate vith
respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A). 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 $5,00o.0o.~ These limitations apply separately

to each election, except that all elections held in any calendar

year for the office of President of the United States (except a

general election for such office) shall be considered to be one

election. 2 u.s.c. s 441a(a)(6). No candidate or political

committee shall knowingly accept any contributions in violation

of these limitations. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

9. A multicandidate political committee means any committee that
has been registered with the Commission for at least six months
and has received contributions from more than 50 persons and,except for a state political party organization, has made
contributions to five or more candidates. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).
A committee that has not met these requirements is subject to the$1,000 per election limit. Furthermore, an authorized political
committee of a candidate may not contribute more than $1,000 to
any other candidate for federal office regardless of whether itwould otherwise meet the requirements of Section 441a(a)(4).
2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(3).



-ml,..'

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's
receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
contributor. ii C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3). The regulations further
provide that any contribution which appears to be illegal and
which is deposited into a campaign depository shall not be used
for any disbursements by the political committee until the
contribution has been determined to be legal. The political
committee must either establish a separate account in a campaign
depository for such contributions or maintain sufficient funds to
make such refunds. 11 COFOR. S 103.3(b)(4).

1. Apparent Excessive Contributions from IndIviduals
Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a
partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on
the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a
separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person
that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each
contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If
a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with
other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the
limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the
contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint
contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be
considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the
treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the
contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint
contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor
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that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to
be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. ii C.F.R. S 110.1(k). Commission regulations also

provide special rules for the attribution of partnership

contributions. 11 C.F.R. 5 110.1(e).

The examination and audit of the Dole for President Committee

initially identified 549 contributions from 422 individuals

and one partnership totaling $246,187.31 that were in excess of

the applicable limitations and had not been refunded,

reattributed, or redesignated in a timely fashion. A list of

these contributions was provided to the Committee at the exit

conference. The audit also determined that the Committee had
not established a separate account for the deposit of

contributions which were possibly excessive or a method to

monitor the amount to be kept in the Committee's accounts while

the permissibility of the contributions was determined. The

audit determined that the Committee appeared to have had

sufficient permissible funds to have made the refunds.

These contributions included 397 contributions from 333

10. The list mistakenly identified the partnership contributionfrom Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & Hipple of Pittsburgh as
"Obermayer, ma'
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individuals and one partnership totaling $206,670.21 which had

been untimely refunded with the average number of days from date

of deposit to date of refund being 108. A~ additional 139

contributions from 76 contributors totaling $32,856.60 were

redesignated by the contributors and transferred to the

compliance fund, but not in a timely manner. The average number

of days from the date of deposit to the date of refund was 115.

Four contributions from four contributors totaling $1,505.00 had

been refunded but the refund checks had not cleared the

Committee's account. Nine contributions from nine contributors

totaling $5,155.00 had not been refunded. Zn response to the

interim Audit Report, the committee provided certain information

regarding the nine contributions that had not been refunded and

the four refund checks that had not been cashed. The audit

determination was adjusted to delete four contributions totaling

$55.50.

Thus, the audit concluded that the Dole for president

Committee had accepted 545 contributions in excess of the

applicable limits from 419 contributors totaling $246,131.81 that

were not timely refunded, redesignated or reattributed.

2. Apparent Excessive Contributions from political
Committees

The examination and audit of the Committee initially

determined that the Committee had accepted contributions from 13

political committees that exceeded the applicable limitations by

$19,670. Four of these excessive contributions totaling

$8,000.00 had been refunded but not in a timely manner. The
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average number of days from date of deposit to date of refund V85

116. One excessive contribution totaling $2,000.00 was

redesignated to the compliance fund but was not transferred in a

timely manner (106 days). The remaining excessive contributions

totaling $9,670 had not been refunded.

In response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee stated

it had no record of receiving 10 contributions totaling $14,120.

The audit located check copies for 6 of these 10 contributions

totaling $12,050.00 from the Committees contribution batch

records. The Committee conceded two contributions totaling

$2,000.00 were excessive and stated a refund would be made, but

to date no evidence of such refunds has been provided.

The audit further determined that four contributions totaling

$795 were earmarked contributions. Two other contributions

totaling $2,000.00 were reported by the Committee under the name

of an individual, but no documentation was found to establish

that they were earmarked. Two contributions totaling $1,500.00

appear excessive based on the contributing committee's reports.

Thus, the audit concluded that the Committee had accepted

excessive contributions from 11 political committees totaling

$18,875. The political committees making these excessive

contributions and the excessive amounts are:

Committee Excessive Amount

1. Arthur Young & CO. PAC $2,500
2. Dallas Citizens PAC $1,000
3. Fluor Corp. PAC $2,000
4. Good Gov't PAC $1,000
5. Hartford Insurance PAC $2,000
6. Johnston for Congress $1,000
7. Nat. Good Gov't Fund $1,000
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8. G.E. PAC $2,000
9. Small Bi: PAC $4,000
10. Southwestern Bell PAC $375
11. Tele-Coum. PAC $2,000

Total $18,875

The Dallas Citizens PAC terminated in 1988. Arthur Young £

Company PAC is now known as Ernst & Young Los Angeles Political

Action Committee.

3. Compliance Fund

Commission regulations per3it a candidate to establish a

legal and accounting compliance fund prior to being nominated as

a major party candidate for President. 11 C.P.R.

S 9003.3(a)(1)(i). Contributions which exceed the contributor's

limitation for the primary election may be deposited in the

compliance fund if the candidate obtains the contributor's

redesignation of the contribution in accordance with 11 C.F.X.

S 110.1. 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3(a)(l)(iii). If a candidate is not a

candidate in the general election, any contribution made vith

respect to the general election shall be refunded, redesignated,

or reattributed. 11 C.F.R. S 102.9(e). Such refunds,

redesignations, and reattributions should be made within sixty

(60) days from the date of the nomination for president by the

party of the candidate who is not in the general election in

accordance with 11 C.F.R. S llO.l(b)(3)(i).

The Dole for President Committee established a compliance

fund in 1987 and registered it with the Commission. A total of

$102,662.55 in funds were redesignated and transferred to the

compliance fund in addition to $16,292.00 in direct contributions



to the fund. Because the Republican Party nominated its
candidate for President on August 17, 1988, the Committee should
have refunded, redesignated, or reattributed these funds within
sixty (60) days of August 17, 1988, or no later than October 16,

1988.

The fund reported $19,542.00 in refunds through September 30,
1988. In addition, letters were sent to all contributors

offering them a choice of redesignating their contributions to
the newly-established Penalty & Interest Fund or receiving a
refund.1' In response to this letter, contributors redesignated

(~4
11. The letter vas dated between August 9, 1986, and August 22,1968, and signed by Scott Morgan, Chief Counsel for theCommittee. It stated that the Committee had established thePenalty & Interest Fund "to pay any fines or penalties theFederal Election Commission might levy against Senator Dole andDole for President after the completion of the PlC's currentaudit." The letter further noted that such a fund "is permittedunder 11 C.F.R. S 9034.4(b)(4) of the Federal Election Commission
regulations."

We note that this regulation provides that civil or criminalpenalties paid pursuant to the Act are not qualified campaignexpenses and cannot be defrayed from contributions or matchingpayments. The regulation further provides that any "amountsreceived or expended to pay such penalties shall not beconsidered contributions or expenditures but all amounts soreceived shall be subject to the prohibitions of the Act." Itfurther adds that any "amounts received or expended under thissection shall be reported in accordance with 11 CFR part 104."Although the Commission has not explicitly approved theestablishment of separate penalty and interest funds, thelanguage of the regulation would appear to permit a candidate todo so. The regulation does refer to "amounts received orexpended" for the purpose of paying penalties and requires thatthey be reported. Since such funds are not contributions andsince contributions or matching payments cannot be used to paypenalties, the establishment of a separate account would appearnecessary. it would therefore follow that this separate accountcould register and report as a separate entity with theCommission. Moreover, transfers to such a fund from thecompliance fund would also appear permissible when prior approvalis first obtained from the contributor who is also given the
option of requesting a refund.
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$50,814.00 to the Penalty & Interest Fund. The redesignation

letters were date stamped as received back by the Committee

between August 26, 1988, and September 22, 1988. Therefore, they

were also made within the 60-day period.'2

Thus, the remaining funds totaling $48,596.55 deposited into

the compliance fund were not refunded or redesignated within 60
days. On January 25, 1991, the Committee submitted photocopies

of 105 contribution refund checks totaling $48,748.55 dated

January 16 and 17, 1991. Only the front of these checks were
provided. Therefore, the audit could not determine whether or
not these contributions had actually been refunded.14 We note
that the compliance fund reported making $41,381.50 in refunds On
January 16, 1991, with remaining cash on hand of $12,544.97.~~

4. Summary

Based on the foregoing, there is reason to believe the Dole

for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) by knowingly

accepting excessive contributions from individuals and a

12. The audit also noted that through September 30, 1988, thePenalty & Interest Fund had earned $6,035.18 in interest.

13. The difference between $48,598.55 and $48,748.55 wasexplained by a transfer of $325 from the compliance fund to thepenalty & interest fund that should have only been $175. Thetreasurer had stated that the $150 would be transferred back tothe compliance fund. Instead, the Penalty & Interest Fundreported a $150 payment on January 30, 1991, to the Dole forPresident Committee as a reimbursement for accounting services.

14. The audit also noted that any refund checks that remainoutstanding are governed by 11 C.F.R. 9038.6 which would requirethat such funds be made payable to the United States Treasury.

15. This amount appears to represent those contributions forwhich the Committee did not have current addresses.
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partnership totaling $246,131.81 and by knowingly accepting

excessiv, contributions from political committees totaling

$18,875 that were not redesignated, reattributed, or refunded ii'

a timely manner, and by knowingly accepting contributions with

respect to the general election through the compliance fund that

were not refunded, redesignated, or reattributed within 60 days

of the nomination of the Republican Party's candidate for

President. Furthermore, there is reason to believe the Dole fer

President Committee violated 2 U.s.c. S 434(b) by not reportiflg

the attribution of the Obermayer, Rebmann, Mazvell & Mipple

partnership contribution to the appropriate partners.

g* Delegate Committees

The Act requires that each treasurer of a political committee

file reports of receipts and disbursements in accordance with the

provisions of 2 U.s.c. S 434(a). 2 U.S.C. S 434(a). A principal

campaign committee is required to consolidate in each of its

report the reports submitted to it by any authorized committees.

11 C.F.R. S 104.3(f).

The treasurer of a committee shall keep an account of: all

contributions received by or on behalf of such committee; the

name and address of any person who makes any contribution in

excess of $50, together with the date and amount of such

contribution by any person; the identification of any person who

makes a contribution or contributions aggregating more than $200

during a calendar year, together with the date and amount of any

such contribution; the identification of any political committee

which makes a contribution, together with the date and amount of
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any such contribution; and the name and address o~ every person

to whom any disbursement is made, the date, amount, and purpose

of the disbursement, and the name of the candidate and the office

sought by the candidate, if any, for whom the disbursement was

made, including a receipt, invoice, or canceled check for each

disbursement in excess of $200. 2 U.S.C. S 432(c). The

treasurer must preserve all the above-mentioned records and

copies of all reports required to be filed by this subchapter for

three years after the report is filed. 2 U.s.c. S 432(d).

Political comittees must maintain records, including bank

records, with respect to matters required to be reported.

11 C.F.R. S 104.14(b). These records must provide, in sufficient

detail, the necessary information and data from which the reports

and statements may be explained, verified, and checked for

accuracy and completeness. 11 C.F.R. S 104.14(b).

A candidate may designate additional political committees in

accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 102.13 to serve as committees which

will be authorized to accept contributions or make expenditures

on behalf of the candidate. 11 C.F.R. S 101.1(b). A delegate

committee is a group of persons that receives contributions or

makes expenditures for the sole purpose of influencing the

selection of one of more delegates to a national nominating

convention. 11 C.F.R. S 110.14(b)(2). A delegate committee

which qualifies as a political committee under 11 C.F.R. 5 100.5

must register with the Commission and report its receipts and

disbursements in accordance with 11 C.F.R. Part 104. Id.

The audit indicates that the Dole Committee failed to report
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certain receipts and disbursements by delegate committees in its

reports to the Commission. The audit also indicates that records

regarding these receipts and disbursements were not maintained.

The funds involved were those received and disbursed by eighteen

delegate committees, fifteen of which were located in Illinois

and three of which were located in Maryland.

The audit reviewed the Dole Committee records for the

delegate committees and the delegate committees' records, many of

which vere incomplete. The audit also reviewed the reports which

the delegate committees filed with the Commission.'6 In order to

obtain more complete information, the Commission subpoenaed the

bank records of the delegate committees. Using all of the

aforementioned information, the Audit department determined that

the Dole Committee failed to report $27,531.83 in receipts and

$42,660.10 in disbursements regarding the delegate committees

As a principal campaign committee, the Dole Committee was

responsible for consolidating the information contained in

reports submitted to it by authorized committees in the

Committee's reports to the Commission. 17 Most of the delegate

16. Many of the delegate committees filed some of the required
disclosure reports. However, most of the delegate committees
failed to file all of the required reports.

17. Senator Dole authorized thirteen of the delegate committees
by amending his statement of candidacy. In response to the
Interim Audit Report, the Committee stated that "DFP had three
delegate committees in Maryland and 15 in Illinois." Therefore,
it appears that the Dole Committee viewed all eighteen of the
delegate committees as authorized committees despite the fact
that the amendments to Senator Dole's statement of candidacy do
not list all of these committees. For instance, most of the
Illinois delegates committees are listed as authorized.
Moreover, four of the five committees not listed on Senator Dole
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committees filed a few reports directly with the Commission.

Nevertheless, as they were authorized committees, the Dole

Committee was responsible for filing a consolidated report which

included all of the delegate committees' activity. Even if the

delegate committees did not submit reports to the Committee or

submitted incomplete reports to the Committee, the Committee yes

still responsible for obtaining the information and reporting the

receipts and disbursements to the Commission in a consolidated

report.

Based on the foregoing, there is reason to believe that the

Dole for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434 by failing

to report the receipts and disbursements of the eighteen delegate

committees in its consolidated reports.

(Footnote 17 continued from previous page)
statement of candidacy nevertheless filed statements of
organizations identifying the Dole Committee as an affiliated
committee. The remaining committee listed the Dole Committee
treasurer as a signatory on its bank account. Therefore, we have
treated all Illinois delegate committees as authorized.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2O4~3

December 5, 1991

Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel
Packard Building
Philadelphia, PA 19102

RE: MUR 3309
Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell &
Hippel

Dear Sir:

On November 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission foundthat there is reason to believe Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell &Hippel (Respondents") violated 2 U.S.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A), aprovision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, asamended (the Act'). The Factual and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for
your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit anyfactual or legal materials that you believe are relevant to theCommission's consideration of this matter. Please submit suchmaterials to the General Counsel's Office within 15 days of yourreceipt of this letter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information demonstratingthat no further action should be taken against you, theCommission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-.probable causeconciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfETEe of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commissioneither proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or



Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel
page 2

recommending declining that pre-probable cause Conciliation bepursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend thatpre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this tineso that it nay complete its investigation of the matter.Further, the Commission will not entertain requests forpre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable causehave been nailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinelygranted. Requests must be made in writing at least five daysprior to the due date of the response and specific good causemust be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the GeneralCounsel 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 tornstating the name, address, and telephone number of such c@unsel,and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications andother communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 43?g(a)(12)(A), unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to bemade public.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact JeffreyD. Long, the staff person assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690.

Sin

riu 7,r//~Vy 
A'

n Warren McGarry(~-
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedureg~,
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONRISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel NUN: 3309

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.

2 U.S.C. S 437(a)(2). It is based on the audit of the Dole for

President Committee pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a).

No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). These

limitations apply separately to each election, except that all

elections held in any calendar year for the office of President

of the United States (except a general election for such office)

shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(6).

No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any

contributions in violation of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

Commission regulations explain that contributions which

exceed the contribution limitations may be deposited into a

campaign depository. If any such contributions are so deposited,

the treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the

contribution by the contributor in accordance with Commission

regulations. If a redesignation or reattribution is not

obtained, the treasurer shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
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contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

Commission regulations provide that any contribution made by

more than one person, except for a contribution made by a

partnership, shall include the signature of each contributor on

the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a

separate writing. A contribution made by more than one person

that does not indicate the amount to be attributed to each

contributor shall be attributed equally to each contributor. If

a contribution to a candidate on its face or when aggregated with

other contributions from the same contributor exceeds the

limitations on contributions, the treasurer may ask the

contributor whether the contribution was intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person. A contribution shall be

considered to be reattributed to another contributor if the

treasurer of the recipient political committees asks the

contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

contribution by more than one person and informs the contributor

that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of

the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution

and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the treasurer's

receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide the

treasurer with a written reattribution of the contribution, which

is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount to

be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(k).

Commission regulations also provide that a contribution by an

unincorporated partnership is attributed to the both the
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partnership and the partners Cl) in direct proportion to his or

her share of the partnership profits or (2) by agreement of the

partners as long as only the profits of the partners to whom the

contribution is attributed are reduced (or losses increased) and

these partners' profits are reduced (or losses increased) in

proportion to the contribution attributed to each of them.

11 C.F.R. S 110.1(e). A contribution by a partnership shall not

exceed the limitation on contributions by individuals, or in the

case of a candidate for nomination for President $1,000.

The examination and audit of the Dole For President Committee

revealed that the Respondent had made contributions to the

Committee that aggregated $5,000 and vhich were not redesignated

to another election, reattributed to a spouse or other person, or

refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Committee. Thus,

these contributions exceeded the $1,000 limitation for

contributions to candidates for President of the United States.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Obermayer, Rebmann,

Maxwell & Hippel has violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).
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WILEY. REIN & FIELDING ICV n~ r~rp~~

6776 K SingE?, N. W.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 80006

(*01) 480*7000

7~SIMILEDecember 5, 1991 (202) 429-7040WRY3#3 bmgc~ DIAL NUMBER TELEX 240340 WVRN UR

(202) 429-7301

lAwrence N. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 3 Street, N.V.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Jeffrey Long

Re: NUR 3309 (General Electric Company PLC

and Robert V. Nelson. as Treasurer)

Dear Mr. Noble:

This office has just been retained to represent the
General Electric Company PAC and Robert V. Nelson, as
Treasurer ("Respondents") in Matter Under Review ("MUR")
3309. An executed Statement of Designation of Counsel form
is attached hereto.

A response to the Commission's Factual and Legal
Analysis is currently due on December 10, 1991. In order to
fully confer with our client and to obtain whatever
information and documentation which may prove necessary, and
in light of the upcoming holidays, Respondents respectfully
request a thirty-day extension of time to and including
January 9, 1992, to respond to this matter.

Your favorable consideration of this request will be
appreciated.

Sincerely,

Carol A. Laham

Enclosure

cc: Robert W. Nelson
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3309

NA ~ Carol A. Laham

ADO~33  Wiley, Rein & Fielding

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20006

202/429-7301

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

COmmunications from the commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

11/27/91
Date Signature

RPOUD?'s ~ Robert W. Nelson, Treasurer f or General Electric Company PAC

ADDSS: 3135 Easton Turnpike

Fairfield, CT 06431

Horn. Puc~, ________________________

BUSXS 1: _________________________
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

December 12., 1991

Carol Laham, E5quire
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 3309
General Electric Company PAC
and Robert W. Nelson, as
treasurer

Dear Ms. Laham:

This is in response to your letter dated December 5, 1991,
4 vhich we received on that day, requesting an extension of 30 days

to respond to the reason to believe finding in the
4 above-referenced matter. After considering the circumstances

presented in your letter, I have granted the requested extension.
Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on
January 9, 1992.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



December 5, 1991

Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Co~ission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

MANATT, PHELPS, PHILLIPS £ KANTOR
a .a~.aasa. ,ug~vemo pO*pgUStOu*I. com,.a,,sws

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

'800 NEW MANPS4ImE AVENUE. NW.

SUItE 800

WASMINSTON. S.C. a003@-@a6S

RE: MUR 3309 - Dave Williams,
Respondent

Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter requests an extension of time until Pecember 20,1991 to respond to the above-referenced MUR. Mr. Williams response
is presently due on December 10, 1991. The additional amount oftime is necessary to prepare a response because of the respondent's
travel schedule.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

Sincerely,

recht

J

TELEPHONE (2083 463-4)00
VAX t36e~ 463-4364

soni 463-4365
- - mc seiaa~

LOS -~ awmm@ oo~m

C-, ~I
'19~fy~

U, ~



uiaa 3309

NMU OV C~W.:

ADDRESS:

Trnu3~

william C. Oldaker / Lyn Utrecht

Suite 200

1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.

1Jnah4ngtnn~ DC. 20036

202-463-4300

11

if
The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from th. commission and to act on my behalf before

the Coiniss ion.

November 27, 1991
Date

RZSPOMDT S NAIU:

ADDRESS:

HONE FEOUK:

BUSIS IUO:

Signature

Dave H. Williams

510 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

212-969-1177

212-969-1020
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

December 11, 1991

Lyn Utrecht, Esquire
Nanatt, Phelps Phillips £ Kantor
1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Suite 200
Washington, D.C. 20036-6889

RE: HUE 3309

Dave Williams

Dear Es. Utrecht:

This is in response to your letter dated December 5, 1991.,
which we received on that day, requesting an extension until
December 20 to respond to the reason to believe finding in the
above-referenced matter. After considering the circumstances
presented in your letter, I have granted the requested exte~5iOfl.
Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on
December 20, 1991.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely.

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralega I
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MANATT, PHELPS PHILLIPS & KANTOM
* 0*@YUS~ge ~.,....ue .@*,e*eeua~ .. *..u*taews

ATTOPNEYS AT LAW
TELEPHONE 8088 4~-430O 8800 NEW HANPONIAK AVENUE NW.

FAX £8031 4684304 SUItE 800
8081 4684303 WAN.N*V@N. D.C. 80030-6606

December 5, 1991

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Coission
999 N Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

min ~v c emaam
we ea~ ~m~a oo~

mm

U' ~

V

RE: MUR 3309 - Drovning-Ferx~is
Industries ("5F1)
Respondent

Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter requests an extension of time until December 30,
1991 to respond to the above-referenced matter. The SF1 response
is presently due on December 10, 1991. The extension of time is
necessary in order to obtain and review the records regarding the
underlying matters at issue in the referral.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

Sincerely,

I
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m 3309

M OF cin.~ William C. Oldaker / Lyn Utrecht

ADams: Suite 200

1200 New Hampshire Ave., NW

Washington, D.C. 20036

?ULU: 202-463-4300

The abOve-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

coinunicatioo.s from the Coission and to act on my behalf before

the Coission.December 4, 1991

Date

R3SIOUDTS HAlE:

HG PUO3:

susrins iuain~

ignature

Browning-Ferris Industries
Robert V. Price, Divisional Vice President

757 N. Eldridge

P.O. Box 3151

Houston, Texas 77253

713-870-8024



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

December 10, 1991

Lyn Utrecht, Esquire
Manatt, Phelps, Phillips & Kantor
Suite 200
1200 Nev Hampshire Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20036

Re: MUR 3309
Browning-Ferris Industries

Dear Ms. Utrecth:

This is in response to your letter dated December 5, 1991,
vhich we received on December 5, 1991, requesting an extension
until December 30. 1991 to respond to the Commissions finding.
After considering the circumstances presented in your letter,
I have granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your
response is due by the close of business on December 30, 1991.

Per your conversation with George Rishel, via telephone,
copies of the requested documents have been enclosed for your
review.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

1£

Lawrence D. Parrish

Staff Attorney

End:

.1;. -,
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SKADDEN, ARPs, SLATE. MEAG~ER & FLOM
1440 NEW YORK AVENUE. N W

WASHINGTON. D C 20005-2107

(202) 371-7000

December 5, 1991

BY HAND

SOSTON

SRUSSELS
CHICAGO

HONG KONG
LONOON

LOS ANGELES
NEW YORM

SAN PRANCISCO

SYDNEY
TOKYO

TORONTO

WILMINGTON

Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Comission
999 £ Street, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20364
Attn: Anne A. Weissborn

Re: 14iR 3309

Dear Mr. Noble:

Enclosed please find a completed Designation of
Counsel statement for Campaign America and Judith F.
Taggart, as treasurer, the respondents in MUR 3309.
Please date stamp the extra copy for our files.

1~~>
S i n~.4v~-.1

Enclosure

V

c~I~
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gW~ 3309

uaain ow cinw~a
ADDRESS I

?RLEIUO3:

Kenneth A. Gross

Skadden, Arps, SlateMeagher & Flom

1400 New York Ave., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2107

202/37 1-7007

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Dec. 4, 1991

Date

RBSPOUDUIT 'S MANE:

ADDRESS:

HONE PEONK:

BUSIS FUONK:

ture

Campaign America
Judith F. Taggart, as Treasurer
Jo-Anne L. Coe, Assistant Treasurer

Campaign America

* 511 Capitol Court, N.E. - Suite 100

Washington, D.C. 20002

703/845-1714

202/543-5016

* Note: Effective December 18, address will be:
900 - 2nd Street, N.E. (Suite 114/115)
Washington, D.C. 20002
202/408-5105

I rY4~j

U, ;cc,
~1*'I

-
-
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SKADOUND ARPS. SLATE. MEAGHER & FLOM

440 NEW YORK AVENUE, N W.

WASHINGTON. D C 20005-2107

(202) 371-7000

December 9, 1991

BY HAND

mOSTO..
UPUSSELS
CHICAGO

HOtdG KONG
LONDON

LOS ANGELES
NEW v0~

SAN PANCISCO
SYDNEY
TOKyO

TOSONTO
WILMtNGTO#4

Lavrence N. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Coission
999 3 Street, Northvest
Washington, D.C. 20463
Attn: Anne A. Weisaborn, Esq.

Re: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Noble:

Campaign America, Inc. and Judith Taggart, as
treasurer, request pre-probable cause conciliation pursu-
ant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). We are iediately re-
questing pre-probable cause conciliation in the hope that
this matter viii be resolved expeditiously and that the
Comission will favorably view our effort to fully coop-
erate in this matter as we have in the course of the Dole
for President audit.

Although we have requested pre-probable cause
conciliation, we intend to proffer information to reduce
the amount alleged to be in violation of 1 w~nd mitigate
the terms of the final dispositio ma ter.

LEO
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E~rs, Huiw, KEOJ.mt & Rx rrml Co., LP.A.

JOHN P. ALLEVATO
DONALD A. ANTRIM
JACK A. EJERKE
JOHN P. ERODY
WILLIAM J. EROWN
LARRY K. CARNAHAN
STEPHENE. CHAPPELEAR

~ T~LEY
JOHN L. GRAY
DONALD W. GREGORY
ALLUN L. HANDLAN
EDWARD C. HERTENSTEIN
THOMAS W. HILL

8~INURD
CHARLES J. KEOLER
P. KEVIN KERNS
RONALD L. MASON
LARRY J. MoCLATCHEY
JOHN C. McDONALD
SAMUEL C. RANDAZZO
PAUL 0 RITTER JR.
STEVEN R. RUS&I
S. MARTLJN STEGER
ROGER P. SUGARMAN
KEVIN L. SYKES
JOHN P. THOMAS
JOHN S. TINOLEY
MELVIN 0. WEINSTEIN
SEATRICE E. WOLFER
MICHAEL E. ZATEZALO

AFTORIdEYS AND OOUNSEL.ORS AT LAW
CAPrTOL UDUARE

SLWTE 600
65 EAST STATE STREET

COLUMSUS, OHIO 43215-4204

TELEPHONE: (614) 462-5400

FAX: (#14) 464-2634

CASLE: LAW EHKR

December 6, 1991

via i~ ~s

LORI A. URRINOTONROSERT 0. COHEN
ANN L. COLUSSI
JASON M. DOUN
MICHAEL J. GAl-SAND
ROGER A. GILCREST
MARGARET L. GRAMANN
JAMES M. GRONER
PAUL R. NESS
ROSIN SMITH HOKE
PAUL L. HOKEMEVER
GAVIC M. JOHNSON
DAViD A. KULWICICI
GREGORY 0. MAY

TODD F. PALMER
RICHARD P. ROSW.IUERRY
0. JUOSON SCHEAFE
KARL W. SOHEDLUR
RICHARD W. SCHU~AANN. JR.
ROSERT 0. SOHUIAR
MICHAEL U. SCOUERE
THEODORE SCOTT JR.
AMY M. SHEPHE~
JAMES S. P. SISTO
MARY TEN SYOK TAYLOR
FRANK A. TiTUS
TIMOTHY T. TULLIS
DOUGLAS V. WOLFE
NOR4 S. WOLFF

OF COUNSEL
JOHN C. DUAL
PALL R. LEONARD
NOSERT 0. MAROrTA
S. NOEL MELVIN
JOSH M. ME.LJOIM

Federal Election Commission
999 E. St. N.W.
Room 657
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Jeffrey Long

Re: HULII&2

Dear Jeff:

m
C-)

N) 7:
N) -

~J, ~;

This is to confirm our legal representation of Mr. U.E.
Patrick in the above-captioned matter, as we discussed on December
3, 1991. Enclosed is the Statement of Designation of Counsel
required by the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission").

m
Set forth below is our response to the Commission's Factual c-~I

and Legal Analysis and request that this matter be dismissed.

On February 17, 1988, Mr. U.E. Patrick donated $2,500.00 by~
check to the Dole for President Committee. At the time, ~
Patrick was unaware that this contribution was in excess of the..,
amount allowed by an individual to a presidential candidate'5~
committee with respect to an election.

On February 25, 1988, the Dole Committee apparently deposited
Mr. Patrick's check. (See, attached correspondence marked as
Exhibit A.) Thereafter, on March 28, 1988, the Dole Committee
Campaign Counsel Scott E. Morgan wrote to Mr. Patrick advising that
this contribution exceeded the Commission's $1,000.00 contribution
limit. (See, Exhibit A.) Mr. Morgan requested instructions from
Mr. Patrick regarding the excess portion of the contribution

~c
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ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

Jeffrey Long
December 6, 1991
Page Two

($1500.00). (See, Exhibit A.) In response, on April 4, 1988, Mr.
Patrick signed and mailed back tli. form Mr. Morgan provided,
wherein Mr. Patrick instructed that he be refunded the excess
portion of his contribution. (See, Exhibit A.)

On numerous dates subsequent (June 22, July 21 and August 17,
1988), Mr. Patrick's office called the Dole Committee to inquire
regarding the status of the refund. (See, Exhibit A.). Finally,
on August 29, 1988, the Dole Committee refunded the excess portion
to Mr. Patrick. (See, attached correspondence marked as Exhibit
B.)

Mr. Patrick inadvertently and unintentionally contributed in
excess of the $1,000.00 limit. However, upon notification of the
problem he immediately requested a refund of the excess portion of
the contribution. By no fault of Mr. Patrick, and despite repeated
follow-up by him, the Dole Committee failed to promptly provide the
refund. It is clear that the failure to refund within 60 days from
the receipt of the contribution lies with the Dole Committee 5

unresponsive handling of Mr. Patrick's timely request for refund.
Mr. Patrick made every effort to comply with 11 CFR S103.3 (b) (3),
which permits redesignation, reattribution or refunding of excess
portions of contributions to correct an over-the-limit
contribution. For these reasons, we do not believe that Mr.
Patrick is in violation of 2 U.s.c. 441 (a) (1) (A).

Based upon these additional facts set forth here, we hope that
the Commission will reconsider its position regarding this matter
and dismiss the instant proceedings against Mr. Patrick. We look
forward to hearing back from YOU regarding this matter at your
earliest convenience. Please advise if any further information is
required for reconciliation of this situation.

Sincerely,

Richard W. Schuermann, Jr.

RWS:dkl
Enclosures
cc: Mr. U.E. Patrick

J. Richard Emens, Esq.
John C. McDonald, Esq.
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MM a? ~ Richard W. Schueruann. Jr.

ADSSIs Buena, Hurd, Kegler Is Ritter Co., L.P.A.

65 E. State St., Suite 1800

Columbus, Ohio 43215

TuO , (614) 462-5400

The above-uaa.4 individuaL ii hereby d.sinated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notification and other

Comunications from the Comission and to act on my behalf before

the cemission.

Date 54nature

iisiomininS ~lU, U.E. Patrick

Patrick Petroleum Co.

P.O. Box 747

Jackson, MI 49204

uosin iuoin. _______________________



13. Os. *i

-4
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(2021 rn-win N~e~c~RoJa

Usrch 25. 1555

Nt. U. K. Patrick
P0 Boz 747
Jackson. XI 49204

Dear Kr. Patrick:

Thank you very mach for your reosat contribution to
Senator Dole a preaideatial. effort. Uf@rtuaat@ly, you have
contributed in ezoess of the 61000.00 limit established by the
Federal Election Comission. b are required to refund the
ezceuuive portion unless the contribution w45 intoinded to be a
2oint coatribution. Acoordingiy. if a~one else has equitable
oumership in the eccount used to make the @@tiibuti@a. thenplease have them fill out and sign #i on the attached form.
If this is done, the campaign can attribute the Oz@essive
portion to that person end put it to work getting Senator Dole
elected.

Of course, if you would prefer a refund simply sign *2
and the campaign viii see to it that you receive a prompt
refund.

Whatever you choose, I urge you to £111 out the attached
form and mail it buck to the campaign imediately. We are
under ~ severe time limit set by the Federal Election

) comaission.

Again, thank you for your support. I apologize for thepaperwork, but I assure you that it Ii very important.
) Sincerely,

Norgaz~4 )

Campaign Couna

Enclosure

EXHIBIT "A"
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Kr. U. 3. Patrick
10 Sox 747
Jackson. 3! 49204

#3. (To be migned by original contributor and other inivLGusl) This
is to certify that S1500.00 of the below uiti@ae
contribution(s) should be attributed to -. The account
contains my personal funds and o~ar signatures apeer below.

~LA Bats Danomitad

378 2/25/88 2500.00

3m
Address -

City/State

Sigmeture.

Sigaatwre.

~1oyer/
Occupation.

(please do not print)

(please Go mat p*Int)

#2 No. the contribution is not joint nor do want the excess
amount transferred to another *ccg~1t. ~ PLease refund the
ascessive portion to ma.

I
(pleas~do not ptint)

If you have any' question. please cull 1-800-262-3653, and ash
for the Receipts Oepartmnt.
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August 29. 1,66

Mr. U.E. Patrick
P.O. SON 757
Jackson. Michigan

UemaIs~' Dais apprecla6.. all you support and looks forwardt
Dear Mr. Patrick:

We apologize for the daisy In your re1~mnd.
getting the payment IS the correct address.

receiving your continued Interest In his f~abJm palitlesi afforts.

Dais ~Uoo

We had difficulty

EXHIBIT "B"
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-. m * mm ~.. I. _______________-J susemupv,*u I-
ContuibsiUsm ftuAmnd #4..p W*1s
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sign
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PhI~ S. Beck
m cmi ~uw Dfr~:

312 661-2368
312 681-2000 Fmcslmllm:312 681-2200

December 6, 1991

C, ~

I~ '~

Federal Election Commission
999 3 Street, W.V.
Washington, D.c. 20463

Re: NUR 3309: Contran

Dear Sir or Madam:

Enclosed is the Designation of Counsel

referenced matter. Please send me copies of the
records from which the Commission concluded that
to believe Contran violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

in the above-Dole campaign
there is reason

Sinc~ely,

Philip . Beck

PSB/dec
End:

Dww Las Angol.s New ~brk

'~

$ ~nr ~ Cl 'ON C( M~'ISSI44
KIRKLAND & ELLIS 9IOEC-9 AiII:t,9

m E.~ Rendo~h Dr~s
chicago, Ifllnols 60801



r ci D.S~aau or

- 3Jo9
inaain or Philip S. Beck

ADDUS: Kirkland & Ellis

200 East Randolph Drive

Chicago, IL 60601

TZIWUO: 312-861-2388

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

cOunsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

couriications from the Coission and to act on my behalf before

the Coission.

.11/2 C/'?/
Date

RBSFOUD '5 KAlE:

ADDRESS:

H~IE PUOU:

BUSIS 130MB:

Signature

Contran Corporation

3 Lincoln Centre

5430 LBJ Freeway, Suite 1700

Dallas, Texas 75240

214-233-1700



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

December 10, 1991

Philip S. Beck, Esquire
Kirkland & Ellis
200 East Randolph Drive
Chicago, Illinois 60601

Re: MU! 3309

Cont ran

Dear Mr. Beck:

This is in response to your letter dated December 6, 1991,
which ye received on December 9, 1991, requesting copies of the
records from vhich the Commission concluded their finding of
reason to believe contran violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b. Enclosed
you will find copies of the requested documents for your review.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence D. Parrish
Staff Attorney

End:
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DOLE FOR PRESIDENT

REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURE

PLEASE MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO:

rhr~ tax iiu~ma/
UJU1CAJ ~4TJJ rit~& -'

IN THE AMOUNTOF:#I(,(J~a~
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~
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COUNSEL: ~4LI~..-' ~v. *~
~ Al ~

COMPTROLLER:
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DPTY - -

CHAIRMAN:___________
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-~
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1828 L SteeL N.W. * SUIeS 805
~~shinqton. D.C. 20036

4202) 223-9400
ITDDJ (202) 223-9400

February 1, 1988

Contran
5430 LBJ Freeway
Suite 1700
Dallas, Texas 75240

Dear Sir or Madame:

Enclosed please find a check to cover air travel expenses incurred
by Senator Dole and his staff on January 12, 1988. This payment is
made according to Federal Election Coinission regulations calculated
by first class air fare. The following is a breakdown of expenses:

1/12/88 2 1st class fares WDC-BirminghamAL $304.00 $608.00
(Brock, Berkley)

1/12/88 2 1st class fares BirminghamAL-MontgomeryAL $102.00 $204.00
(Brock, Berkley)

1/12/88 2 1st class fares MontgomeryAL-WDC $425.00 j~..Q~Qfl
(Drock, Berkely)

TOTAL $1662.00

I hope this calculation meets with your approval. Thank you for
your assistance.

Sincerely,

E. Morq

Chief Counsel

SEM: jws

Enclosure

Pad 'ci ov D~,4 tof

y
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1828 LS~r.sg.N.W.*SuiSinaO5
Vhshinpon. DC 20036

12021 223-9400
ITDDI 12021 223-9400

March 14. 1966

Contran
5430 LBJ Freeway
Suite 1700
Dallas. Texas 75240

bear Sir or Madame:

Enclosed please find a check to cover air travel expenses incurred
by Mrs. Dole and staff on March 14. 1968. This payment is made
according to Federal Election Comuission regulations calculated by
tirSt class air fare or standard cb*r~e;-rate. The following is a
breakdown of expenses:

3/14 4 1st class fares Chicago.ZL-Rockford.IL $77.00 $308.00
(Dole. Brock. Kassek4um. Romig)

3/14 4 1st class fares Rockford.IL-Peoria.IL $162.00 $648.00
(Dole. Drock. Kassebaum. Romig)

3/14 5 1st class fares Peoria.IL-Springfield.IL $73.00 $365.00
(Dole. Brock. Kassebaum. Rotuig. Burkhardt)

3/14 1 1st class fare DuPage.IL-Palawaukee.IL S2~QLQ.~
(Drock)

$1571.00

2Not served by regular air service. Calculated at a rate of $1,000 an
hour.

Sincerely.

Chief Counsel

S~4: iws

Enclosure

Pad ho' v ~.M Ice PmsuW ~~~mue
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DOLE FOR PRESIDENT

REQUEST FOR EXPENDITURE
~

* PLEASE MAKE CHECK PAYASI

ADDRESS: 9.A2ii 1Wfr

A1ii~ n&~Jw~rY
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5828 L Sheet N.W.* SuIW ~5
~uhington. D~C~ 20036

U021 223-9400
ITDOI (2023 223-9400

March 14, 1988

Cont ran
5430 LBJ Freeway
Suite 1700
Dallas, Texas 75240

Dear Sir or Madame:

Enclosed please find a check to cover air travel expenses incurred
by Mrs. Dole and staff on March 14, 1988. This paYment is sad.
according to Federal Election Cosmimission regulations calculated by
first class air farVor c~andai8~Hftterate. Tie following is a
breakdown of expenses:

3/14 4 1st class fares Chicago.IL-RockfordIL
(Dole, Brock, Kassebaum, Romig)

3/14 4 1st class fares RockfordIL-PeoriaIL
(Dole, Brock, Kassebaum, Romig)

3/14 5 1st class fares PeoriaIL-SprinqfieldIL
(Dole, Brock, Kassebauzu, Romig, Burkhardt)

3/14 1 1st class fare DuPage.IL-PalawaukeeIL
(Brock)

TOTAL

$77.00 S308.00

$162.00 $648.00

$73.00 $365.00

$1571.00

'Not served by regular air service. Calculated at a rate of
hour.

Sincerely,

E. Morg
Chief Counsel

$1,000 an

SD!: iws

Enz1~sure



LRQREEN W~JTERNATUONAt. AVIATION, W4JC.
3850 Three Mile Lane * McMinnville, OR 97128-94% USA

Phone ~5O3) 472-9361 * Fax (503) 472-1048
Telex 360841 * SITA HDQOOEZ

December 4, 199130
YEARS

OF
QUAUTY
wimour

COMPROMISE

Zr-

er!
./)

C, ~:ri,
I

1991.

himi

1. That our records indicate checks in a different amount than the$2100.00 indicated in the "Factual and Legal Analysis" provided by your
office.

2. That the checks were: one, to an exploratory committee and the othersfor tickets to lunches and dinners. At least one check was not signedby Mr. Smith, but by an authorized signator, not an account holder.

3. That while election committees are intimately aware of limitations
and while citizen donors usually unaware of r~ny restrictions, theexisting burden on committees In refund amounts in excess of thelimitations should be pursued before innocent donors are brought to
task.

We request an extension of time so that you may provide us with the detailsof your audit so that we may reconcile the amounts stated in your "Factualand Legal Analysis". Mr. George Rishel informed me that this request wouldbe appropriate under the circumstances of this particular case and indicated
that such requests are routinely granted.

It is my understanding that our next step following conciliation of the figuresis that I will submit to your office a statement as to why the Federal ElectionCommission should not proceed further as to Mr. Smith.

AN EVERGREEN INIUNATIONAL AVIATiON COMPANY

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3309

Deirord M. Smith

Dear Mr. Long:

The above referenced matter was received in this office December 2,

In your absence, I spoke with Mr. George Rishel and discussed with
following:



I further understand that should the Federal Election Commission decide to
continue this matter following submission of the aforementioned letter, that
we would request pre probable cause conciliation.

Further, that the Federal Election Commission is at this time pursuing the
committee which received the funds in question and should they return any
amounts in excess of the limits, that this matter wiU also be closed at that
time.

Please verify the correctness of my understanding of the procedures and if
they are not exactly correct, please advise me as to the specific procedural
requirements. I may be reached at (503) 472-9361, ext. 4111.

Very truly yours,

~
Dennis V. Griffiths, esq.

DVG/ms
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3309

~ .~ Dennis V. Griffiths

AD036, 3850 Three Mile Lane

McMinnville, Oregon 97128

TEL3PUOU3: (503) 472-9361

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

counications fr~ the coission and to act on my behalf before

the Coission.

- If- ~ &~o ~ ~
Date Sf~natuce

~iom
~8:

'S NM:

HO sum.
BU815 1UOin~

Delford M. Suith

3900 North Hembree

McMinnville, Oregon 97128

(503) 472-7264

(503) 472-0011



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

December 12, 1991

Dennis V. Griffiths
3850 Three Rile Lane
Mcftinnville, Oregon 97128

RE: MUR 3309

Delford M. Smith

Dear Mr. Griffiths:

This is in response to your letter dated December 4, 1991,
which we received December 9, requesting an extension to respond
to the reason to believe finding in the above-referenced matter.
After considering the circumstances presented in your letter, I
have granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response
is due by the close of business on December 30, 1991.

The checks in question have been sent to Archives and copies
are not available. We have enclosed the dates and amounts of the
contributions as you have requested.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

#7 ~ /

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal
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Godwin Canton £ Maxwell
3300 NC NB Plaza
901 MaIn Street

Dallas, TX 75202

214/939-4817

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the commission and to act on my behalf before

the commission.

Date gnature
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AD~

UW imom,
iwxs uu

Lonnie Ken Pilgrim

P. 0. Box 393

Daingerfield Street

Pittsburg, TX 75686

903/856-6864

903/856-7901
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~!~ederatioa of Small Busir*esse~
208 GStrect, N.E. ]

Washington, D.C. 2000~

December 10, 1991

John Warren McGarry
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

I.
Re: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. McGarry:

I was out of town and regret the delay in responding to your November 21
letter.

Small BIZ-PAC gave $1,000 to Dole for President on 11/23/87 which we
were qualified to do at that time. Then, anticipating our qualification as a
multi-candidate PAC in May of 1988, we wrote a $4,000 check (dated
5/11/88) to Dole for President for a future event. A Smail BIZ-PAC
member inadvertently gave the check to Dole for President in March of
1988. The Dole for President committee d sited it and the bank cleared
it in March even though the check was dateT~4ay 1988. Once we found
out the check was cashed, we asked for a refund which we received from
Dole for President on 4/14/88. Then, for some reason, several months
later, Dole for President sent another refund check for $4,000. We
refunded Dole for President $3,000 to effectively zero out our account. In
effect, we did not give any contribution to Dole for President.

On the FEC's first charge, it appears that, technically, we issued a check
when not a multi-candidate committee though we anticipated being one by
the date on the check and did not anticipate the check to be delivered and
cashed prior to its date. But that check was refunded which negated the
transaction. On the second finding, we did not exceed the FEC limits to
presidential campaigns since we gave nothing to Dole for President, after
the Dole for President refunds.

I regret the handling of this matter was very awkward and confusing and
can only plead ignorance and lack of time in tending to details.

I hope this satisfies the Commission's findings.
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R LIND STAPI ITY
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December 4, 1991 WALLAC~A,'(N

CERTIFIED MIlL
RETURN RECEIPT REOUNSTED

Kr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Matthew N. Clapp, Jr.

Your Re: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Long:

I spoke with Mr. George Rishel today regarding th. above ~I
matter. Mr. Rishel informed me that you were in Montana and
requested that I write to you regarding the purpos. of my call.

A letter dated November 21, 1991, was sent to Mr. ClaW.
He received it on or about November 25. A response is due on or
about December 10. Because I will be out of town, and since Mr.
Clapp is attempting to obtain financial information pertinent to
this matter, this is to request that we have until January 2,
1992, in which to respond to your inquiry letter.

Please accept this letter as our formal request for an
extension. If anything further is required, please contact my
office. Although I will be out of the country until December
15, 1991, I will be back on Monday, December 16. I thank you
in advance for your assistance and consideration of this matter.
I have also attached a Statement of Designation of Counsel
appointing this firm and myself, which has been signed by Mr.
Clapp.

Very truly yours,

AIKEN, ST. LOUIS & SILJEG, P.S.

Thoma cas
TJL: bid
Enclosure
cc: Mr. N.

Ms. S.

-'a,

I

Clapp, Jr.
Kelley

clqina/12041og
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NAI Q~ Cmw. Thomas J. Lucas

ADORUSS: Aiken. St. Louis & Silieg, P.S.

1215 Norton Building
801 Second Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104

TUL~U: (206) 624-2650

The above-named individual ii hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

counications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

/~i~'W ~
Signature

R3SIOUD'S MAlEs Matthew N. Clapp, Jr.

ADDinS~ 720 Olive Way

Seattle, WA 98101

MOlE PUO: __________________________________

3U818 1: 623-6634

Date



I~ C. ~, JR.
8304 Oakland

Kansas City, Kansas 66011
(913) 334-6689

December 3, 1991
C) ~

John Warren KcGarry
Chairman
Federal Election Coission ~iia
999 3 Street
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Federal Election coemission vs. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.
IDJR 3309

Dear Chairman NcGarry:

This respons. is provided to your November 21, 1991
correspondence alleging I made an excessive contribution to the
Dole for President Camaittee. I wish to provide the folloving

LP factual information and state mitigating circumstances which I
believe d~nstrate no legal action should be taken against me

First, I would like to state I have a very accurate record
keeping system. As such, my records indicate an aggregate amount
of only $1,350.00 not $2,350.00 was given to Senator Dole.
Additionally, my records indicate the following:

(1) Check no. 284 dated 6/10/87 in the amount of $1,000
payable to Dole for President BiDloratorv Camaittee;

(2) Check no. 251 dated 11/27/87 in the amount of $250
p"'y~b1e to Dole for President;

(3) Check no. 252 dated 11/27/87 in the amount of $100
payable to Dole for President.

I am unaware where the additional $1,000 contribution
attributed under my name came from; however, there are several
possibilities. First, my father's name is Leroy C. Tombs also.
His name is usually proceeded by a Sr. and mine by a Jr. It is
possible Senator Dole's office improperly attributed the $1,000 to
myself rather than to my father. Further, it is possible the



December 3, 1991
Page 2

records provided to the Federal Election COmmission were simply
overlooked attributing the additional $1,000 to myself rather than
my father. The additional $1,000, if attributed to my father,
would have had a different address listed on it. I would
appreciate the records on this issue being rechecked. I believe if
I aua guilty of giving an excessive contribution, it was for $1,350
not $2,350.

Second, I believe the Si, 350 contribution was both
redesignated by Senator Dole to another election fund and a portion
of it returned to me. I have enclosed for your reviev the
following documents from Senator Dole's office:

(1) A letter dated December 28, 1987 requesting an
attribution, redesignation or a refund. Attached to said
correspondence is my response shoving $250 should be

(N redesignated to another election fund;

(2) A letter dated February 10, 1988 enclosing a $100 refund

along with the check stub;
(3) A letter dated September 15, 1988 indicating an

additional refund. No check stub is available on this.
liowever, I believe it was $1,000 that was refunded.

According to my calculations, said amounts which were
excessive under the statute were transferred to separate accounts
of Senator Dole's. The enclosed correspondence from Senator Dole's

_ office clearly indicates that such action was taken. I feel that
Senator Dole's redesignation of the excessive funds to a separate
account plus the eventual return of said monies indicates
compliance with the statute.

Furthermore, please note that the checks were made payable to
separate committees. Drafts nos. 251 and 252 were payable to Dole
for President. Draft no. 284 was payable to Dole for President
Exploratory Committee.

Thirdly, I would like to set forth the mitigating
circwmstances in this case. This is the first time I have given to
a political candidate in any federal election. As such, I waS
unaware of the law in this case. I did rely on the Dole for
President committee to inform me of the law. Furthermore, Dole for
President Co.aittee correspondence which I have enclosed clearly
indicates in all three correspondence that I had complied by the
law by Senator Dole's office redesignating portions and giving
several refunds. Please review the December 28, 1987,
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correspondence in th. second paragraph which states, If... the
contribution was not joint, I would ask that you sign '#2'. Dy
doing this, the campaign can put the excessive portions toward a
'Legal and Accounting Compliance Fund' to be used in helping
Senator Dole in the general election. I executed the same vithin
a timely manner and returned it. According to this document, thecontribution put toward the Legal and Accounting Compliance Fund
would have made this amount inapplicable to my contribution. It
appears that $250 was transferred within 60 days from November 27,
1987, the date of my $250 contribution.

The February 10, 1988 correspondence indicates a refund of
$100. The Dole for President Ccjittee indicates it is refunding
$100 which is over the $1,000 limitation. The letter further goes
on to state that Senator Dole would accept any contribution to the'0 Dole for President Compliance Fund in helping Senator Dole in the
general election. Again, it appears that said refund could have
possibly been made within the 60 days. As previously stated, draft

-~ no. 252 was dated November 27, 1987. Dased upon the mailing
system, it is possible that said amount was refunded to myself

'f) within 60 days.

Furthermore, the September 15, 1988 correspondence indicates
a refund was enclosed. The letter clearly indicates that my total
contribution was in compliance with the $1,000 limit set by the
Federal Election Comeission. It appears from the date of this
letter that the $250 was put in the Dole for President Legal and

) Accounting Compliance Account for possibly the general election.
Upon the loss of the primary election by Senator Dole, the
coittee then proceeded to refund an amount. I believe $1,000 was
refunded. It appears that this refunded amount again would bring
my contributions within the legal limitations set.

Lastly, at this time I do not wish to be represented by
counsel. I may at a later date choose to have an attorney enter
his/her appearance.

In the meantime, I request you review the factual and
mitigating circumstances set forth in my case which demonstrate no
legal action should be taken. Should your office choose to pursue
this matter, I am requesting to participate in pre-probable cause
conciliation.

<1



December 3, 1991
Page 4

I look forward to your response. If you have any questions or
coents regarding the foregoing, please feel free to contact .

LCT/dd
Enclosures

cc: Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Coission
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1828 L Suveet, N.W. * SuuIe 805
~inhhigon. DC. 20036

(2021 223-9400
(TDD) (202k 223-9400

December 28, 1987

Mr. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.
633 South 134th
Bonner Springs, KS 66012

Dear Mr. Tombs:

Thank you very much for your recent contribution to
Senator Dole's presidential effort. Unfortunately, you have
contributed in excess of the $1,000.00 limit established by the
Federal Election Cozuuission. We are required to refund the
excessive portion unless the contribution was intended to be S
joint contribution. Accordingly, if anyone else has equitable
ownership in the account used to make the contribution, then
please have them fill out and sign #l" on the attached form.
If this is done, the campaign can attribute the excessive
portion to that person and put it to work getting Senator Dole
elected.

If) If, however, the contribution was not joint. I would ask
-~ that you sign "#2." By doing this, the campaign can put the

excessive portion toward a Legal and Accounting Compliance
O Fund" to be used in helping Senator Dole in the general

election.

Of course, if you would prefer a refund simply sign "#3
and the campaign will see to it that you receive a prompt
refund.

Whatever you choose, I urge you to fill out the attached
form and mail it back to the campaign inuuediately. We are
under a severe time limit set by the Federal Election
Couraission.

Again, thank you for your support. I apologize for the
paperwork, but I assure you that it is very important.

Sincerely,

Campaign Counsel

Enclosure



1828 ISOeL NW. *Sub 805
~shinUon. D.C. 20036

12021223-9400
ITDD? 12021223-9400

December 17, 1987Mr. Leroy C. Tombs
Dormer Springs, KS 66012

DearNr. IroyC.Tambs:~

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal isv
~ requires that we obtain additional information before we can submit

for matching fuz~s a contribution made by money order, cashier's
~ check, traveler's check or other similar negotiable instrument * If

the statmat below is accurate, will you please sign and return it
~'J to the camaittee at your earliest convenience?

Thank you for your help.
If)

Sincerely,

0
Dol President
Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm~mm

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, by money order, cashier's
check, traveler' a check or other similar negotiable instrument
deposited November 17, 1987. This is to verify that the

- - contribiati~n ~ - I. Atli .~ ~.ra~Lal fw4a. - - -_______ -

Name / -~

(~' / ~"~S

Address ~ 'A'? J~ /~?Y' 4" ,' t~ A~'k37
city '~~zv' ~ ~

ID: U66012 T3US 000 L 1 Dseq: 007727m0007 Ltr: 05

F~i hi by O~, hi Pmmdut Commamue



Kr. Leroy C. tombs. 3?.
633 South 134th
Sonom: Springs. KS 6(012

#1 (To be signed by original contributor and other individual) This
is to certify that $250.00 of the below mentioned
contribution(s) should be attributed to me. The account
contains my personal funds and our signatures appear below.

~hncJi...1 Date Deocuited Aa~iank

251 11/30/87 250.00

Name ___________________________________

Address ___________________________________

City/Stem te _____________________________

Signature
(please do not print)

Signature
(please do not print)

'0 Zmployer/
Occupation_____________________________

~> #2 (To be signed if original contribution was ~g±, joint) This is to
certify that $250.00 of contributions I have made to the Dole
for President Comittee may be transferred to the Legal and
Accounting Compliance Fund. This contribution represents my
personal funds. I understand that I could have received a
refund for this ameunt instead

Signature & do no t mt

#3 No, the contribution is not joint nor do I want the excess
amount transferred to another account. Please refund the
excessive portion to me.

Signature ________________________________

(please do not print)

If you have any questions please call 1-800-262-3653, and ask
for the Receipts Department.
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183 LStmSt. N.W.'Su1W85
~bshInpon. DL. 20036

(2021 223-9400
(TOO) (2021 fl3-9400

February 10, 1988

Mr. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.
633 South 134th Street
Bonner Springs, KS 66012

Dear Mr. Tombs:

Your most recent contribution to Dole for President was
received and deposited.

No
However, because Federal Election commission regulations

limit the amount an individual may contribute to a political
candidate to $1,000.00, it is necessary for us to refund to you

'N the $100.00 that is over the limit.

Senator Dole would, of course, gladly accept any
contributions to the Dole for President Compliance Fund, to
be used in helping Senator Dole in the general election. You

O can be sure that Senator Dole very much appreciates your
contribution and hopes that you will continue your support of
his presidential effort.

)

Yours truly,

Dole for President
Couvni ttee

Enclosure
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1828 L Street. N.W. ' Smilee 805
~bshington. D.C. 20036

(2021 223-9400
ETDDI (2021 223-9400

September 15, 1988

Dear Contributor:

Per your request, we are refunding your contribution which
was deposited Into the Dole for President Legal I Compliance Account.

Since you have indicated that you do not want to transfer the
money to the Post Primary Obligation Fund, this refund should bring
your total contribution in compliance with the $1,000 limit Set by the
Federal Election Commission.

The Senator appreciates your support and looks foward to
your continued interest in his political endeavors.

Enclosure
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December 2. 1991 Hadkxd~ CT~115

Federal Election Commission

D.C. 0

Hon. John Warren WcGarry, ChairmanWashington, 20463Hartford Insurance Group
Political Action Committee and
Robert 3. Nageau, as treasurer

Attention: Hr. Jeffrey Long

Dear Mr. Long:

This will refer to Mr. WcGarry's November 21, 1991 letter bearing the
above caption. We are pleased to be able to respond and we believe that,
based upon the following information, the Commission will agree that
there has been no violation of the Federal Campaign Act of 1971 and that
this inquiry can be closed.

Mr. McGarrys letter indicates that the information concerning our
contributions to the Dole for President Committee came from an audit of
the Dole for President Committee. That letter goes on to correctly
recite two contributions which were made by The Hartford Insurance Group
Political Action Committee. These contributions were $2,000.00 by check
dated September 3, 1987 and, inadvertently, another $5,000.00 by check
dated February 22, 1988. However, the audit of the Dole for President
Committee should also have indicated that this inadvertent error was soon
discovered and, on May 30. 1988, the Dole for President Committee
returned to The Hartford Insurance Group Political Action Committee its
check for $2,000.00 representing the excess contribution.

Attached are copies of the Sumnary Page, Detailed Summary Page and
Schedule A (line number 16) from the FEC Form 3X filed by The Hartford
Insurance Group Political Action Committee on October 14 1988, covering
the period July 1, 1988 through September 30, 1988. You will note that
item 16 in column A of the Detailed Summary Page reflects a $2,000.00
refund of a contribution made to a federal candidate. Schedule A for
line number 16 identifies that refund as a $2,000.00 refund from the Dole
for President Committee.
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I am also enclosing a copy of the invoice which accompanied check Mo
030079 which we received from the Dole for President Comittee, dated Kay
30, 1988. Due to internal confusion as to how to account for this refund
we erred in not reporting it until the October 14, 1968 FEC Form 3X
report. However, we believe that as of the return of this excess
contribution, this inadvertent violation had been cured, and that The
Hartford Insurance Group Political Action Coinittee was in compliance
with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

Additionally, we have instituted new procedures to monitor all
contributions to federal candidates during an election cycle to minimize
the likelihood that an inadvertent excess contribution will be made in
the future.

If the foregoing explanation of this matter is acceptable, I trust you
will advise us that your file is being closed. Should you have any
additional questions, we will be pleased to respond to them.

Very truly yours,

HK: amf

enc.

1894Q/40
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lype or F~nnt Nam~f Treasurer

Signature of Treasurer C4ss 0 ~Dale/

~D~ES~numb.r and StYSOt) - Chqck Mr.J~iimnpreVIOU$y reported 2& FEC IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

~ 111CC.AAf{A1 c..~tT p w
CflY.STAft and ZiP CODE 3. [JThisconwnineequaWledasamulUcan~.

~ COniNIIteDURWO ThIS ReportingPeriod

4. TYPE OF REPORT
(a) [3 April 15 Quarterly Report Monthly Report Due On:

o Febuary20 0 June20 0 October20[3July15 Quarterly Report 0 March20 0 July20 0 94oven*er2

o AprU2O 0 AuguSt20 0 December20
[~"Ocbober 15 Quarterly Report 0 May~o 0 September20 0 January31

[]January 31 Year End Report []Tweuui day report prece~ng______________
(Type of Eie~onj

[]July 31 Mid Year Report (Non-alecUon Year Only) election on hi Vie Swe of_______

[]mirueoi day report folowbig Vie Gerwel Election

[]Termination Report __________in the State of__________

(b) lsthasRepo.tanAmendment? []YES 1I~NO

(b) Cash on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Period $

(C) TotalReceipts(tromUne 18)...........................I I . L iii $ ~

(d) Subtotal (add Unes 6(b) and 6(c) for Column A and
Lines 6(a) and 6(c) for Column B)

7. Total Disbursements (from Une 28)...........................

8. Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtract Une 7 from Une 6(d)) . $
9.

Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule C and/or Schedule D) $ -O - contact:

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee Federal Election Comnilsalen
(hemize all on Schedule C and/or Schedule D) $ - 999 E Street. NW

certify that I have examined this Report and to the best of my knowledge Washingtoii~ DC 20463
and complete. f Local 202-376.3120

NOTE Submission of fe, emwieous. or kioraiduW b~,m~wi amy subject Vie person sIg.*ig Vile Report te Vi. pw~.sof2 USC

I I 1 1 I



Name of CommiSee (m lull)
5.~ I -I

I. RECEIPTS

11. CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) FROM.................

(a) lndividuaiS/PSrsOflS Other Than Political Committees. .

(I) Itemized (use Schedule A).................
(ii) Unitemized............................
(iii) Total of contributiOnS from individuals............

(b) Political Party CommitteeS. .

(C) Other Political Committees (such as PACs)..............

(d TOTAL CONTRiBUTIONS (add 11 (a (iii). (b). and (c .

12. TRANSFERS FROM AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES

13. ALL LOANS RECEIVED.................................

'f) AND OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES..................

'N~ 17. OThER RECEIPTS (Divideflds.iflt@feSt. etc.)...................

~'4 18. TOTAL RECEIPTS (add 11(d). 12. 13. 14, 15. 16 and 17)..........

(N) II. DISBURSEMENTS

If) 19. OPERATING EXPENDITURES..........................

20. TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES

~ 21. CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES AND OTHER

q~3.

23. COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PAR1Y COMMITTEES

2U.S.C.441ad useSChedUleF....................

24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE

(a) Individuals/Persons Other Than Political CommitteeS .

(b) Political Party Committees........................

(C) Other Political CommitteeS (such as PACs)............

(d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 26(a). (b). and (c))

27. OTHER DISBURSEMENTS . F~-'kM ~ 1A~ . .

26. TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (add 19. 20. 21,22, 23. 24. 25. 26(d)

30. TOTAL CONTR1BUTION REFUNDS (from Line 26(d) )

31. NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other than Ioans)(SubtlaCt Line 30 from 29).

32. TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES (fran' Line 19 )

33. OFFSETS TO OPERATiNG EXPENDITURES Line 15

34. NET OPERATiNG EXPENDITURES ja Lku~ ~

COLUMN A I

Icfris -%

,e.

p

To:
COLUMN B

Calendar y.ar.ToOat@

fl
6~.- ~

~4.di.) ~
~

- -~

/

*~~-~-:i~

-- -~

-~- -.
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.... ~-
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Any Informoslon copied from such Reports and Statements may no: be sold or used by any person for the purpose of soliciting contributions or for meswnwl
purposes, other than using the name and ad~'m of eny political commietm so solicit contributions from such commlttae.) NAME OF COMMITTEE (in Full)

Th~ If~A4..~J ~ &t4~' y'~?JhkI IkLi I L~i~gI~t (P4~ t4~) __________

A. Full Name, Mailing Addrm and ZIP Code

-- J~ L- r4,WiT /V'.4- r~- ~
__ flC.

Receipt For: [j Primary U General
I......:&A. .1 1 * - -

Name of Employer

Occupation

Aw,.annte V..,e.-.fln#m - C

Date (month.
day. year)

Amount of Each
Receipt this Period

S~ '.gw-a.y'. F.4~~'.-C' 4)t L~ ~iL ~J I ~ *~W**U~~~ ~ ___________ I ________________

8. Full Name Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Eachf day. year) Recaipt this Period

Occupation I
Receipt For: jj Primary U General I

fl Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Oats S ____________

C. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each
day. year) Receipt this Period

Receipt For: [J Primary General Occupation

Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Date S __________

0. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each

If) day. year) Receipt this Period

o _____________________________________________________ Occupation
Receipt For: U] Primary General

[]Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Date S

E. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Cods Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt thu Period

_____________________________________________________ Occupation

Receipt For: U Primary LI General I12 ~1_____
Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Date S ______________

F. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt this Period

_______________________________________________________________ Occupation
Receipt For: U Primary [J General _______________

~Other(specify): AggregateYear-to-DateS _ _ _

G. Full Name. Mailing Address arid ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each
day. year) Receipt this Period

________________________________________________________ Occupation
Receipt For: [j Primary U General _______________

Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Date ~> S

FI;~7OTAL of Receipts This Page (optional) >1 '~~'J ~

l TOTAL This Period (bee pep ibse nus~er o.*) - ..igs.mmemsmsumpu.i iigmmu~..m2i
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Dsos~sr 4, 1991

ILmD. Parrish, I5~.
Paisral 3leotios ~issios
Vsskiagtou, DC 2O4~3 3

me m Group

Deer Mr. Parrisha

V~Ls La te 5Lin our west ts1~ esmwemttin uewis the ~

wow .u~t.s. I e~ ~ ~~s1 ga~t*.s ~*4. f~ the t2.Ia
~isine .1 the 3.Z for Psosidmat ~ I - ~Stii E ~ -
aeq~e he the ~siM t ~mhd. 4s. that v~U ~.t IS ~ she
~of shia m~.

ZR ~ he av~L1 the ~ - ~u~At~ he wmiu their tiISs. See
re~ia, at mint ~mst~ itimal is~w withia shiob to z.ee~ he ~
Vqmrt~ge, ~rou~ tO the Pmiae of Safinstiou het, I - r~ta porn
thin dmm~e iiif 5.4 isrla ~r iniit of the Dole ~itt uinS.4s .4
asp ather intrials is pour poeseesiorn that are relewest to this ~ter. Es
ai&ttios. I - einloeIn~ our ftatinst of Desipiatios of ~am1. Lastly, is
vi~* of our beU.f that the .33egstious do -t Lewelve a kamuiag esi willful
violatios of the statute, The 335 Group La interested La psuresiag ~. po~obeble
cause oouoiliatios. Thank you.

Very truly yours.

John J. Maicrana
~uase1

JJK:sjp (PUCTET)

Maclamare

~bT
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Deosaber 4. 1991

Dole for President Cameittes
P.0.30= 859
McLean, VA 22101

~s NJ !ribute to Senator Dab Dole

Deo~er 6, 1987

Dear Sir or Madam:

In tampons. to a Urn, Jersey Dole for President ~ittes invitatios, ~.
Group purchased tw tickets to the ab fininoticua. ~ 3@'~er 21. 1991. the
Federal Election ~jssion advised .f reason to believe that the pe~obem
of these tickets violated 2 U.S.C. 441b lasamok as the ps~ - ~e by
corporate check.

!he principals of & believe that eued bmee yint
Oinittee and & shortly after these ti~s were pm~eeed. that said

i is relevant to the 130 ex',ss. In test. we helim ~e -v
have bees a refund issued to in order to avoid any isproprieties In this

We are searching our records and have yet to locate the above geferesoed
doc.insnts. It is respectfully requested that you review your files end provide
us vith copies of pertinent and evidence of any refund from the
Omittee.

In addition, it is requested that you provide this information to us as quickly
as possible as a response to the INC is due on Deceaber 30, 1991. contingent upon
the FEC granting a twenty day extension of time. Thank you for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

John 3. Maiorana

counsel

JJM:sjp (WZZ.LY)

cc: Lawrence D. Parrish, Nsq.

1 EVERGREEN PIAI. ~ SO~ 1927. MORRIS1(~N, NJ 07962-1927(201) 6960300 * FAX 001) SWM7Z
MowIuS. NJ * New ~i.k. NY * Columbia, MD * Muiw. GA * 5 i~,, LA * ~homm. ~ * ~
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WR 3309

NM OV C~

ADDRESS:

Tmuz:

u3 John J. Naiorana

do The lEA Group

1 Evergreen Place-P.0.Box 1927

Morristown, NJ 07962-1927

(201) 898-0300
FAX.NO. (201) 898-9472

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

comeuraications from the comeission and to act on my behalf before

the comeission.

Signature-'

RBSPOI4DIT 5 RAI:

ADDRESS:

HONE FUGUE:

3US18 PUONE:

The RBA GrouD

1 Evergreen Place- P.0.Box 1927

Morristown, NJ 01962-1927

(201) 898-0300
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 20463

December 12, 1991

Scott K. Morgan. Esquire
1618 Inverness Drive
Lawrence, Kansas 66047

RE: MUR 3309
Dole for President Committee
James L. Hagen, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Morgan:

Pursuant to your request, enclosed are copies of the
documents presented to your clients at the audit exit conference
which support the audit determination that the Dole for President
Committee (the committee) accepted excessive contributions from
individuals.

You have also expressed orally an interest in pursuing a
conciliation agreement which would encompass both the CommitteC'S
violations and any individual contributors who have been named as

respondents in this matter. If you want to pursue this approach.
you will need to request in writing the names of the individual
respondents. This Office would submit such a request to the
Commission with a favorable recommendation.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3400.

Sincerely,

"I-'- -,:

Anne A. Weissenborn
Senior Attorney

Enclosure
Audit documents



LAW OFFICES

JENNER & BLOCK
A PARTMCA5NSP INCLUDING PROP £SSIOrAL CORPORATIONS

601 THIRTEENTH STREET, N. W.
TWELFTH FLOOR

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20005

(302) 639-6000
(202) 639-6066 VAX

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER:

JONATHAN B. SALLET

December 12, 1991

John Warren McGarry
Chairman
Federal Election Conunission
Washington D.C. 20463

CPIICAO@ OPPICK
0,1K IBM PLAZA

CNICAGO.IL 0001.
(lea) ala-saso

(lea) 587-0404 PAM

MIAMI OPPICE
0MM SIUCATME TOWgR

MIAMI 1 PL alma,
(we) 510-asIa

(zoO) 510-0000 PAM

LAME PORES? orncg
OWE WESTMIMSSR PLACE

LAME POREUT, IL @0045
(700 aoa-saoo

(vo*i a.s-,eeo PAM

-'I

C) I~

~,) ;(~~.i

-49 9~

~

Re: MEJR 3309. Long Lines Limited

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I am appearing in this matter as counsel for the
respondent, Long Lines Limited. Enclosed is a completed form
designating me as counsel for this matter.

Your letter informing Long Lines Limited of the pending
matter was received on December 2, 1991. Accordingly, we
will be responding on or before December 17, 1991, 15 days
after receipt of the letter.

Jonathan B. Sallet

Enclosure
Statement of Designation
of Counsel

cc: Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq.
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&DDSu JSWT & ~1ook

601. Thi~t,,~tk Street. LV.. 12008

V.shlnS!OU. DEC. 20005

YUZI' 2O2~A2G-.hOS0

The &b@y-D5U@d ~n6iyjdg&L is hereby doe igriated as my

counsel and is autborised to reoeiVO any t~otifioatiOW~6 and other

coUmunicatlOnS ~ro the CcmiSSiOS% and to act on my behalf before

the ComiaStOft.

Date r

m~'S WADE:

~N3

uwin vurn:

3t315 iin:

President 4' CEO

Long Lines tisited

504 4th Street

9~. 3i~ai~f~. loua 51054

71Z-943-5566



coi.smuciiow @trCY79/
cOMPANY, W4C.

P.O. Box mu - HousToN, TEXAS 7705 - (713) 235-1600

December 13, 1991

Federal Election Commission rn .9-

Washington9 D. C. 20463
O~b ~

-4f~~

Attention: Lawrence D. Parrish, Esg. .. ~

:co
Re: NUR 3309

Dear Mr. Parrish:

This letter is to confirm the message I left on your voice
mail yesterday, December 12, 1991. I called to confirm the receipt
of Mr. McGarry's November 21, 1991 letter to J. N. Komes, as
President of Becon, informing Mr. Komes of a possible violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act by Becon Construction Company,
Inc. The delay in receipt is due to the fact that Mr. Komes is no
longer employed by Becon, and that the letter was addressed to an
of f ice in Charlotte, North Carolina which is no longer a Becon
office. Mr. George Risher of the Commission re-addressed the
letter to Mr. Komes in Houston on December 4, 1991. The letter was
finally received by the current President of Becon yesterday,
December 12, 1991.

D We are reviewing the situation in order to respond within the
required 15 day time period, which we assume will expire on
December 27, 1991.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please do not
hesitate to call me at (713) 235-1529.

Sincerely,

Grayson H. Hippard



LAW OFFICES 6t~~"C. 312/
JEN NCR & BLOCK

PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL COR~RAVI0NS CHICASO OPPICE

601 THiRTEENTH STREET, N. W. C"CAGOdLe::6I

TWELFTH FLOOR (s' S'-044

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20005 MIAWI

(202) 6396000 MIAMI, P1. 33131

(202) 639-6066 FAX '305) 530.3635

DIRECT DIAL MUMmER: lAME POSES? oPPICE
oNE wESTMINSTER PlACE

JONATHAN 8. SAL LET LAJIE PoRES?. IL 60045
(Toe) asssloO

December 17, 1991 (,oei 55-?SsO PAM

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission P1 -. '

Washington, D.C. 20463 -

Re: WJR 3309 ~
- .~

Dear Mr. Parrish:

On behalf of the respondent Long Lines Limited, I
request an extension of time until the close of business
January 3, 1992, in which to respond to Chairman McGarry's
letter of November 21, 1991.

As you know, our original due date for a response is
today, December 17th. It was our original intention to
adhere to this date but, for two reasons, we respectfully
request a twenty-day extension.

First, we would like to complete a thorough factual
investigation before we respond. In that manner, we hope to
expedite this process. Unfortunately, that factual review is
not yet complete.

Second, my own schedule over the next few weeks is
fairly difficult. I am getting married this coming Saturday
and will not return to Washington until December 30th. Also,
given the advent of the holiday season, it would be difficult
for me to have an another experienced attorney handle this
matter in my absence and it might be difficult to have the
necessary communications with my client.



Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq.
December 16, 1991
Page 2

I apologize for filing this request less than five daysbefore the response date but, as detailed herein, it was not
until today that the need for an extension became obvious.

I appreciate your attention to this matter.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

December 191 1991

Courier Pick-up

Jonathan Sallet
Jenner a Block
601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

Re: RUm 3309
Long Lines Limited

Dear Mr. Sallet:

This is in response to your letter dated December 17, 1991,
which we received on December 17, 1991, requesting an extension
until January 3, 1992 to respond to the Coinission's finding.
After considering the circumstances presented in your letter,
I have granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your
response is due by the close of business on January 3, 1992.

Per our conversation, via telephone, I have enclosed copies
of the requested documents for your review.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

I

Sincerely,

~44-~-CC ~ /
Lawrence D. Parrish
Staff Attorney

End:



PS AL1'TUWS CL PLAZA
370511ff. 46

LEDElIGOD, NEW JERSEY 07852

December 12, 1991

C-) ~

CERTIFIED MAIL - RETU~E RECEIPT REQUESTED (P 377 172 899)

Mr. John Warren McGarry
Federal Election Coission ;IJ
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. McGarry:

Subject: MiR 3309 - PU) Realty

We are in receipt of your letter dated November 21, receIved on Nov~er 27.
b advised that PS batty Is a Partnership, not a Crpgustim.

Enclosed is a copy of the Partnership Agreement of PU) Realty. Also
enclosed is the first page of our partnership return for the past three
years.

Therefore, based upon your letter of November 21, PU) Realty is not In
violation of the laws as quoted. We would appreciate a letter retracting
this issue.

Sincerely,

DPR:lar
Enclosure

DPR :0146/007



* 1~w p"tI.e do hevi~y f@vi. t~WtWtp ~er
SU of PW Reeltycietel for the purpose of and leasing

certain real estate, co~mercial establishments and othew~ items of similar

nature. The principal place of business of said partnership shall be ~S

Roxbw'y *11, Rt. 10. Succasunna. ~Iev Jersey 07876.

2. TER4. The partnership shall begin upon the execution of this

Agreement, and shall continue until teruinated as provided herein.

3. CAPITAL. The capital of the partnership shall be contributed in cash

or other property by the partners frown time to time, the initial

contribution being set forth on schedule as attached to this Agreement.

Subsequent contributions may be made from time to time as may be

unanimously agreed by the partners. A separate capital account shall be

maintained for each partner.

4. EXECUTIVE SECRETARY. Once each year an executive secretary of the

partnership shall be elected by the unanimous vote of partners. The

executive secretary shall have physical possession of the books and

records of the partnership, shall give such notices to the partners as

may, from tius to time, be required or deemed advisable, and shall

perform the necessary ministerhl functions of the partnership.

5. MEETING. Regular meetings of the partnership shall be held at least

once each year, or more often as deterwu ned by th. partnership. Notice

of the tiii. and place of each regular meeting shall be given in writing

by the executive secretary to each partner at least once a week before

such meeting. Special meetings may be called by the executive secretary

or any two partners on such notice as he may determine.

6. CAPITAL ACCOUNTS. The indivilual capital accounts maintained fo?'

00 8 ,U60S A.~sS flS4A. 1~-~1K03G



each partner shall consist of his original capital contribution: (a)

1ncrS5s6~ by his additional contributions to capital and by his share of

partners~ii~ profits transferred to capital; (b) decreased by his share of

part?'lerSI'IIp losses and by distributions to him In reduction of his

cs~1tal; and (c) increased or decreased (as the case may be) based on any

valuation of the nt value of partnership assets. All of the above shall

be accomplIshed as of the Ovid of the fiscal or calendar year of the

I, 't, *8'd R~WN.



be. ati

pirtimthtp C St *q~~S" t1~s as shall b* vRaR1W~~ uw-"~ ~,

partners.

7. V~J.'JATIO?4 A.'O YALUATIOM DATE. The net value of partnership assetS

s~iall be determined only on and as of the date of the admission of ne~

partners into the partnershiP. and withdrawal of *~istIng partners Iron

the partnership (whether voluntary or involuntary, by death cr

~tnerwise). Valuation of partnership assets for puVp05CS of determinifl 3

the capital accounts of the Individual partners, may be made at Such

other times, upon the unanimous vote of all partners. Valuation shall be

determined by a tea3 of three reputable appraiSers bearing the MAt

designation, who by a majority decision3 shall liz the value of each

asset to be appraised. One appraiser shall be designated by a vote of

partners who own a majority In amount of the total capital accounts of

all the partners. One appraiser shall be designated by the withdrawing
'N

partner, or his representative. One appraiser shall be des1gnat~

jointly, by the partnership and by the withdrawing partner, or his

representative. Notwithstanding the foregoing, valuation of the assets

O of the partnership upon the admission of a new partner into said

partnership, shall be made by a reputable appraiser designated

unaninously by all partners.

8. P~CFIT AND LOSS. The net profit or net losses of the partnership

shall be alloca~d or charged to the partners, at least once each yeai%

or ~tore often as determined by the partnership, iii the ratios of their

respective capit3l accounts on that date. A separate incoce account

shall be ~iaint.1ne1 by each partner. Partnership profits and losses

shall be charged or credited to the separate inco~iS account of each

O~ ~8 IDEOS *Z3S~ flI4L 54-~I
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partner. If a partner has no credit balance in his inC~e account,

losses s~a1l be charged to his capital acc~unt. Each partner may, froiu
tVe t~ tThie, *4lthdraw the credit balance in his inc~ma account.

9. s~L;~:Es A:dD ORA~4I:ES. No partner shall receive any salary for

non~r~fessicnal sarvices rendered to the partnership, unless by unaimous

vote ~f the partners.

l~. Z~T~~ST. !Ic interest shall be paid on the initial contributions to

the ca~i~al of t~e partnersnlp or on any subseqjent contributions of

ca2ital.

11. :V~iA~4E:IT. Each partner shall have a voice in the managment of
rv)

the par:nership business. Except as otherwise provided in this

~greaienr, all decisions relating to the partnership business must be by

'NJ unan~oous vote of the partners.

12. CJST3OY OF PART:IE~S~iIP ASSETS. All partnership assets, including

but not limited to, personalty, general intangibles, choses in action,
0 and all interests aDpertalning theret3, owned or held in the name of the
1~3-

par~1ers1ip shall be in the primary custody of the ~~CU~gy* secretary,

who shall hold such assets for the berlefit of the partners.

13. R~$T~:CTIO~4 O~4 PARTNERS. No partners, without the prior vritten

consa~t ~f all other partners, shall:

(a) Sell, assign, mortgage, grant a security interest in, or pledge

his interest In the partnership;

(b) 3orrow or lend money on behalf of the partnership, or purchase

any assets, on behalf of the partnership, except for cash in full;

(C) Assign, transfer3 pledgt, compromise, or release any clai, of the
partnership except for full payT~ent, or arbitrate, or consent to the

arbitration of any of its disputes or c3nitroversies;

(d) Use the name, credit, or property of the partnership for any

purpose other than a proper partnership purpose;

~t detrimental to the partnership business r ~AI~ WS4d
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(f) On belalf of the partnership. endorse any note, or act as an

accoiodatton partj, or otherwiSe becoui. surety for any person or
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croorat ion.

14. ADDITIONAL PARTNERS. With the unanii~iOUS C~flS@flt of all partners,

a~iit1onal persons ~aay be admitted as partners .ff.ctiV@ as of t1~e date

of a regular meeting of the partnership.

15. 3ANKVIG. All funds of the partnership shall be deposited in its

nane In such chec~iflg account or accounts as shall be designated by a

V~O of partnerS who oven a majority in ai~ount of the capital accounts of

sE partfl@tS. All withdrawals are to be made upon checks signed by the

£~ecjt1vi Secretary.
'4-)

16. S3OKS A~ID R~ZORDS. The partnership books, to include adequate

accounting recordS of all partnership business, shall be maintained at

tne principal office of the partnership and these shall be opeut to

tf) ins:ectiOn by any of the partners at all reasonable times. The books

s~al'I be maintainel Qfl a calendar year basis, unless otherwise deter3lnSd

0 by the accountant for the partnersh1p~ and shall be closed and balanced

q~J-

a: tie end of each calendar year. Also at the end of each calendar year,

a c~plete accounting of the affairs of the partnership shall be

furnished to each partner. together with such appropriate information as

nay be requited by each partner for the purpose of preparing his inc~ma

ta~ return f3r that yeir. The partnership. by a vote of partners who own

two~thtr'dS in a~iount of the totl capital accounts of all partners, may

seiezt a Certified Public Accountant to prepare the necessary Statetuents,

t~ ret~.irns, etc., as may be required by law or otherwise.

17. V3LUNTARY TE~~41NATION. The partnership may be dissolved and

te'ii~1nated upon the unanFnOuS vote or agreement of partnerS, and shall be

dissolved and terminated upon the failure of the remaining or surviving

partiers to exercise an option to purchase granted wider paragraphs iS

and 19 of this Agreement. The partnership name iney be sold vith the

oter assets of tM business. The assets of the pvtw~wSh1p hsusim~5



* shall be usd and4Ibut4Ivd In the folloving

(a) To pay or provide for pa~mnt of .11 partmrship liebilithS end

l1qu1~atIng expenses and obligationSi

(b) To discharge the balance of the capital accounts of the partnerS;
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Cc) To discharge the balance of the incoi~e accounts of the partners;

Cd) Distribute the remaining assets among th* partners in accordance

vitt~ the ratio of their respective capital accounts on that date.

18. RETIRE:IEIT. Any Partner shall have the right to retire frois the

Partnership at the end of any fiscal year. Written notice of the

intention to retire shall be served upon the other partners at the office

of the Partnership it least ninety (90) days before the end of the fiscal

year. The retirement of any Partner shall have no effect upon the

continuance of the Partnership business.

(a) In the event that a Retiring Partner intend; to sell or transfer

his interest in the Partnership to an individual not having a Partoershi p

Interest in the Partnership, the Retiring Partner mit first oft.' to

sell his Partnership interest to the other Partner at a purchase price to

be establish~ pursuant to the provisions of Paragraph 19(b) and pa~wnt

of the purchaePviC@ shall be ade in accordance with the provisions of

Paragraph 19(c). remaining Partners' right to purchase the Retiring

Partner's interest shall expire If It has not been exercised in vriting

within thirty (30) days of written notice of the Retiring Partner's offer

to sell which notice shall be accoimpanied by the valuations of the

Retiring Partner's Partnership interest. b

(b) If the RelNining Partner does not exercise his option to

purchase t"~e Retiring Partner's interest In accordance with the

provisions herhinabOVe, the Retiring Partner shall have the right to sell

or transfer his interest in the Partnership to any person, firm or

corporation without regard to the above-stated option rights, which

right, hoviever. shall expire at the end of the fiscal year following the

year in which the Retiring Partner gave notice oF his intention to

retire. Such right to sell or transfer the Partnership interest shall be

stbject. hssver. to the approval of the Remainles Partners, ,*icb
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~wrov~1 tot
19 ~ (a) of * t~rtv*',~ the state of the decedent

*hall have the option to reguato a non.vottng Partner In the Partnership

or to sell the' decedent's Interest In the Partnership to the surviving
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Partner pursuant to Paragraph 19(b). The estate of the de~.daflt shall

have nine months from the date of death of the d*COdBflt to exercise said

o~tiori in writing (acceptaflCl period).

(b) If the decedent's interest In thS partnership is pUrChSSO
3 b~

the other Partner, the purchase price shall be the fair market value

thereof, as of the ~,onth end prior to the date of death, as detCrrnifl~ by

appraisers as set forth in Paragraph 7 hereOf.

110 allowanCe shall be made for good will, trade na~. pati~tS OV

Other Intangible *~S~t5, except as those *~5@~5 have been refleCted on

the Partnership books imediatelY prior 
to the Sacandent'S datC of d@ath.

(NI Cc) The purchase price shall be paid as f~lloW~ Tweityu"fliflC

If., percent thereof in cash on the Closing Data as hereinafter def'ne8; the

balance by such Purchaser's execution and delivery of three (3)

promissOrY nOtCS, *~ch in the principal 
amount of one-third (1/3) of the

balance of the purchase price, each payable with Interest at the prime

Interest rate charged by the First FtdeHtY Bank to the order of

decedent's personal representative at a ;4orr1St~n, New Jersey bafl~, the

first of such notes to be payable tielVe (12) months following the

Closing Date and the reiiiaining two (Z) noteS to bQ paid succesSivelY

every twelve (12) months thereafter. Such note shall providC for t~1e

pri'illege of prepayment at any time (except within the year of cl~S1fl9)

without preilum or penalty and shaVI recite that all such notes shall

becosi's due at the option of the holder if all or any part of the

principal or interest due under any Sich note retaains unpaid for 30 days

after the date on which the same becoffi5 due. The closing date shall be

the 30th day after the expiration of the 
acceptance period.

(4) SImultafleOtISlY with the delivery to th; d.cCdtflt'S p.rs@n1

rspr0ShfltItlY4l iy the respective Purchasers of tha PQt2S Ifid the iIsitta~

~ Mvtded for, the deced~tS repr0flt4ti' gh&fl.
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dvi,? eucutsE

del Iwo? to 7@#P#Ct IV. PurchaSerS

instrumf'tI of tr*nsfCV end sssigiunt essigning end tttti*f*Vtifl9 good

and ~ title to the portion or port;IOflI of the decedent's entire

P~rt~@~Shlp Interest thus pUVChS5@d free from OflY liens or *ncud~TCflC@5



or tignts of others therein. The decadent'S entire partnership interest

thus transferred shall Comprise all of his tight, title and interest in

and to the Partnership, its tirti name and all assets thereof including

but not united to the decedent's capital account as of the date of his

death, his share of any undrawn profits for any fiscal year up to his

death and his share of net profits fro the ~e~inntng of the fiscal year

in wflich his death occjrs and for all periodS after his death. The

decedent's entire Partnersn1~ interest shall not be deciwed to include any

debts and liabilities of the Partnersnip to the decedent for loans and

* advances (other than by way of capful conttibutiafl) made by him which

shall be repaid by the Partnersnip as re~uii'Od by the terms of Such loans

and advances and by law. The percentage of each Purchaser in the profits

aid losses of the Partnership shall be increased by that portion of the

decedent's percentage therein equal t~ the fraction of the decedent's

cit Ire Partnership interest purchased by such P~archaser.

20. CONTI4UAT10?4. If the capital account of a withdrawing or deceased

partner Is purchased in acc~rJanca with an option to purchase Vant.d

under the provisions of pa~a~raph 13 and W of th's agreeiuent, the

partnership business shall not tar.itnate but shall continue, as of the

*ffe::ive date of withdraval, after an ap~ropri~te adjustn~ent is made in

t~e capital acc~,unts of tne remaining or surifvlrig partners, as the case

'nay be, In accordance wttn the provisi~ris of tne agreement.

21. NE~L1G~4CE. EKcept to the extent tnat the partnership is insured

against liability, a partner guilty of negligence or wrongdoing shall

reF~b'irse the partnership for de~1ages sustained by it as the result of

Such negligenc, or wrongdoing.

22. CXPC~SCS. No partner shall charge to the partnership any expenses

for automobiles, ntertainment, professional dues, conventions,

chatitable cestribwtlees. cl* dues or any item connected with t~e
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@1' INhttM~ It. -, miess theprt~ttt@fl
of at 1 the MVtnI'S ta first obtained.
23. OThER LEGAL DISABILITIES. In the event of the Insolvency.

bankruptcy. or adjudication of tnco~petMcy @t any partner or partners,



U

4

the partnersnlp shall be terwutnated as of the end of the accounting year,

and not before. Thereafter the other partner or partners shall have the

rights. obligations, and elections here1noe'~ore prescribed in paragraph

19 for the surviving partner or partners in the case of death of one or

~re of the partners, and the receiver, truStee. coittee. guardian,

conservator, or other rpresentit two of the p~tfleV' Incuiting M~ Of u~h

I L *bd R~WP3
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lfliptlon, twiterests ti*ns prescri bed for an e o~ a deceased

partner in such paragraph 19.

24. KOTC~S. Wherever provision is made in this Agreet~ent for the

giving, service, or delivery of any notice. statement, or other

Instruments, SuCh notice shall be deemed to have been duly given, served,

and delivered, if mailed by United States Re2ister*d hail, addressed to

the party entitled to receive tne sane at his address set forth on the

addendum attached hereto as Schedule A madi a part of this Agreement;

provided, hovever. that each party here:o ~ay change his mailing address

by giving to each other party hereto, by United States Registered or

Certified Mall. written notice of election to change such address and of

such ne~ address. Cxce~t where otherwise specl#ied in this Agreement,

any notice, statement or other instrument shall be deemed to have been

given, served and delivered on the date on which such notice was mailed

as herein provided.

25. ;4ER~~ OF PRIOR AGREE~4EE1'S. This Agreement contains the sole and

entire agreenent and understanding of the parties with respect to the

entire subject matter hereof. Any an all prior discussions.

negotiations, coi~tit;~ets and understandings relating thereto are hereby

merged herin. This Agreeiment cannot be changed or terminated orally.

26. BENEFIT. The covenants and agreements herein contained shall inure

to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto and their

respective executors, administrators, and assigns.

27. INO~#4IITY FOR B~EACI4. Any partner who intentionally violates any of

the terms, provisions and conditions of trds Agree~nt, in addition to

being subjected to the other re~ed1es. liabilities and obligations that

IS .4 o~ 'S ~36OS *ss: nHA~*~1~
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may be Imposed upon hiti there'or, shall save the other partners harmless

of any and .11 clairas, deiands. and acti3ns that may arise out of or by

reason of sucri violation.

28. ARBITRATION. Any contr3VIlsy or claiu arising out of or relating to

this *gree'ieit or to the interpretation, bresC.bI or enforce~a.nt thereof

shall be ~ubt~itted to thraS a'~1tratori and sett'e~ by arbitration in the

Town of ~orristown, ~ew 3ersey in accordance with the rules then

obtaining of the of tne A.~*riCan Arbitration Assocfation, provided.

however, *nd not with~~iflhi1~ any other pr3ViSlOfl of ;uch rules if the

t~atter subuitted to ar~ftra:1on shall in'i~lve a dispute as to the

adjusted Partnership interes:, sacti arbitration shall be held before

three arbitrators, one of whoa shall be a certified public accotmtant, a

lawyer end a real es:at. a~prsise~s holding the qualification of I~Z.

Any award ~ade by a majority of such arbitration shall be final, binding.

and conclusiv* an all par:ies he'"e~o far all purposes and Judgement away

be entered thereon in any C3urt having Jurisdiction thereof. Nothing

herein containel s~iall be denied to bar any part from obtaining

appropriate equitable relief in a c3urt of co'~ipetent jurisdiction. None

of the ar~1trators, ac:ountants or appraisers shall be employed,

af'~lliated with any of the Partners of the Partnership.

IN WU~4ESS ~ t~e parties have hereunto affixed their

signatures to tht~ Agr~e~ieit.

4 I I I '4/47
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December 23, 1991

C~r~

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
~

General Counsel m
Federal Election Co..mission N) c~-'~
999 3 Street, W.V.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3309 - Browning-Ferris ~'

Industries, Respondent

Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter is submitted on behalf of Browning-Ferris
Industries (BFI) in response to the above-referenced matter
vhich arose from the Federal Election Commission ('Cission or
FEC) audit of the 1988 Dole for President Committee. By

notification of November 21, 1991, the FEC advised SF1 that it
found reason to believe that SF1 violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b and 11
C.F.R. S 114.9(e) by failing to obtain advance payment for Dole
campaig~,staff flights on the SF1 airplane in the amount of

For the following reasons set forth more fully below, the
COmmission should dismiss this matter as it pertains to SF1. The
record before the Commission from the FEC audit clearly indicates
that BFI made every effort to obtain advance payment in each
instance in which its plane was made available to the Dole
campaign.

Each of the five specific allegedly late payments in this
referral resulted because of the care taken both by BFI and the

lJ The FEC Factual and Legal Analysis states that the total
amount involved pertaining to the questioned flights is
$7,657. The FEC Analysis did not itemize the particular
flights questioned, nor did it provide any detail as to
dates or specific circumstances. Because of the lack of
detail, we requested from the General Counsel's office copies
of the individual invoices and checks. The checks provided
by OGC amount to $9,237. Part of this discrepancy can be
accounted for because the payment of $2,414 was included in
a check for $3,364. There is still, however, a discrepancy
of $630 in the figures. We assume that this is a mathematical
error. Copies of the checks are attached.
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Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
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Dole committee to insure that correct advance payments were made
pursuant to the FEC regulations. Thus, both BFI and the Dole
Coaittee regularly reviewed their records to insure that accurate
payments were made in each instance. Two of the five payments
were replacement checks for payments previously made in a timely
fashion. Of the other three, one resulted from a review of the
records and a request by SF! for a supplemental payment for
additional persons later discovered to have been on three previous
flights; one pertained to travel by a Member of Congress unrelated
to campaign activity; and the final one was apparently an oversight
that was corrected in a matter of days after the flight occurred.

Indeed, from a review of the records and correspondence it is
difficult to imagine how a corporation allowing a candidate to
use its airplane could have been more diligent in seeking to
avoid any inadvertent prohibited corporate contribution.

) Under 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e) a political coittee must pay in
advance for a candidate, candidats's agent or person travelling
on behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owned or
leased by a corporation. The records reviewed by the auditors
clearly reflect that SF1 and the Dole Coinmittee complied in every

r) respect with the requirement.

The first check at issue, dated July 8, 1987, was a
reimbursement by the Dole Committee to BFI for $630 to cover the
provision of air travel for Senator Charles Grassley on May 1,
1987 and June 27, 1987. Although Senator Grassley, who is the
Senator from Iowa, travelled with Senator Dole to Iowa, BFI was

-) advised by the Dole Committee that Senator Grassley did not
participate in any political activity with Senator Dole. Thus,
Senator Grassleys trip to Iowa was not campaign related and thus
is not covered by 11 C.F.R. 114.9(e).

~N.

The second check in question, dated March 15 1988, was a
payment from the Dole Committee to SF1 for provision of travel to
Mrs. Elizabeth Dole and staff on March 7, 1988. Although the
payment came one week late, the Dole campaign did reimburse SF1
for all expenses calculated at first class fare as soon as it
discovered that the payment had inadvertently not been made.

The third instance involved a check for $1,280, dated
March 24, 1988. This payment was made to SF1 when the company
informed the Dole Committee that a review of the trip records
indicated that additional persons had been on flights occurring
on July 28, 1987, October 11, 1987 and November 18, 1987. When
these discrepancies were brought to the Dole campaign's attention,
they promptly issued a supplemental check.

The fourth check in question was for $2,709 and was dated
May 5, 1987. This check, which reimbursed SF1 for travel expenses
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Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
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incurred by Senator Dole and staff on May 1-3, 1987, was arep1ac~nt for an earlier one which had been incorrectlycalculated by the Dole Coimittee.

The final payment in question involved reimbursements fortravel incurred by Elizabeth Dole and staff between November 17-18,1987. On November 20, 1987, the Dole Committee provided a checkfor $3,364.00 to SF1 which reimbursed the company for $2,414.00 inexpenses for air travel during the dates mentioned above, plus$950 dollars for a trip scheduled on November 22, 1987. Again,the records reflect that this was a corrected check replacing onePreviously issued.

It is clear from the foregoing explanations that SF1 madeevery effort to insure full compliance with the Act. SF1established a compliance system, whereby DPI staff recorded andaudited travel logs and monitored payments to assure that thecompany was fully reimbursed. In the cases noted above wherediscrepancies ware found, SF1 acted quickly to notify the Committeethat additional payments were necessary. All such corrections weremade promptly--in most instances within a few days of the trips.
Under the circumstances described above, no further actionis warranted in this matter and we urge the Commission to closethe file as it pertains to BFI.

Sinc~yely,

~' William C. Oldaker

Nanatt, Phelps, Phillip & Kantor

/
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July 9. 1987

Mr. Bob Price
1150 Connecticut Avenue. Nil
Suite 500 -

Washington. D.C. 2003S

Dear Bob:

Please find enclosed check No. 2147. This check is for $630 and
is to reimburse Iroeuing-Verris Industries for air travel provided
for Senator Grassley on Kay 1 and June 27. Doth trips were frOm
Washington to Des Moines and the reimbursement is calculated at the
one-way first class fare of $315. Although senator Orassley
participated in no campaign activity for our comittee, the
reimbursement is made pursuant to Senate Rules.

I appreciate your assistance.

Sincerely.

Scott 3. Morg
Campaign Counsel

cc: Senator Grassley

3525 L Sham. M.W.. Subs 806. Washinsmmu. D.C. 20~S
(202)2234400

FWbv by Dab Us, Prauedem Es#saWuY C.~ms
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3ov~er 17. 1987

Drowning-Ferris Industries
Mr. Sob Price -

1150 Connecticut Avenue NW.
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Price:

This is to confirm payment made on November 17. 1967 to cover
expenses incurred by Elizabeth Dole and staff on that date.
This payment is made aocording to Federal Election Comission
regulations, calculated by your standard charter rate.
The following is a breakdown of expenses:

11/17/87
Washington. DC to Houston, Texas
(Elizabeth Dole. Christy Varney)

11/18/67
Houston, Texas to St. Louis. Missouri
(Dole. Varney. Dave Oven)

St. Louis. NO. to Xirksville.
W) (Dole. Kathleen Harrington)

Kirksville, NO. to Milwaukee.
C) (Dole. flarrington)

Milwaukee, WI. to Mason City.
(Dole. Mark Romig)

DesMoines, IA. to Washington.
(Dole. Romig)

($372 x 2) $744.00

($271 x 3) $613.00

($120 z 2) $240.00

($343 z 2) $666.00

($353 x 2) $706.00

($475 x 2) $950.00

IA.

D.C.

TOTAl AMOUNT $4139.00

We appreciate your assistance.

Sincerely.

Scott E. Morgan
Campaign Counsel

~ b, Dule ~ ftaii~ ~mIuiny Cn~Uee, 1535 L uurea. t&V. Y~m, D.C. SS~
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;rowning-Ferris [n8ustrieS
Mr. lob Price
3150 COnflCtiCUt AVeflUO 3.W.
Suite 500
Washington. D.C. 20036

Dear Kr. Price:

ThIS is to confirm payment ma8e on November 20,

*~ iUCUZXS8 by ElliSbeth Dole sna staff. r

meGe accorGitig to FeGeral glectiofl CoiniSSiOfl

calculateG by your staui4ar8 chart.! rate.

The following is a breakdo'6U of espetises:

11/17/57
Washington. DC to Koustofi. 

Tez5S
(Ilisabeth Dole. Christy VartIdl)

~3J1S/S7
Noustoti. Texas to St. Louis. MissOlin
(Dole)

st. Louis. WO.tOKirksville. 
310.

(Dole. ~thleefl ~~rritigtOn. John 
ThOmPSOn)

ZJrksville. 110. to Milwaukee. WI.
;(Dole. barrington)

Milwaukee. WI. to Mason City. 
IA.

(Dole)

11/22/ 87
DesMOitleS. IA. to ~~shingtOfle 

D.C.

(Dole. Mark aoaig)

00 ~
-'I

p

($372 a 2) $744.00

($271 a 1) $271.00

($120 a 3) $360.00

$666.00

($343 a 2)

($353 a 1) $353.00

($475 a 2) $950.00

$3364.00
TOTAL AJIOUNT

We appreciate your asSiStanCe.

sincerely.

Morga

~ampaigfl Counsel

Sub, is~~ ~ ~AUhS. 352S L 1mM. 4W., W~. D~ ums~.

* 3

~~IW~t ~

UOW~UbSt 20. 1987

r~ ,,~ *
.- ) ,'1 * i

I.

~/c~*= *( ')

* 1c
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May 5, 1967

Mr. Bob Price
1150 Connecticut Avenue, MW
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Bob:

Enclosed please find a check to cover air travel expenseincurred by Senator Dole and staff on May 1-3, 1967. This checkreplaces the earlier one incorrectly calculated by DFIC. Weapologize for the delay and any inconviesence. This payment is madeaccording to Federal Election Committee regulations, calculated byfair market value. The following is a breakdown of expenses:
$945.005/1/87 3 1st class fares: Washington, DC - Des Moines, IA) 5/1/87 3 1st class fares: Des Moines, IA - Louisville, KY 1053.005/3e57 3 1st class fares: Louisville, KY - Washington, DC .flIL&.~

Total Amount Due: $2709.00
I hope that this calculation meets with your approval. I trulyappreciate your help in providing air transportation for the Senator

) on this trip.

S~~$~erely,

Campaign Couns

SM: ~V5

1828 L Street. N W. Suite 805. Washington I) C 20036
(202) 223.9400

Paid for by Dci, to, Presadnt £ap4oraeor~ Commanee
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May 5, 1987

Mr. Bob Price
Browning Ferris Industries
1150 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Bob:

Enclosed please find check 91554, covering air travel expense
incurred by Senator Dole and staff on May 1-3, 1987. This check
replaces check 91539 dated May 1, which was incorrectly calculated
by DFPUC. We apologize for the delay and any inconvienence. This
payment is made according to Federal Election Comission
regulations, calculated by fair market value. The following is a
breakdown of expenses:

5/1/87 3 1st class fares: Washington, DC - Des Moines, IA $945.00
5/1/87 3 1st class fares: Des Moines, IA - Louisville, KY 1053.00
5/3/87 3 1st class fares: Louisville, KY - Washington, DC 711.00

Total Amount Due: $2709.00

I hope that this calculation meets with your approval. I truly
appreciate your help in providing air transportation for the Senator
on this trip.

Sincerely,

SEM: jws

im L busi. M~W.. 5~ls 005. Winhngwn. D.C. 20036~) 2234400
~ by kim ~ Piulisni bpforaio~y Commiam



May 5, 1987

Mr. Bob Price
Browning Ferris Industries
1150 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Bob:

This letter is to serve as an explanation of why DFPUCs payment
to Browning terris Industries for travel by Senator Dole and staff
did not include payment for Senator Grassley.

Federal Regulationa governing the use of corporate aircraft (11
CFR 114.9(e)) require that a political committee pay in advance for
'a candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling on behalf of a
candidate who uses an airplane which is owned or leased by a
corporation...'

Although Senator Grassley travelled with Senator Dole to Iowa,
he did not participate in any political activity for Senator Dole
while there. Senate Rules do, however, require reimbursement within
a reasonable time. I will be in contact with you to insure payment
is made for Senator Grassley's travel.

Sincerely,

Campaign Counsel

1628 L SgmL N.W.. SuiW SOS. Waghinon, D.C. 20036
(202) 223-9400 1
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March 14. 1988

I,
Mr. Robert V. Price

p ~i Browning Ferris Industries
.Y 1130 Connecticut Avenue1 U.N. -

suite soo
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Kr. Price:

Enclosed please find a check to cover travel expenses incurred by
Secretary Dole and and her staff on March 7, 1988. This payment is
made according to Federal Election ~oinissiOn Keigulations calculated
by first class fare. The following is a breakdown of expenses:

3/7 6 1st class fares Winston SalemDCmASbeVille,3C $94.00 $564.00
(Dole1 Romig. Weilborn Hanford. Bechtel,
Blackwelder)

3/7 3 1st class fares ~~~evilleUC~Wa5hiflgtonDC $230.00 SAiQ~Q.~
in (Dole. Romig Wellborn)

TOTAL $1254.00

0 I hope this calculation meets with your approval. Thank you for

your assistance.

Sincerely,

Mo rga

Chief Counsel

SE?.!: jws

Enclosure

Psad Io.b~ OcA. kx P,~m Caus
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March 14, 1988

Mr. Robert V. Price
Browning Ferris Industries
1150 Connecticut Avenue, N.M.
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

Deer Mr. Price:

'C
Enclosed please find a check to cover travel expenses incurred by

Secretary Dole and and her staff on March 7 1988. This payment is

~ made according to Federal Election commission Regulations calculated
by first class fare. The following is a breakdown of expeuses:

N '-.-

3/7 6 1st class fares Winston SaleuiNC-A5hevil1e,3C'~ $94.00 $564.00

(Dole, Romig, Wellborfl, Hanford, Bechtel, -4 a35. ~
~ ~,Rlackwelder)

3'-!st class fares ~5hevj11eNC-Wa5hiflgtOnDC $230.00 IiiQ.JLD.Q
\ (Dole, Rotaig, Wellborn) £4 +20.00

TOTAL $1254.004~ L;;~.
'~-~ jC~

I hope this calculation meets with your approval. Thank you for
your assistance.

Sincerely,

Morgan

Chief Counsel

SEM: jws

Enclosure

Psid ~ by Dole to~ P'.s~~I Commeflit.
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March 14, 1988

Mr. Robert V. Price
Browning Ferris Industries
1150 Connecticut Avenue. N.M.
Suite 500
Washington. D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Price:

Enclosed please find a check for $1250.00 to cover additional air
travel expenses incurred by staff aides to Senator and Secretary Dole
on the dates listed below. I appreciate your bringing these
discrepancies to the campaign's. attention.

This paymant is made according to Federal Election Coission
Regulations calculated by first class fare. The following is a
breakdown of additional expenses incurred:

7/28 1 1st class fare BostonMA-WashingtOnDC $297.00
(Barry Gottehur)

10/11 1 1st class fare Boston.MA-WashingtonDC $297.00
(aide)

11/18 2 1st class fares St. LouisMD-KirksvilleNO $120.00 $240.00
(Margaret Warner. Marian Loche)

11/18 2 1st class fares KirksvilleMO-MilwaukeeWI $343.00 S.i1i~.D.fl
(Margaret Warner, Marian Loche) $1520.00

10/4 Payment for cancelled trip CREDIT $2.iQ.A.Q.~

TOTAL $1280.00

I apologize for any inconvenience. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Morg
Chief Counsel

SEX: iws

Enclosure
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March 14, 1988

Mr. Robert V. Price
Browning Ferris Industries
1150 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 500
Washington. D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Price:

Enclosed please find a check for $1280.00 to cover additional air

travel expenses incurred by staff aides to Senator and Secretary Dole
on the dates listed below. I appreciate your bringing these
discrepancies to the campaign's attention.

This payment is made according to Federal Election COmeilSion
Regulations calculated by first class fare. The following is a
breakdown of additional expenses incurred:

7/28 1 1st class fare BostonMA-Washington.DC
(Barry Gottehur)

10/11 1 1st class fare BostonMA-Washington.DC
(aide)

11/18 2 1st class fares St. LouisMO-KirkSVilleMO $120.00
(Margaret Warner, Marian Loche)

11/18 2 1st class fares KirksvilleMO-MilWaukeeWI $343.00
(Margaret Warner, Marian Loche)

10/4 Payment for cancelled trip

I apologize for any inconvenience.

$297.00

$297.00

$240.00

$1520.00

CREDIT $21Q..1&Q

TOTAL $1280.00

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

SEE'S: iws

Enclosure

Pmd~rbDoIek'f" *..-t4\~mm~IJ
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December 19, 1991 ;aj
Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 3 Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3309, Dave Williams

Dear Mr. Noble:

This response is filed on behalf of Dave Williams in the
above-referenced matter. By notification dated November 21,
1991, the commission advised Mr. Williams that it had found reason
to believe that he exceeded the contribution limit to the 1988 Dole
for President Cammittee. According to the Factual and Legal
Analysis accompanying this notification, the Coinission incorrectly
alleges that Mr. Williams exceeded the contribution limit by
$2,000. For the following reasons, the Commission should dismiss
this matter as it pertains to Mr. Williams.

On March 30, 1987, Mr. Williams made a contribution of $1,000
to the Dole Committee. On October 15, 1987, Mr. Williams and his
spouse made an additional contribution of $2,000 in the aggregate
to attend a Dole fundraising event. Both checks were drawn on a
joint account of Dave and Reba Williams. The first check was
signed only by Dave Williams. The second check was signed by
Dave Williams, but the accompanying contributor card was signed
by both Dave and Reba Williams.

1. The Commission has incorrectly attributed the entire
second contribution of $2,000 to Dave Williams.

As evidenced by the contributor card accompanying the $2,000
October check, that contribution should be attributed equally to
Dave and Reba Williams. The contribution was made from a joint
account and the contributor card accompanying it contained
signatures of both Dave and Reba Williams. These signatures on
the contributor card satisfy the requirement set forth in 11
C.F.R. S 9034.2(c)(l) that "to be attributed equally to other
joint tenants of the account, the check or other acoo~anying
docuinnt shall contain the signature(s) of the joint tenant(s)."
This section further provides that in the absence of a specific

4
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Lawrence 14. Noble, Zsq.
December 19, 1991
Page 2

attribution, a joint check will be attributed equally to the
contributors who have signed the check or other written
documentation. Thus, the check written on October 15, 1987, and
accompanied by the contributor card containing the signatures of
both joint tenants must be attributed equally to Dave and Reba
Williams.

2. Dave Williams was not aware that his second check would
be considered an excessive contribution unless it was
specifically earmarked for the general election compliance
fund.

Under the coission's regulations a contribution made to a
presidential candidate prior to the date of nomination is presumed
to be made for the primary unless it is designated in vriting for
another election. Mr. Williams vas unaware that his second
contribution of $1,000 to the Dole comittee was thus in excess
of his $1,000 primary limit unless it was designated in writing
for the general election compliance fund.

While the Act certainly assumes that individual contributors
are responsible to be aware of the contribution limits, the
Comission's regulations recognize the reality that the burden
for monitoring possible excessive contributions must rest primarily
with the recipient cittee. Thus, the regulations permit a
coittee treasurer to deposit possible excessive contributions
and to seek reattribution where necessary, either to another

r joint tenant of the account or to another election. 11 C.F.R. S
110.1(k) (3).

)
Therefore, in a case such as this, where the individual

could permissibly have designated the second contribution to the
general election compliance fund, it is unwarranted for the
Conunission to take any action against the contributor.

As set forth in his accompanying affidavit, Mr. Williams had
no intention of making an excessive contribution to the Dole
campaign. For the foregoing reasons, we request that the
Commission take no further action and dismiss this matter as it
pertains to Mr. Williams.

Sincerely,

Lyn Utrecht
Manatt, Phelps, Phillips & Kantor
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Defore the Federal 3lection Cmission

)
In the Ratter of )

)
Dave Willim )

)
)

em 3309

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVE WILLIAJIS

I, Dave Williams, being duly avorn, state as follows:

1. I made a contribution of $1,000 on March 30, 1987 to the
Dole for President campaign. On October 15, 1987 my wife and I
made an additional contribution of $2,000 to the campaign. This
contribution was accompanied by a contributor card signed by both
Dave and Reba Williams.

2. I vas unaware of the fact that I should have designated
in writing my portion of the $2,000 check to the general election
campaign to distinguish its purpose from that of my previous
$1,000 donation to the primary campaign.

3. Since the second check for $2,000 was a joint
contribution, my personal contribution to the Dole for President
campaign including the first check and half of the second brought
my total contribution to $2,000 for the campaign cycle.

4. It was never my intention to contribute an excessive
amount of money to the campaign.

I hereby swear or affirm under penalty of perjury that, to
the best of my knowledge and belief, the foregoing statements are
true and correct.

Dave Williams
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December 19, 1991

General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Corinission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3309
Tele-Cosiuunications, Inc., PAC
and Gary K. Bracken, Treasurer

Dear Sir or Madam:

We are in receipt of your letter of November 21, 1991,

regarding a possible violation of 2 U.S.C. Section 441a(a) (1) (A).

Please be advised that we are interested in pursuing pre-
probable cause conciliation. In connection with our request for
conciliation, please consider the fact that we requested a partial
refund when it came to our attention that we had made an
overpayment to Dole for President. Dole for President refunded
$1,000 of the November 3, 1987 contribution.

We have recently relocated our offices to 5619 DTC Parkway,
Englewood, Co 80111-3000. Please send any further correspondence
to this address.

Very truly yours,

Cohn R. Stoner
Assistant Treasurer

An E c~~*

I--
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December 19, 1991

Ms. Anne A. Weissenborn
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3309
Dole for President Committee,
Inc.

Dear Anne:

In behalf of the Dole for President Committee, Inc., I am responding to
Mr. McGarry's letter of December 5, 1991, which I received on December 12,
1991.

The Committee is very interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation and hereby make that request. However, I must say that we are
hesitant to pursue active conciliation until the Commission has acted upon our
June 11, 1991 objections to the initial repayment determination. I presume
that the final repayment determination will be issued soon.

The Committee would also be interested in seeing some of the materials
discussed in the Factual and Legal Analysis. I note that I received a
significant amount of material in yesterday's (December 18th) mail but have
not yet reviewed it. -

Please let me know at your earliest opportunity yours and the C
Commission's intentions with this matter. I know it is the Committee's IW%

sincere desire to move as quickly as possible to resolve all outstanding
issues.

Sincerely,

K>-
~ Scc(~)E. Morgan
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One Benham PlaceMa~MUflMrd -- __9400 Norih Broad~,ai. Suige 700
Oklahoma CiIy, OK 73114- 7493
405 478-5360

C~ -r~,
December 17, 1991

%J .2c~c,

Mr. John Warren McGarry ~
Chairman
Federal Election Couwnission
Washington, D. C. 20463 RE: MUR 3309

-c
H & W Aviation

Dear Mr. McGarry:

In response to your November 21, 1991 letter addressed to my attention,

N I would like to first make you aware that H & W Aviation was never a
corporation. It was formed as a joint venture in 1983 and disbanded in
1990 when the aircraft was sold. During this period of time, the two
owners used the aircraft for various trips, paid the particular costs
associated with those trips, and divided the overhead costs on a pro-
rated basis.

'1
Also during this time, because the aircraft wasn't used full time by
the partners, the pilots performed some charter service, for which an

N hourly rate was charged. The excess revenues from these charters were
used to reduce the overhead costs shared by the partners.

7)
It was agreed that the pilots would pick up some members of the Dole
Campaign staff in Washington D. C., deliver them to various cities in
the midwest and return them to Washington D. C. They had been quoted
an hourly rate for the use of the aircraft, which was consistent with
other charter flights. After the trip, we received a letter from a
member of the Dole Campaign staff asking us to reduce the charges to
$7,000, which they felt was equal to first class fares for the trips
and people involved. I would have no way of knowing how accurate this
figure might be. The $7,000 was less than the actual out of pocket
costs for this trip, and the intent of the partners was to cover these
costs plus have excess revenue to cover overhead expenses of the time
added to the aircraft's engines.

The charter occurred on March 4 and 5, 1988, and the bill was not paid
till June. In an effort to collect as much as possible, it was agreed
to reduce the charges slightly from the original quote. This bill might
have otherwise been uncollectable.

Sincerely,

\d&tA~LiLt~6ZL X~UAA~

Geraldine Ann Price
cc: Senator Dole _________________

Massachusetts Muguol Life insurance Company The Wils.in Fimciel GF.p
and 4ilaawd insurwe companies J. H.wkj W~ k., CLV
SPFIMpId4 Md ORU4XYJJ Gewal ~
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HODGSON, FARRINELLO & MUELLER
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SACRAMENTO 991 REDWOOD HIGHWAY. 94000 SAN FRANCISCO

770 L STREET. SUITE 600 MILL VALLEY~ CAUFORNIA 64941 450 CALIFORNIA STREET. SUITE 2450SACRAIIINTO. CALIFORNIA 9U14 SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 94106
TELEpHONE (91') 444.4752 TELEPHONE (415) 369-6600 TEL PHONE (415)949-4600

DeCember 18, 1991

John Warren NcGarry, Chair
Jeffrey Long, Esq. C,
Federal Election Commission I.,'

999 E Street, NW 
'

Washington, DC 20463 ~
~ -c-, 0

Re: Mm 3309

Dear Sirs:

This letter is in response to your request for information
regarding our client, the Fluor Corporation Public Affairs
Committee (Fluor PAC), a multi-candidate separate segregated fund
of Fluor Corporation. You inquired about two PAC contributions
to the Dole for President cOmmittee in 1987. Dasd on the
following factual information, we believe the Cammission will
find that Fluor PAC did ~ violate the Federal Election Campaign
Act.

As your letter correctly states, Fluor PAC made two
contributions to the Bob Dole for President Committee in 1987.
The first contribution made on June 19, 1987 was for $5,000
to the Bob Dole for President Exploratory Committee to support
his candidacy for President. (Check * 1298.) The second
contribution made on October 16, 1987 to the Bob Dole for
President Committee was for $2,000. (Check * 1319.) This
contribution was made to help fund Doles's "legal and accounting
compliance fund", as permitted by 11 CFR Section 9003.3 if he
became the Republican nominee for President. According to this
section, presidential candidates may establish a legal and
accounting compliance fund prior to being nominated or selected
as the candidate of a political party for the Office of
President. See 11 CFR S 9003.3 (a][1J(i]

Fluor PAC's intention in making this second contribution was
that it be used solely for deposits into the Dole legal and
accounting compliance fund. First, Fluor PAC's internal
authorization for the $2,000 contribution specifically directed
the issuer of the contribution to "make sure funds (are)
earmarked for legal and accounting fund". (See Exhibit A.)
Second, both the internal authorization and the check stub
describe the contribution as a "1988 General Election. Compliance
fund contribution". (See Exhibit B.) Third, before making the
second contribution, a Fluor PAC call was made to us as its
political law legal counsel to discuss the permissibility of the



John Warren KoGarry, Chair
Jeffrey Long, Esq.
December is, 1991
Page 2

additional $2,000 contribution. Our memo confirms that Fluor PAC
could not make an additional contribution to the Committee for
campaign purposes but could make a contribution to the "Legal and
Accounting Compliance Fund". A copy of this memo will be made
available if necessary.

Fourth, the Fluor PAC Corporation PAC 3X Report for the
period July 1 through December 31, 1987 specifically identifies
that the $2,000 contribution as "earmarked for legal and
accounting funds". (See Exhibit C.)

Fifth, the Dole for President counsel, Scott Morgan, wrote
Fluor PAC a letter stating that it erroneously "deposited check
Number 1319, which (was) earmarked for the Compliance Fund into
the general account". The Dole Committee asked Fluor PLC to sign
a statement requesting that the $2, 000 "be transferred to the
'Legal and Accounting compliance Fund'". Fluor PAC' s Chairman,
Bob Fluor signed and returned the letter to the Dole Coinittee.
(See Exhibit D.) We believe that these factors evidence Fluor
PAC's indisputable intention to have the $2,000 check deposited
only in the Dole for President legal and accounting compliance
fund.

We look forward to an early resolution of this matter and
hope to be of continued assistance to you. Please, feel free
to call me with any questions.

VG.
ip) Nielsen, Jr.

VGN/UIW/cn



AMOUNTs Samoa
FORM.

DONOR:

RECIPIENT:

O Cash
O Fluor Corporation

El ceo~
~ Fluor PAC

0 !n-)~ind
Q Other ______________

Name lob Dole for President
Address 515 South Plover Street. 206 Anqeles, CA 90071

Ilant I fi cation Number C002123S50
If Conunittee, name of Treasurer

OF CONTRIBUTION OR EXPENDITURE:
Support or opposition of candidate. (List candidate and election specifying
date of election and whether primary. general or other.)

~ iwir-' -~ ~ ~s, 1i~? - 19~ General electiOn.
/~L~,q4~LE Arao I~F~Aine.~/.

Qualification of ballot inneure. (Specify measure aid qmaUfiosties deadline.)

0 Support 0 Oppose

~Nj

Support or oppositlos of ballot measure. (Specify measure aid late of election. I

________________ Osuwort C)oppoee

Support or opposition of activity to influence legislative or alainistrative
action (lobbying). (Specify bill n~ber or agency.)

C) _______________ 0 Support 0 o~vo

Other

APPLICABLE LIMITATIONS:

(It contribution or expenditure re&et~i~a ction or other e
activity for which contribution or expenditure limits are in effect or for which
extraordinary reporting requirements apply (e.g., certain state election. such as
Alaska and certain local eections such as Orange County) * check above and conpiete
below.)
8-80 $2500 7-82 $1000 2-84 $2000 2-85 $3000 1-86 61000 3-87 $5000 6-87 $5000
Amowts previously contributed or expebded (specify election): $igsoO.00

Total a~ts contributed or expended during sass calendar
quarter (lobbying only):

INITIATED BY: 3. Robert Fluor II
DATE CHECK IRED AlA? DATE CHECK ISSUED jj~~ 7
---------------------------------------------------

JRluor I Notations or conditions to approval ________________
Law
Tax
Treasurer 7'

PURPOSE

0

0



BY FLUOR CORPORATION PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITITEE ('FLUOR PACW)

AND VICrOR L PRECHTh, AS TREASURER

MUR

NAME OF COUNSEL
ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

NAME OF COUNSEL
ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

auip Nielsen, Faq, and Lczlee Westine, Esq.
Nielsen, Merkiamer, Hodpon, Parrinello & Mueller
591 Rnd~od Highway, Suite 4000
Mill Valley, California 94941
(415) 389-6800

OR

Anne Made OSdhan~ Faq.

3333 Michelin Drive, Suite 3301
k~ne, Ca~rnia 92730
(714) 975-18

'The above-named individuals are each hereby designated - my and Fhuor PAC's wuanel mini

arc authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the Commkiion and to

act on my and Fluor PACs behalf before the Commission.

e'(MI~. /1 /7'7i
Date

RESPONDENTS NAME:
ADDRESS:

HOME PHONE:
BUSINESS PHONE

/7

Si ure

Victor L Prechtl
Fluor Corporation
3333 Michelson Drive, Suite 330E
Irvine, California 92730
(714) 730-3664
(714) 975-6737
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13. 1355

Fluor Public Affairs tee
3233 Michelson DriveCo~~
Irvine. CA 92730

near Sirs:

JAN 2719g
Law Dspaitmsnt

EXHIBIT D

RECEIVED
JAN 2 6 368

J. Robert Aimr II

Thank you for your past contribut ions to the Dol, for President
Cemittos. Unfortunately, we deposited check number 2313D which you
earmarked for the C~liaaoe lund. into the general account. In
order to correct this problem. urn ask that you sign the detachment
below so we viii be able to transfer the n.y to the Coepliance
aCcount. If you have any questions please call 1-800-262-3653. aM
ask for the Receipts Department.

Thank you for your support and cooperation.

,ld5ts truly.

e for Prod ut Coaittee

Fluor Public Affairs Coauuittee
3333 Michelson Drive
Irvine, CA 92730

This is to certify that $2000.00 of the contributions that have
been made to the Dcl President Cotanittee may be transferred to
the 'Legal and ~

Signature

(please do not print)

ftj~~S~bmm
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8304 Oakland
Kansas City, Imasas 66011

(913) 334-6689

December 18, 1991
Ctm) ~

John Warren KoGarry, Chairman

Federal Election C~i55ion
999 E Street ~ii
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Federal Election Comission vs. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.

MUR 3309

) Dear Chairman McGarry:

!his letter will serve to supplement my December 3, 1991
) response to your November 21, 1991 correspondence alleging I made

an excessive contribution to the Dole for President Comittee.
Please be advised I recently located a Dole for President

letter dated July 1, 1988 attaching a refund in the amount of
$1,000.00. Enclosed please find a copy of said correspondence
along with a copy of the check stub shoving a refund in the wunt
of $1,000.00.

I feel this information is relevant to support my contentions.
First, recall that my records reflect I did not contribute
$2,350.00. Second, the letter along with the check stub shows that
an additional $1,000.00 was refunded to me. Third, the letter
further shows that the Dole for President Comittee indicates I am
within the Coission regulations limitations.

If I can be of any further assistance, please let me know. I
look forward to your response.

Very~ truly youra,,~9y

Lerp6.Tombs,

LCT/bbk
Enclosures

cc: Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Ccinission
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1828 LStvet. N.W.'Sulte 805
lshlnpon. D~C. 20036

(202t 223-9400
ITOOI (2021 223-9400

July 1, 1988

Dear Contributor:

Your most recent contribution to the Dole Committee has been

received and deposited.

However, because Federal Election Commis5iOfl regulations limit

the amount an individual may contribute ~o a political candidate to

$1000.00. It is necessary for us to refund~ to you the $Iooo. -tV~at

you are in excess of that limit. )
Senator Dole appreciates your contribution to his campaign and

hopes that he can count on your continued support of his future

political efforts.

If you have any questions regarding the refunded money, please

contact Nancy Roda at (703) 525-0085.

Dole for President
Committee

Enclosure
0 *

Fm. hrbv D~s ~ PurniaM Commiut



STEVFN ~J1' KATZ*

LARRY ?'ANTIRER

RICHAR;) J SIRDOFF*~

LAWRIW(r P SLENDEN

'ALSO h4~U~p~ ~p PtOI~A

AW~ ~ ~AA1

eALlO MUMSPft 01 WEW YORL

FWPM~A ANh GEQ~QA bAPi

KATZ 8 PANTIRER
A P.OP1~IO~JAL COftPORATIOW

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

1325 MORRIS AVENUE

P.O. BOX 685

UNION. NEW JERSEY 07083

(201) 688-5454

TELECOPIER (208) 668-8248

rulR

grEZS ~I'~

MONMOUTH C0UN~Y

290 NORWOOD AVENUE

DEAL. NEW JERSEY 07723

REPLY ro UNION OFFICE

FILE No

December 17, 1991

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq.
999 E Street Northwest
Room No. 657
Washington, DC 20463

RE: Bertram Associates
MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Parrish:

Please be advised that our office represents Bertram Associates.
We are in receipt of your letter1 dated November 21, 1991. We
would appreciate it if you would send to us a copy of the check
of Bertram Associates which was allegedly given to the Dole For
President Committee.

Thank you very much.

Very/ truly yours,

ST/~

KATZ

SWK:cmi

cc: Bertram Associates



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 20463

January 8, 1992

Steven V. Katz, Esquire
Katz & Pantirer
1325 Norris Avenue
P.O. Box 685
Union. New Jersey 07083

Re: RU! 3309
Bertram Associates

Dear Mr. Katz:
)

This is in response to your letter dated December 17, 1991,
which we received on December 27, 1991, requesting a copy of
Bertram Associates' contribution check to the Dole for President
committee from which the Commission concluded their finding of
reason to believe Bertram Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.
Enclosed you will find a copy of the requested document for your
review.

If you have any questions. please contact me at (202)

) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

)
/

ZAJjL~.~~ 9, ~kA~J
\ \Lawrence D. Parrish

Staff Attorney

End:
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R(CE~IEOlEDERAI (LF:cTIowcsvgJMAli ~0mi

LAW orvsccs 99 DEC 26 A~~I5

OSERMAYER. REUMANND MAXWELL & HIPU'EL
34Th FLOOR PAC1~ARO BuILDNG

S C CORNER 35TH ANO CHESTNuT STREETS

PHLAOCLPI4IA, PA. .102

(55) 6~3 3000

YIL(COP'E
6 

iS 560 '566

T*~ 7~06'003BZ

)
December 18. 1991

Federal Election Commission ~ ~'
~rY~

Office of General Counsel p

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Your File MUR 3309

QberuaVer. Rebmann. Maxwell & HiDDel

Dear Sir or Madam: I
We are in receipt of a letter from John Warren NcGarry,

Chairman of the Federal Election Commission, dated December 5,
1991, which states that there is reason to believe that ye may
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, by virtue of having made a contribution of $5,000 to the
Dole for president Committee in violation of 2 U.S.C.
S441a(a) (1) (A).

This assertion is based on an apparent typographical

error. Our firm made only one contribution to the Dole for
president Committee in the amount of $1,000, which is in
compliance with the Act. A copy of such check is enclosed.

We would therefore appreciate your advising us, after

your further review and verification, that this matter has been

closed. If, however, you believe after such further review that

your assertion is accurate, we would request the opportunity to
examine the applicable records in order to ascertain the basis
for your conclusion that we contributed $5,000 so that we may
respond to this assertion appropriately.

Very truly yours,

Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell &
Hippel

I

~

DSS:29~59.1
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39c.~2A

KENNEDY COVINOTON LOBDELL & HIcI~MAN

MARCUS Y H'L NMAN
CLARENCE 'N WALKER
JAMES E 161111 WALKER
HENRY C LOMAS
EDGAR LOVE
CHARLES V TOMPKINS. JR
GLEN B HARDYMON

DONNELL LASSITER
ROSS J SMY~a
A ZACHANY SMI'H
WILLIAM F DREW JR
CHARLES 0 DOOSE
RALEIGH A SHOEMAKEN
JOHN M MURCHISON JR
STEPHEN M 5 COUNTLAND
RICHARD D STEPHENS
F PINCHER JARRELL
MA~NARD E TIRNS
WAYNE P HUCKEL

NONFLEET PRUDEN
WILLIAM C LIVINGSTON
LEE WEST MOVIUS

JOSEP~ B C KLU'TZ
JONATHAN A BARRETT
EUGENE C PRIOGEN
STEPHEN K RHYME

E ALLEN DRICHAND
RAYMOND E OWENS. J
HENRY W FLINT
DAVID H JONES
NANCY BLACK NORELLI
JAMES C HARDIN W*
*ETEN MCLEAN
MYLES E STANDISH
KIRAN H MEHTA
MICHAEL S HAWLEY
JAMES P COONEY m
CAROL NASH NORMAN
BRIAN P EVANS
JEFFERSON W BROWN
LYNN OLIVER WENIGE
GEORGE C COVINOTON
DANIEL L JOHNSON. JI

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
3300 NCNU PLAZA

CHARLOTTE. NORTH CAROLINA zeaso-sosa
TELEPHONE 704/377-6000 WALTE

_________ LISA N
ALICE
DENNI

50U714 CAROLINA OFFICE DEAN
N THE GUARDIAN BUILDING sTEPI4

ONE LAW PLACE-SU'E 301 H WIL
P 0 BOX 11425 JOHN

ROCK I4ILL. S C 25731-1429 moBs
TELEPHONE *o.V3aT-SIT WILLIA

MICHE
W MCI
SEVEN

FACSIMILES LESLE
CHARLOTTE 704/33I-TSOR LEROY

BR All
NOCK MILL BO3/324-47~7 RANDi

MANK
WILL IA

ALLISC
N WRITERS DIRECT DIAL NIJMSER BANBi

4 AN~

704/331-745Z

N 0 FISIIEN, JN
lYMAN LANE
CANMICHAEL NICHEY
I~ND LINDSEY ?EAGUE
A WARNEN
EN N MCCRAE. JN"
11AM PALMEN. JN
H CULVER

0 H'NSON
.M B KINK. iN
ILE C LANDERS
~NY SIRE ~
PLY A CARNOL1.~
E K OAUGHER?'V
P LIUTCHINSON
C REEVE

I.LL * LEE
E SWOFFORO~
,M N HANNIB
)N N *ANNNILI.
~RA N PRITH
NE HALL

A LEE HOQEWOOD m
CONY I4OHNBAUM
C CONLEY NOLT
FELICIA A WASHINGTON
DAVID W BROWN. JR
JAMES C EARLE
KENNETH I FREDERICK~
CLIFFORD N JANRET?
CAROL A JONES VAN BUNEN

FRANK H KENNEDY
1593-1975

HUGH L LOBDELL
190BIOBZ

OP COuNSEL

* 7 COVINGYON. JR
DAVID ONIEN MARTIN. JR

SPCCIA. COI..WSE~
THOMAS N PAYNE
NOBENY N CANPENTENW

December 26, 1991

Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Kr. Lawrence D. Parrish

General Counsel's Office

Re: NUR 3309 Becon Construction Company

Dear Mr. Parrish:

We represent Becon Construction Company in
the above referenced matter.

C,
~o 1' *~rw,

~0

connection with

I have received from client a copy of the letter of the
Federal Election Commission dated November 21, 1991, addressed to
J. N. Komes, President, Becon Construction Company, Inc.,
Southeast Headquarters, Charlotte, North Carolina, together witk~
Federal Election Commission Factual and Legal Analysis with N
respect to the above referenced matter.

Apparently, this correspondence was received by client in ~
N

San Francisco on either December 12 or December 13 and a copy was
faxed to the undersigned on December 13, 1991.

Upon receipt of the correspondence with respect to this ~.

matter, I immediately retrieved my file on this matter from N
storage and have tried on at least three (3) occasions to reach
you by telephone, the first time being December 17. I need more
information before I can respond to this matter. To be specific,
I need the date, trip (including city of departure, each city of
destination, etc.), as well as the dollar amount of each trip.
It would also be helpful to know the name of the individual or
individuals who was (were) the passenger(s) for each specific
trip.

CXC CR' AS O'CO ATtONNEYS AOH T'CO N N C ONL~
AOHTTCONNC ANOIC
~AOMITTCO NBC ONL'

* c rw-

Yr

-o



Federal Election Commission
December 26, 1991
Page 2

I also note that the Factual and Legal Analysis states that
"DPC used private aircraft owned by Bacon Construction Company,
Inc. for campaign related travel." I do not believe that this is
correct, however, it may veil be the DPC was incorrectly billed
through Bacon Construction Company, Inc. However, I will
investigate this fact further.

For the reasons hereinabove given, we will need additional
time to respond to the alleged violation.

If you have any questions with respect to the requested
information or requested additional time to answer, I would
greatly appreciate your calling me at the above number.

Very ruly

cus T. Hickman
F r the Firm

11TH: eki



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

january 8, 1992
Narcus T. Hickman, Esquire
Kennedy Covington Lobdell
& Hickman
3300 NCNB Plaza
Charlotte, NC 28280-6000

Re: HUH 3309
Becon Construction Company

Dear Mr. Hickman:

This is in response to your letter dated December 26, 1991,
which we received on December 30, 1991, requesting an extension
until January 17, 1992 to respond to the Commission'u finding.
After considering the circumstances presented in your letter,
The Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested
extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on January 17, 1992.

Per our conversation, via telephone, I have enclosed copies
of the requested documents for your review.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

- /

Lawrence D. Parrish
Staff Attorney

End:



Sees, Pyre pm-~m - -
______ U

* a fl

*. warn. -. ~ -- .~W . -

- -a - u... a ~ - - - -- a.- - - ..---- -~ -

S.

47.512.U

-- ~ m~-- -

DOLE FOR PUDT COUMN7~ 3i~
- - -~ I mey. nw.. umu m SIGWFR4NK

p
5596

- ~ ~u~jq~ ,~,.

7ApuN -. ~ U - w4.
p

-w

- -Sm ~ K,. ~.i Tudve 511W
DOLLARS _________

-U ~

3d~ng O~
Omrl.tte. NC

T.~-k D4ie
Sail. -
25217 NOT lEGOTIADLE

'p0000 s sq&' ':o SLOOI.Daqa: &5~-oO~Ig"qgm

R!QUE5TED BY: rT37'Ty~ft3~fl - -:~-~-~;=~ - -. -- - - -. ~

A/P CODE:

GIL CODE:

~COMPTOI~:cT-T
DIR OF ADMIN:_____________

DPTY CHAIRMAN:LA; LAL~

2i~oQ

V 4 IVE CHECK TO

MML CHECK

- u~'~ OTHER____________________

* -p.' - -~- --

*1

m

-~- -

-~ V

I'-



_______________________- - msnnm w~ Evmgtibimmg w~m~w U U wqy u~. inUY~ v - ~

- - . ~EIIII _____________

PLEASE MAKE CHECK PAYA5LE

LaNT_ AMOUNt arulL CHECI NEEDED DY:

(~)vi
PURPOSE: ~V~AR~ ~( 4A~I1ifl[~LJhIW £44~I eJU O1J~.

- - - - -. - - - --. ,~-,---- -. - -- - -

-- ~ -- ________ -U- - -.- * - - ~-- ~ .,.

DATE:
vial,

APPROVED3Y:r~
- -s- ~ - -- -W *~ - - - - - ~ ~ -*s~--c~

lN1ihbA~m ~----- DIVISION DIR: - -~--REQUESTED BY: - - __ ____________

COUNSEL:

- .~.z -- -~-.~r- z~ ~ ~ r-~r- COMPTROLLER._______________________7-

DIR OF ADMIN:_____________

~'T~ L~§ 'A"" - -
- ~' OPTY CHAIRMAN:

~CIL CODE:

-- .---------.---- U

- -~----- *---__'-~5VkI~I1~KTOA\ -~ ~- -

- -. - MAIL CHECK

24

L
i-A I P



u~
S ~aI:2;+7~.

I82SL9g. N.W.aSmIssIS5
~

Im) 223'WU
ITODI I~ R2H4W

March 29, 1968

MEMO TO: Scott/Jenny

FROM: Christy

U: Charter Aircraft from Gary Bechtel

Attached are the bills from the aircraft we chartered
from Gary Bechtel. As I mentioned to Scott, I spoke with

'0 Gary's assistant, Peggy Luerseem, who explained that Mr.
Bechtel charters this aircraft from the corporation on
a monthly rate. At this time, Mr. Bechtel has paid with
his personal funds *9.967.85 for use of the aircraft.
The amount represents charter airfare for Elizabeth Dole
(approximately 1,600), Robin Dole, General Maig, and
D7r starr ~embers. However, there is a portic1a uf La~a
amount ($2,475.00) which represents the airfare. for Carolyn
Bechtel and Susan Thigpen to distribute voter cards on
Super Tuesday. I am not avare that this amount vas
autfli)r.LOui- possibly Juay Harbaugh or Jerry Slackvwlder
can clear this up.

One final thing- Peggy did mention that no portion of this
amount has been paid according to her records. (I mentioned
to you that I thought some of Mrs. Dole's airfare had been
paid); In addition, as I previously told you, Marianne Means
a reporter- did ride on the aircraft for the Ashville, NC -

Ashboro- Greensboro portion which I submitted to Susan. Let
me know if you have any questions regarding this billing.

thanks!

~ Pin~ Cm

(~- (~'~r ~
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Mr. Christopher T. Cushlng
DIrector of F'bsauuc. Committee
Dole for President committee
lUlL. Street, N.?.. SuIt. 805
W.shlngton. DC NOON

Dw Mr. Cushing:

As a fellow-up to your oonwr~n with Mr. Gary Iechtel ba
Washington on Much fl. 1988. oleo.e find attached cepIe~ of
unpaid eboreft chuges that hew been prevb~usIy mefled to

Erlsty Vormey.

That. Invelces now t a $7days PM o(IIIi~~I)zom~ c~iw more tha'!

I would appreciate any proopt attentkin you could give these 4
aircraft bills to bring payments up to date. flees, make the
check payable to Mr. Gary Bechtel. as I have already paid thaw
bills from his personal business account.

If you have any questIons, please call nine.

truly yours.

~LWW'asbn
Assistant

Attachments

M~ W*~ ~

~;;

r
March 22. 1988

p.-
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Jenaaery 5, iSS

Ms. Kr~ty Venmey
Dole C.~ieien C.iuee
J8*L Street N.?.
Suite 805
~shbmgtmi. DC ZOOM

Dew' Ms. Vwney:

As per our osnwtsstbii todmy, eacleed is the alrcrafi bUlb~g
1b' t~ trips in DCQ~W.

hem in~e the cnecw payable te N.-. Gary Bechtel mid amid

7) if go the address ab@w. This aircraft bill has been paid by

C) Mr. Bechtel.

If yc.. ~ ovty qs.CStKinS or need addtttnGl tnf w~'1iOn F~S~

feel free to contact m.

Very tflsly yOUF'S.

-I

Q~ M n
Staff Assistant

Enclosure
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Smilin' Jack Ltd.
I -

P.O. Box 2985. Charlotle. N.C. 23211

J~my 8, 1*88

~. £rfuty Vwruey
~b Ca~eiga ~uk~e
im L Slyest MV.
~am
Was~qt~t. DC MN

~w' Ms. Varney:

INVOICE

Abu'ofZ cIwgss lb.' the following trips:

12131*7 AshvOle. North Carolina to Ashboro.
Gresneboro. North Carolina.

(Mrs. Dole)

North Carolina to

12112187 Raleigh. North Carolina to Washington. DC and return
to Raleigh. North Carolina

(Robin Dole. Krlsty Varney. and Bell Lacy)

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE;

(C)

$ 500.00

*1.000.00

*1.500.00



Smilin' Jack Ltd.

January N. 1588

Ma. Eristy Verreay
Dole C~ ~n..
1888 L. Stuwe N. V.
&eAte 888
~uhMgton. DC 288N

INVOICE

Dew frlaty:

AWC~ofz charges Ibr January 18. 1588:

Hickory. NC to Fayetteville. NC
to Wlnston-SaIm. NC

(Mrs. Elizabeth DolS-passenger)

Please rmit payment med. payabl. to:

P.O. Box 2965, Charlotte, N.C. ~g3~g

1.2 Hours

Mr. Gary Bechtel
~51 Charlottepar* ~tw, Suite 200
Charlotte, NC 28217

~ 7 rytr~dy 7 yrs.

rmn
Staff Aesitant

)

(7)



February 2~, 1~S3

Ms. Kr&sty Vaimy
Dole Campai' C~itt~

* I32SLStrSt tiLl.
Ssiw MS
W&*tingt@A, DC 2OO3~

Dew Ms. Vuimp

RbW3SUU~t .1 aircraft charges for February Z5,2~,27, 1,33 for Ms. Robit Dole.

Charlotte, tic to Macon, GA
to Fort Laudm.dsa. FL to Vashi1&t~fl, DC
- return Charlotte, NC

Crew Expeflais

Total Amount Due this Trip:

Past Due invoices:

12/03137
12/12/37
01/05/33

GRAND TOTAL DUE UPON RECEIPT:

~Y yyOUrS,

PeW Lumrsssn
Stall Assistant

7.3 hours x $~i0.00 a $3,233.00

$~32.S5

$3,~l7.33

$500.00S 1,000.00
S540.00

$2,040.00

I)

beosm - .~
~ ~ * ~ -&~w * ~,m. MC 2 * U'44

'p

.. ~.. ~

£

0. *0.
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Uw'ch 22. im

Me. Kriaty Varmey
Del, C~ Ctt..
W8L Stases NW.
hke WI
~h~esm. DC N

INVOICE

Adv~v.fl cluorge. for the folimeing Ftp' in Mm'cft. 1986:

3/5/U Cherietfe to Cuwnvllle. NC
to Weelaingt@fl. DC and uwturfl
to CIawlott*, NC

(poasen 9SF: Almndcr Haig)

3/08/U Gv'ensbro. NC to Salisbury. NC
So Guwnsboro

Total Due

$ 250.00

D~Im,:

*1,305.00 2.9 hours

5 hour

*1.555.00

(Er)



01125 le500.OO
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COUNSEL:___________________

COMPTROLLER:______________

DIR OF ADMIN:______________

A/P CODE:______________

GIL CODE:

DPTY CHAIRMAN:

Woo

GIVE CHECK TO_________________

MAIL CHECK

ona
c~ ~

1
~ ~*V~dh

*1



~.~T. 
_______

_____ 
-~ wwvumar FOR EXPPEDIT1JRE 1~

'UL PLEASE MAKE CHECK PAYAULE TO: ThLr. 4i~ &eA*e.j
mm ADDRESS:_ £Ed.,i ~ 

s

-m

IN THE AMOUNT

CHECK NE~~

(d.t.j

DATE:

REQUESTED BY:

~IP CODE:_____________

GIL CODE:_________

APPROy BY:

DIVISION DIR:
COUNSEL:___________________

COMPTROIJbER:_____________

DIR OF ADMIN:_____________

DPTy CHAIRjjA~:

CIVE CHECK TO________________

MAIL CHECK
OTHER_____________________



-_______

~Thw -

9k

-u woe.

00 - &~. me chugging. NC. 2310 *

.%Tt. 
4 j'i~

5, 1MW

0* grle*y Varrtey- Ca~O1U" CouPmlttee
jgNL Street N.?.
-e 5
U.slabigtefl. DC 20036

Deer Ma. Varnay:

As per our conwrsetiovi today. eucio*ed 1:
j~r tw tripe In December.

thw 'z~r~raf* blUIng

Please make the checlc payable to Mr. Gary Bechtel and send
it to 11w eddrc.s obow. This ~krr~roft bi~ has been paid by

) Mr. Bechtel.

If you have any questions or need additional Information please
) feel free to contact me.

Very truly yours.

2'

Staff Assistant

Enclosure

Ae~ a~ ~ &m~ h~

-s-rn--



-Lu.
~-,au1IIn' Jack Ltd.

@04
P.O. Box 2965, Chwgotl., NC. mi I

Jenu~ery 5, 1988

Me. Artaty Varney
Dole Ce~alqn Couwal tee
1828 L Street N.?.
SuIte 988
We.htagton. DC 200 N

Dear Ms. Varney:

IN VOICE
~f)

~Nwmff1~i7
AbcTUI? chwges jbr t

LI)

12/318 aIwifle, North Carolina to Ashboro, North Carolina to $ 5.00
North Carolina.

c) s. Dole) A/&'r,-.-g' ~'~"""I~

12/12I8t~P-~~h. North Carolina to Woahington. DC and return 81.00.00
to Raleigh, Norm C~Jlt,.O
(Robin Dole, Kriety Varney. and DLII Lacy)

Nt)

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $1,500.00
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AIKEN, ST. Louis & SILJEG, PS.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

2,5 NORTON BUILDING

SOl SECOND AVENUE

SgATTLE, WASHINGTON 98104
FACSIMILE 206 623 5764

TELEPHONE 206 624 2650

December 27, 1991

C3RTII~ MAIL
R3TUR~N RECEIPT RBoUEETED

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Matthew N. Clapp, Jr.
Your Re: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Long:

I previously wrote to you on December 4, 1991, and includ.c~a designation of counsel. Copies of both are attached. Myletter confirmed our request for an extension of time in which torespond to a notice sent to our client, Matthew N. Clapp, Jr.
The notice sent to Mr. Clapp states that he made a contri-bution to the Dole for President Commission that aggregated$4,000 . . . .~ Since this exceeded the $1,000 limitation, thenotice indicates reason to believe a violation of 2 U.S.C.

S44la(a) (1) (A).

Our client acknowledges that he did in fact make a contribu-tion to that campaign in excess of $1,000. His records indicatethat the actual contribution was for $5,000. Although our clientrecalls a refund of some $4,000 having been made by the DoleCommittee, he has, despite an attempt to resurrect his 1987-88records, been unable to verify that repayment. Similarly, wehave no proof that the refund was made within the required time.
Although acknowledging that the contribution was made, werequest, on behalf of our client, that no action be taken by theFederal Election Commission (the "Commissionar). We have threereasons for this request.

First, as the members of the Commission recognize, thecurrent laws regarding campaign contributions can be Somewhatconfusing. For example, while there is a $1,000 limitation oncontributions to a candidate, $5,000 can be contributed to otherpolitical committees in a calendar year. And, there is a $20,000

~b ~

S

RECEIJED
FU[)9~Aj f~[CI!ON~MiIsSgt~

92JAN-2 A?1IO1.I
JAMES R WOEPPEL

R LIND STAPLEY

GREGORy L URSICH

MARTIN J OURKAN

PAMELA A LANG

RE T~R(O

WALLACE 
A~EN



Mr. Jeffrey Long
December 27, 1991
Page - 2

limitation on contributions to political committees established
by national political parties. Frankly, our client was unaware
of the campaign limitations. Had he known, he would not have
exceeded the permissible limits. He did not have that informa-
tion, however, and to his knowledge, the materials supplied by
the candidate were also silent on limits.

Secondly, if our client's recollection is in fact correct,
$4,000 was returned to him. Although not timely, and while
written proof is unavailable, the refund is a showing that the
permitted contribution amount was not exceeded. Thus, to the
extent that the legislation is intended to keep candidates on
an equal footing, that goal was met.

Finally, the goal of ensuring that our particular client
will not make excessive contributions in the future is certain.
We can definitely assure you that our client is most concerned
about this matter, and he wishes to do whatever is necessary to
both clear his name and demonstrate his respect for the law.

Although your notice does not indicate it, our client has
indicated that he also made a $5,000 contribution to the General
Alexander Haig presidential campaign at the same time that he
made the contribution to the Dole campaign. Again, Mr. Clapp was
unaware of the limits at that time, and he is unsure if any por-
tion of that amount was refunded. There is no showing from his
records that a refund was received.

While this check indicates that a second contribution was
made in error, I think it also more realistically indicates that
Hr. Clapp did not know what the limitations were; and, he had no
intent to specially benefit any one candidate. Nevertheless, in
a spirit of candidness, and as an indication to the Commission of
his sincerity, he has asked that we inform you of that payment.
As with the Dole matter, we request a dismissal of any future
action that might be claimed regarding that contribution.

Because there was no knowing intent to avoid the law, since
our client believes that the excess contribution was returned to
him, and because there is a more than adequate showing that the
law will not be violated again, we request, in accordance with
CFR Section 111.6, that the Commission take no further action on
the present claim against Mr. Clapp, and no future action on his
contribution to the Haig campaign.



Mr. Jeffrey Long
December 27, 1991
Page - 3

We further request that no additional findings be made,
other than dismissal of the complaint. Should the Commission
deny our request that it take no further action, other than
dismissal, then we wish to enter into conciliation with the
Commission under CFR Section 111.18.

We look forward to your response to our request. In the
meantime, if we can provide any further information to assist
you, we would appreciate that opportunity.

Very truly yours,

AIKEN. ST. LOUIS & SILJEG, P.8.

Thoma cas

TJL: bjd
Enclosures
cc: Mr. N. Clapp, Jr.

clapma/12261ong
5103-0 (001)
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December 4, 1991 WALLACE
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UTURN RICUIW RNOURU!3D

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
Va5hington, D.C. 20463

Re: Matthew H. Clapp, Jr.
tour Re: MUR 3309

Dear Hr. Long:

I spoke with Hr. George Rishel today regarding the above
utter * Mr. Rishel informed me that you were in Montana and
requested that I write to you regarding the purpos. of my call.

A letter dated November 21. 1991, was sent to Hr. Clan.
He received it on or about November 25. A response is due on or
about December 10. Because I will be out of town, and since Hr.
Clapp is attempting to obtain financial information pertinent to
this matter, this is to request that we have until January 2,
1992, in which to respond to your inquiry letter.

Please accept this letter as our formal request for an

extension. If anything further is required, please contact my
office. Although I will be out of the country until December
15, 1991, I will be back on Monday, December 16. I thank you

in advance for your assistance and consideration of this matter.
I have also attached a Statement of Designation of counsel
appointing this firm and myself, which has been signed by Mr.
Clapp.

Very truly yours,

AIKEN, ST. LOUIS & SILJEG, P.S.

,2~
Thomas j.'A.ucas

TJL: bjd
Enclosure
cc: Hr. H. Clapp, Jr.

Ms. S. Kelley

clqe./12041 009
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or uinzam~zp or c
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Tulmouu,

ml Thomas J. Lucas

Aiken. St. Louis & Silieg, P.S.

1215 Norton Building
801 Second Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104

(206) 624-2650

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any Notifications and other

Communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before
the Commission.

.~c..4. (ct '~ I
Date Signature

DZSVGUDMT'S MAlE: Matthew N. Clapp, Jr.

ADDinS~ 720 Olive Way

Seattle, WA 98101

HOSE ?3z ________________________

DUSIrnS W : 623-6634
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LAKE POSES? OPPICE

JONATHAN B. SALLET OWE WESTM WSTER PLACE

LAKE PORES?, IL 60045
to., 360-6500

('osi 306?6O FAX

January 3, 1992

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq.
~ A>

Office of the General Counsel ~

Federal Election Commission i

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: 1~U&22Q2

Dear Mr. Parrish:

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 111.18(d), the respondent Long

Lines Limited requests pre-probable cause conciliation of MUR
3309.

The documents supplied to us by the FEC show that on one

occasion in late 1987 the Dole-for-President campaign paid

for the use of aircraft owned by the respondent after the
flights had occurred. As the FEC Factual and Legal Analysis
states, the flights in question took place on December 23 and
24, 1987, and payment was sent on December 31, 1987. A
lezter sent to Long Lines Limited by the Dole campaign
counsel stated that the payment was being made "according to
Federal Election Commission regulations."1' As noted above,
payment was not made prior to the flights as required by 11
C.F.R. § 114.9(e). The respondent does not assert that it
was licensed to offer commercial services for travel.

Because the respondent has no reason to doubt the
factual and legal analysis relied upon by the FEC, the
respondent requests pre-probable cause conciliation.

- The letter from the campaign counsel bears the date
December 31, 1988, but accompanying documents show that the
actual date of the letter was December 31, 1987. the date on
which the check to the respondent is dated.



Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq.
January 3, 1992
Page Two

For the following reasons, the Commission should enter
into negotiations directed towards reaching a conciliation
agreement. First, the respondent has no prior history of any
FEC violations. Second, as a practical matter, the
respondent relied upon the Dole campaign to assure that
federal election procedures were being followed. Indeed, the
letter from the Dole campaign counsel represented that the
charter payment in question was being made "according to" FEC
regulations. Although the respondent fully recognizes its
responsibility for ensuring its own compliance with FEC
regulations, the practical circumstances here led the
respondent to err inadvertently in this single instance.
Third, the respondent will take appropriate measures to
ensure that FEC violations do not occur in the future.
Fourth, although the regulation was violated, the violation
was minor. The sum in controversy was relatively small and
payment was sent by the Dole campaign within a week of the
time that the flights occurred. Indeed, had the Dole
campaign used another method of transport, the payment would
clearly have been made within a "commercially reasonable
time." See 11 C.F.R. 114.9(e) (2).

For these reasons, the respondent respectfully requests
initiation of a conciliation process.

Siricer

Jonathan B. Sallet
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Mrs. Lyi. F. Filed
#6 ~ndome Cowl
Setheeds. MD 20617

January 6. 1992

Mr. Jeffrey ~ Lone. Pwiagd
Office of Vie Genari Counsel
Federd Bection Coamlealen
999 E Sveet. NW. Room 667
~Nngsmn ~C. 20463

Re: MUR 3306
Ly* Filed

Deer Mr. Long

~d si Vie bimimetiwi wiulch you nt n~ I have aecer~ned Vim of Vie 6.000
~ ini~Iy w~ied. ,3.O00 was raurmi to by Vie ~e Csmlme

he ~u*~g *2.000 wee a joint osuwIhu~i lmn mis joke efisoidme seceunt and wee
intended - a joint cwb~on. A copy of Vie joint acomw~ check uU be furnl~ied at your
re~

bthe beet of my knowledge, Vie Dole for President Exploratory Committee, inc..
d nor send me a reMvIb~ion letter, or If It was sent. I do not remen*sr receiving same.

However. Vie remaining *2.000 that was contributed after Vie refund. eluosid be attribuemd
to my huabend. Michael S. Fried. and to me, Lydia F. Fried. See Records of conubumione
and refund attached heretc.

Hope this additionel information wU be sufficient and you wIN find that no violation
has occwved. If there as anything further I need to do with reference to your letter. I wIN be
- to - you my f ii cooperation. Thank you for your assistance vi the above matter.

Very Vu~ yours.

~1LLA. F .~J ~

Lydia Fried

LFF:kc
Enciceures as stated
cc~flle
MF:JLOngFEC.LFF

~9$eC ~

*9~

I ~

@~IC
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January 3, 1992

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq.
Staff Attorney
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: KUR 3309 -- Contran

Dear Kr. Parrish:

Confirming our telephone conversation this morning,
Contran desires to pursue pro-probable cause conciliation. I SD
currently gathering information that should be useful in this
process, and I should be sending it to you in the next few weeks.

Sincerely,

(M5; ~4~L
Philip S. Beck

PSB/dec

Las A~igs~s New ~
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3850 Three Mile Lane * McMinnville, OR 97128-9496 USA
Phone ~SO3) 472-9361 * Fax (5fl3) 472-1048

telex 360841 * SITA HDQOOEZ

December 29, 1991

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street N.W.

(mm

Ia'

Re: MUR 3309. Delford M. Smith ii'
em

This letter is in follow up to our telephone conversation of December ~b.
1991 wherein I informed you that the material which you supplied me in
your letter of December 12th. (which was received here of December
17th) dId not clarify the discrepancies between checks and the amount
stated in your November 12th letter "Factual and Legal Analysis"
attachment.

Mr. Smith, being the owner of one of the major businesses in Oregon. is
continuously sought out for donations, and Is generous in his support of
those who seek him out. There is more than one authorized signor on
his personal account and at least one of the checks in question was
signed by another party who was possibly unaware of Mr. Smith's other
donation, and who most likely was unaware of any limitations on
donations.

You stated that your were dealing with a large number of respondents in
this case and acknowledged, that for the most part, such violations were
in innocent unawareness of the limitations.

I-.

'I

The campaign committees and the persons who operate them should
certainly be aware of the limitations, and I would ask that you consider
placing the burden with those with the knowledge and who are soliciting
the funds.

I look forward to this matter being closed without penalty to Mr.
and a refund of his donation over the limit as is required by law.

Smith.

Thank you for assistance and your consideration.

Very ti-Lily yours

DennlsV.G ,Esq.

'.0
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UDMUND 3. V~RYUL3
Crow Nih Road

Mt. Kisco, Rev York 1O54~

Federal Election Commission
Attention Office of General Counsel
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

January 6, 19'
FEDERAL EXPR~

9,

C.
d

Re: MUR 33O~

Gentlemen:

In response to your letter dated November 21, 1991, I
respectfully submit this letter in support of my belief that I
did not violate the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 or the
regulations thereunder.

In 1987 Craig P. Heard, Chief Executive Officer of Winston
Network, Inc. (the "Company"), which was at that time a client of
the law firm of Hall, Dickler, Lawler, Kent & Friedman in which I
was then and now am a partner, was supporting Senator Bob Dole in
his campaign to obtain the Republican Presidential nomination.
Mr. Heard asked our Firm to make a contribution to the Dole
campaign. The Firm sent its check for $3,000 to the Dole For
President Exploratory Committee in July 1987. By letter dated
July 27, 1987 (copy enclosed), the Committee advised the Firm
that under the Federal Election Law it could only retain $1,000
of this contribution and accordingly, returned $2,000 to the
Firm. I did not see this letter at that time.

Subsequently, by check dated August 27, 1987 (copy of
cancelled check enclosed), I made a contribution of $1,000 from
my personal funds to the Dole For President Exploratory
Committee. I made no other contribution to this Committee. My
records further indicate that the Dole For President Exploratory
Committee returned $833.33 to me in early January 1988, which I
deposited to my account on January 6, 1988. The net effect of
this was that I made a personal contribution of $166.67 to the
Dole For President Exploratory Committee.

-q

- f~*
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SFederal Election Commission
January 6, 1992
Page 2

At the tine the Firm contributed $1,000 to the Committee,
there were 23 partners in the Firm; accordingly, my pro-rate
share of that contribution was $43.48, which, when added to my
$166.67 personal contribution, would indicate that I made a total
contribution of $210.15.

Very truly you

Edmund S. Wartels

Encs.
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DOLE EU

July 27. 1987

Hall. Dickler, Lawler, Kent & Friedman
460 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

Dear Sirs:

Thank you very much for your recent contribution of $3,000 to
Senator Dole's Presidential effort. Unfortunately, w mist return
$2,000 of your contribution inasmuch as Federal Election law limits
contributions to $1,000 per partnership.

You can be sure that Senator Dole appreciates your support and
would, of course, be delighted if the partners wished to make a
personal contribution. It should be noted that a partner's share of
a partnership contribution counts against that partner's individual
$1,000 limit as well.

Yours truly,

Dole for President
Exploratory Committee, Inc.

Enclosure

"N

K'
7

1628 L Street, NW., Suits 805, Wmhkian. D.C. 20036
~ 22~H00
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 2O4~3

january 8, 1992

John J. Rajorana, Esquire
MBA Group
1 Evergreen Place
P.O. Box 1927
Norristown, NJ 07962-1927

Re: MUM 3309

MBA Group

Dear Mr. Rajorana:

Enclosed you viii find the requested copy of theContribution check from the NBA Group to the Dole for PresidentCommittee from which the Commission concluded their finding ofreason to believe the NSA Group violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence D. Parrish
Staff Attorney

End:
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

776 K STREET. N. W.

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20000

(aOl) 419-7000

wm~g~g OIRCCT DIAL WUWUER

(202) 429-7301

January 9, 1992
r~sI MILE

(aol.) 4297049
TELEX 246)49 WYRN UR

Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, W.V.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Jeffrey Long

Re: BlUR 3309 (General Electric
Company Political Action Committee
and Robert V. Nelson. as Treasurer)

Dear Mr. Noble:

This Response, including the attached affidavit, is

submitted on behalf of the General Electric Company Political

Action Committee ("GEPAC") and Robert W. Nelson, as Treasurer

("Respondents"), in reply to the Federal Election

Commission's finding that there is reason to believe that

GEPAC violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("Act"), in Matter Under Review ("MUR") 3309. For

the reasons set forth herein, the Federal Election Commission

("FEC" or "Commission") should find no probable cause to

believe that GEPAC violated the Act.

The Factual and Lecial Analysis

The Factual and Legal Analysis in this Matter explains

that, based on the Commission's examination and audit of the

I
IhO



V
Lawrence N. Noble, Zsq.
January 9, 1992
Page 2

Dole Committee records, the Commission found reason to

believe that GEPAC made three contributions to the Dole for

President Committee ("Dole Committee") which, when

aggregated, are in excess of the $5,000 contribution limit

applicable to multi-candidate committees pursuant to 2 U.s.c.

S 441a(a)(2)(A).' However, the relevant documentation for

this disputed $7, 000 has not been attached to the Factual and

Legal Analysis.

Barn

Contrary to the representation in the Factual and Legal

Analysis, GEPAC did not make any contributions to the Dole

for President Committee. Affidavit Before the Federal

Election Commission in Hatter Under Review 3309 ("Nelson

Aff.") at 3. Thus, not only is GEPAC not over the

contribution limits, but all of the contributions referenced

in the Factual and Legal Analysis were earmarked to the Dole

For President Committee by General Electric employees.

The contributions were identified as follows:

11/23/87 $5,000
12/24/87 $1,000
2/12/88 $1,000.



Lawrence N * Noble, Req.
January 9, 1992
Page 3

While the Factual and Legal Analysis does not provide

copies of the contributions it references, GEPAC has

undertaken to reconstruct the events which say have led to

the conclusion that it made any contributions to the Dole for

President Committee. JA. In so doing, GEPAC has identified

three checks which were issued in proximity to the dates and

amounts identified in the Factual and Legal Analysis.

L~. 4 * Each of these checks, attached hereto, dated

November 12, 1987 for $5,000, December 3, 1987 for $1,000,

and February 1, 1988 for $1,000 states, on its face, that it

represents an earmarked contribution. Ig.

Further, each check was accompanied by a letter which

notified the Dole for President Committee that the

contributions were earmarked by each of the individuals

identified in the letters. jo., Exhibit 1. Each

contribution was reported by GEPAC as an earmarked

contribution. ~. Thus, each of these contributions should

have been treated by the Dole for President Committee as

having been made by each of the individuals in question, not

by the Committee, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (8) and 11

C.F.R. S 110.6.

In summary, GEPAC made no contributions to the Dole for

President Committee. Rather, each of the contributions at



Lawrence N. Noble Req.
January 9, 1992
Page 4

issue vas earmarked to the Dole Committee through the GEPAC

which acted only as a conduit for these contributions.

Perhaps, the Dole Committee records did not contain the

documentation previously provided by GIPAC, and attached to

this response (Exhibit 1, Attachment A). Any failure by the

Dole Committee to properly report these contributions does

not provide the basis for finding that the GEPAC violated the

law.

Accordingly, at the appropriate time, the Commission

should find no probable cause to believe that the General

Electric Company Political Action Committee and

Robert W. Nelson, as Treasurer, violated the law.

Sincerely,

efA4Jw/d.
Carol A. Laham

Counsel for General Electric
Company Political Action
Committee and Robert W. Nelson,
as Treasurer

cc: Robert W. Nelson
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State of Florida )
) Ratter Under RevIew 3309 '0 2"~

County of Palm Deach )

AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT V. NELSON

-o
RODUT V. 311,903, first being duly avorn, deposes and z

says:

1. I am Robert V. Nelson. I am the Treasurer of

the General Electric Co~any Political Action Committee

(Co.aitt..).

2. I have reviewed the Factual and Legal AnalysiS

sent to the committee as an attachment to Chairman loCarry '5

letter which notified the Committee that the Federal E1ectiOt~

Commission had found reason to believe that it may have

violated the Federal Election campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("Act"). As Treasurer of the Committee, I ax

familiar with each contribution made by the Committee.

3. The Factual and Legal Analysis identifies the

following contributions as having been made by the Comm~i.ttee:

11/23/87 $5,000
$1,00012/24/87 $1,000.

2/12/88

However, the relevant documentation for this disputed $7,000

was not attached to the Factual and Legal Analysis, and, in

fact, the Coumittee did not make any contributions to the

Dole for President Committee. Thus, the Committee has
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undertaken to reconstruct the events which may have led to

the conclusion that it made any contributions to the Dole for

President cittee.

4, In reviewing our records, the Committee has

identified three checks representinq earmarked contributions

to either the Dole for President Committee of the Dole

Compliance Fund by individual executives of General Electric

which vere issued in proximity to the contribution dates

identified above. Attached hereto are oopies at each of the

checks, dated November 12, 1987 for $5,000, December 1, 1987

for $1,000, and February 1, 1988 for $1,000 sent to the Dole

For President Cinittee which on their face identified each
of the contributions as having been earmarked to the

Coumitte., in addition to the letters which I sent to the

Dole Committee at the ti~@ of these contributions identifying

the contributions as having been earmarked through the

Committee and providing the names of the individuals who had

made the contributions and in the amounts made. Further, the

Committee reported each of these contributions as earmarked

contributions to the Dole for President Committee or the Dole

Compliance Fund.

5. As earmarked contributions, these

contributions were not made by the Committee and were not

excessive, rather they were attributable to each of the



individuals who obome to earmark thefr contributions to the

Dole for President Ccmmittea.

6. Upon receiving the Factual and Legal Analysis,

the Coumittee reviewed the Dole for President Committee

filings and has determined that none of these contributions

were reported as having been earmarked.

The above information is true and correct to the best of

my knowledge.

RobertW~ Nelson
Roca Raton Florida

Subscribed to and sworn before me this day of
January, 1992.

My Commission Expires:I~1L12,~J'I92.
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November 12, 1967 ~

*

I ~
n~,II

C,~
The Honorable RObert 3. DoleDole for President Committee, Inc. (C002136,O)* 1626 L Street, NW Suite 603Washington, DC 20036
Dear Senator Dole:

On behalf of General Electric executive an~ professionalemployees contributing to the Nonpartisan POlitical Support
I Committee, it ives me great pleasure to enclose this Committeecheck for S,, to helection campaign. elp finance your 1960 Presiaee~tial Primary'N This Contribution to your campaign has been sPecifically
If) earmarked by the General Electric executives listed below. YOU

may wish to acknowledge receipt of the contribution directly tothem.
0

We wish you all success in your campaign.

Sincerely,

Robert w. Nelson

Treasurer
RWN: glc

Enclosure

C: Richard E. FagerbergConstituent Relations Program Manager(Please see attached for list of individuals earmarking)

Guwu ~ mMa. ws~~ ~.. m



Individuals earmarking for Senator Dole:

Francis x. Barrett ($750)
President & General Manager
Electric Mutual Liability Insurance Company
General Electric Company
715 Lynnvay
Lynn, MA 01905

Philip 3. Caliendo ($250)
Manager
Engineering Resources
General Electric Company
1285 Boston Avenue
Bridgeport, CT 06601.2355

James 3. Costello ($1,000)
Vice President & Comptroller
Corporate Accounting Operation
General Electric Company
3135 Easton Turnpike
Fairfield, CT 06431

Phillips S. Peter ($1,000)
Vice President
Corporate Government Relations
General Electric Company
1331 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Suite 800 South
Washington, DC 20004

Louis V. Tomasetti ($1,000)
Senior Vice President
GE Aerospace
General Electric Company
Valley Forge Space Center
P.O. Box 8555
Philadelphia, PA 19101

Paul W. Van Orden ($1,000)
Corporate Executive Office
Executive vice President
General Electric Company
3135 Easton Turnpike
Fairfield, CT 06431
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December 3, 1987

The Honorable Robert 3. Dole
Ogle for President Committee,
1S26 L Street, NW - Suite 605
Washington, DC 20036

Inc. (C00213850)

I

~O

~ -~~0

U,

Dear Senator Dole:

On behalf of General Electric executive and professionel
employees contributing to the NonPartisan Political Suppoit
Committee, it gives me great pleasure to enclos, this committee
check for $1,000 to help finance your l~M Presidential primary
election campaign.

This contribution to your campaign has been specifically
earmarked by the General Electric executive listed below. YOU
may wish to acknowledge receipt of the contribution directly to
him.

We wish you all success in your campaign.

Sincerely,

Robert W. Nelson
Treasurer

RWN: glc

Enclosure

c: Richard C. Fagerberg
Constituent Relations Program Manager

Lawrence A. Bossidy
Vice Chairman of the Board & Executive Office
General Electric Company
3135 Easton Turnpike
Fairfield, CT 06431

Gwwi~ ~w Pw~ ~ -'
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February 1, 1988

The Honorable Robert 3. Dole
~-'Dole for President Committee, Inc. (C00213850)

1828 L Street, NW - Suite 805
Washington, DC 2OO3~ ~

Dear Senator Dole:

On behalf of General Electric executive and professional ~
employees contributing to the Non-Partisan Political Support
Committee, it gives me great pleasure to enclose this Comitt.eu
Check for $1,000 to help finance your 1966 Presidential ceupoign.
This is to be allocated to your Compliance Fund.

This contribution to your campaign has been specifically
earmarked by the General Electric executive listed below. You
may wish to acknowledge receipt of the contribution directly tO
him.

We wish you all success in your campaign.

Sincerely,

Robert W. Nelson
Treasurer

RWN:glc

Enclosure

C: Richard C. Fagerberg
Constituent Relations Program Manager

Lawrence A. Bossidy
Vice Chairman of the Board & Executive Officer
General Electric Company
3135 Easton Turnpike
Fairfield, CT 06431

Q.m Sum's ~ Pui~Ig~ Ct. Osam u.au .me cs~ eammm
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KBNNEDY COVINOTON LOBDELL & HIcxui&N

MARCUS T cIll KNAN

CLARENCE W WALKER
JAMES E IBILLI WALKER
HENRY C LOMAK
EDGAR LOVE
CHARLES V TOMPKINS. JR
GLEN U HARDYMON
J DONNELL LASSITER
ROSS J SMYTH
A ZACHARY SMITH m
WILLIAM P DREW JR
CHARLES 0 DuBOSE
RALEIGH A SHOEMAKER

JOHN N MURCHISON. JR
STEPHEN M 5 COURTLAND
RICHARD 0 STEPHENS
r PINCHER JARRELL
MAYNARD E TIPPS
WAYNE P HUCKEL
J NORPLEET PRUDEN

WILLIAM C LIVINGSTON
LEE WEST MOVIUS

C

JOSEPH B C KLUTTZ
JONATHAN A BARRETT
EUGENE C PRIOGEN
STEPHEN K RHYNE
E ALLEN PRICHARD
RAYMOND E OWENS. JR
HENRY W PLINY
DAVID H JONES
NANCY BLACK NORELLI
JAMES C '.ARDIN W
PETER MCLEAN
MYLES E STANDISH
KIRAN H MENTA
MICHAEL S HAWLEY
JAMES P COONEY
CAROL NASH NORMAN
BRIAN P EVANS
JEPPERSON * UROWN
LYNN OLIVER WENIGE
GEORGE C COVINGTON
DANIEL L JOHNSON. JR

EKC (K' ES HO (0 ATYOSH(TSAOO''KO H H C OH.~
EOM.TYEOHHC &HOSC
*AOYVEDH Sc OH'

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

3300 NCFdU PLAZA
HARLOTTE. NORTH CAROLINA 28260-6

TELEPHONE 704/377-6000

SOUTH CAROLINA OPPICE
THE GUARDIAN BUILDING
ONE LAW PLACE4UITE 30'

P 0 BOX 114A*
ROCK HILL. S C *S73I-143
Yg~gp~qONE 503/337-II

P AC SIMILE S

CHARLOTTE 7D4/331-TSOS
ROCK HILL SOS/324-A73?

WRITER'S DIRECT DIAL NUMUER

082

WALTER 0 PISHER .aR
LISA WYMAN LANE
ALICE CARNICIIAEL RICHEY
DENNARO LINDSEY ~EaouE
DEAN A WARREN
STEPHEN R MCCRAC. JR~
H. WILLIAM PALMER JR
JOI4N H CULVER m
BOSSY 0 HINSON
WILLIAM U KIRP. JR
MICHELLE C LANDERS
W HENRY SIRE
UEVERLY A CARROLL
LESLEE K DAUGHERTY
LEROY P HUTCHINSON
BRIAN C REEVE
RANDALL * LEE
MARK E SWO77ORO~
WILLIAM N HARRIS
ALLISON K BAUNHILL
BARBARA R PRITH
J ANDRE HALL

7O~fl31- 71.52

A LEE HOGEWOOD m
CORY wO.4NAIJM
C CORLEY ..OLY
PELICIA A WAS#~ING1DN
DAVID W BR@WR. JR
JAMES E EARLE
KENNETh' L PREDERICK~
CLIPPORD U JA*RET
CAROL A iO*ES VAN BLJREN

PRANK H KENNEDY
IB9)1075

HUGH L OBDELL
10B15B2

0, COt~-.~
* T COVNGTON JR
DAVID CRIER MARTIN JR

SMC A.
THOMAS P PAYNE
ROBERT P CARPENTEP~

January 14, 1992

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq.
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3309
Becon Construction Company
Our File No. 06423-007

Dear Mr. Parrish:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of this afternoon, request
is hereby made for an extension until February 6, 1992, to
respond to the Commission's findings in the abOve-referenced
matter.

As I advised you by telephone, I hope that we will be able to
secure the additional documentation which we need in order to
respond to the Commission's findings from Scott Morgan of the
Dole for President Committee.

As I also advised you, the documents which you so kindly

forwarded to me are quite helpful.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (704) 331-7452.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20*3

January 17, 1992
Marcus T. Hickman, Isquire
Kennedy Covington Lobdell
& Hickman
3300 MCNB Plaza
Charlotte, NC 282S0-6000

Re: MU! 3309
Becon Construction Company

Dear Mr. Hickman:

This is in response to your letter dated January 14, 1992
vhich ye received on January 15, 1992, requesting an additional
extension until February 6, 1992 to respond to the Coissiwi'5
finding. After considering the circumstances presented in 7@UC
letter, The Office of the General Counsel has granted the
requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the
close of business on February 6, 1992.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence D. Parrish
Staff Attorney
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January 15, 1992

VIA - DSIYUY

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Federal Election Cinission
999 3 Street, W.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re .

Dear Jeffrey:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of today, pleas.
enclosed an originally executed Stateuent of Designation of
Counsel for the above-referenced uatter.

If I can be of further assistance, please call.

Sincerely,
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Ernst & Youing~ Lou Aadu
Political Actism CmuItte

515 South Flower Street
Los Angeles, CA 9W71
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January 10,1992

Mr. Jeffrey Long

999 B Strees, NW
WashinStell ,DC 20463

Mauer Unt~r Review (MUR #3309)

Dear ML Lo~

Ths inner is to a2mflrm ulepham coavenatiom emI~ this week couiwelng the aflasmlloms

that the Ernst & Y~mg Ins Angeles PAC had i conulbutk.s to the Dele for Piukieg

Coimnittee in ex~ss of the cantrihztio.u aflowed by law.

I infonned you that the PAC referred to in y~w MUR #3309 had made no consrlbatlmas to she

campaign of Dele for President I have checked the reconis of the PAC then know thu Arthur

Young Los Angeles PAC for the entire year of 1987 and also 1986 to assure that tl~e were no

such contributions.

You indicated in your return phone call to ma that it dkl appear there was a mistake iE

associating these contributions with this PAC (FEC ID# (X)O103606)~

Please let ma know if any further action is required on my part to resolve this matter.

If there are any questions my direct phone in Los Angeles is 213/977-3567.

Sincerely

Harry D. Slaughter III, Tieasulff
Ernst & Young - Los Angeles PAC

Copy to: John E. Toole
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January 30, 1992

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq.
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: NUR 3309
Becon Construction Company
Our File No. 06423-007
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Dear Mr. Parrish:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of today, request is

hereby made for an extension until February 26, 1992, to respond
to the Commission's findings in the above-referenced matter.

As I advised you by telephone, I am still trying to secure

additional material and documentation on one item. We are

anxious to bring this matter to a conclusion at the earliest

possible time. Hopefully, this matter can be resolved within the
requested 20-day extension.

Sinc ely, (7

N cusT.H~~an
F r the Firm
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. *3

January 11, 1992

MarCus T. Hickman, Esquire
Kennedy Covington Lobdell
& Hickman
3300 KCNB Plaza
Charlotte, MC 2S2S0-6000

Re: HUU 3309
Secon Construction Company

Dear Mr. Hickman:

This is in response to your letter dated January 30, 1q92
vhich ye received on February 3. 1992. requesting an .dditi@~~l
extension until February 26, 1992 to respond to the Comlssiwl's
finding. After considering the circumstances presented in 7@U~
letter, The Office of the General Counsel has granted the
requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the
close of business on February 26, 1992.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

A4W4~ LAVA
Lavrence D. Parrish
Staff Attorney
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VIA RAND DELIVERY
-~ ~~1

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Off ice of General counsel
Federal Election Comissios
999 3 Street, W.V. 0
Room 657 - -~

Washington, D.C. 20463 3 ~

Re: UUL.UBI

Dear Jeff: -~

3~closed for filing on behalf of Ernst & Young Los Angeles
-~ Political action Cainittee and Marry D. Slaughter, III icC
Submission in Response to Federal Election Coiseion KUR
3309. Please note that the original Submission contains an
originally executed affidavit.

For your convenience, I am also enclosing four
complementary copies of our Submission. Please return the
fifth copy of our Submission, file-stamped, with the
messenger.

As I mentioned in our telephone conversation this

afternoon, I would appreciate the opportunity to meet
concerning our Submission with representatives of the Office of
General Counsel, the Audit Division and the Reports Analysis
Division. Please give me a call so that we might arrange a
mutually agreeable time for such a meeting.

Sincerely,

son

Enclosures
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c~. I~'~~

Lawrence Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election commission
Office of the General Comsel
999 3 Street, W.V.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Sukuission in Response to Federal Election Commission
urn 3309

Dear Mr. Noble:

Ernst & Young Los Angeles Political Action Committee
(ID #C00103606), formerly known as Arthur Young & Cospany - Los
Angeles Political Action Committee or ATIA-PAC ("ETIA-PAC"),
and Harry D. Slaughter III, as treasurer, by and through their
attorneys, respectfully request that, f or the reasons set forth
herein, no further action be taken (1) in connection with the
respondents in KUR 3309, and (2) in connection with the facts
upon which NUR 3309 is based.

By letter dated November 21, 1991, the Federal Election
Commission (the "FEC" or the "Commission") notified ZYLA-PAC
and Harry Slaughter that on October 29, 1991, the FEC found
reason to believe that ZYLA-PAC and Mr. Slaughter, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A). Tab 18. In
particular, the Factual and Legal Analysis accompanying the
November 21, 1991 FEC letter alleges that EYLA-PAC contributed
$7,500 to the Dole for president Committee, Inc., formerly
known as the Dole for President Exploratory Committee (the
"Dole Committee"), between May 1987 and December 1987.

Mr. Slaughter reviewed the records of KYLA-PAC, found no
contributions by ZYLA-PAC to the Dole Committee during 1987 or
1986, and conveyed his findings (by telephone and then by
letter dated January 10, 1992) to Jeffrey Long, Staff Member at
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Lawrnoe Noble, Zsq.
January 31, 1992
Page 2

the FEC * Tab 19.21/ In that initial telephone conversation
and again in subsequent conversations betveen FEC Staff members
and representatives of ZYL&-PAC, the commission staff has
acknowledged that KYLA-PAC was improperly named as the
respondent in NUR 3309. Although a separate political
committee sponsored by other partners of Arthur Young & Company
did make contributions to the Dole Committee in 1987 and 1968,
such contributions did not exceed the amount permitted by law
and thus did not violate 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) (2) (A).

For these reasons and for the reasons set forth below, we
respectfully request that no further action be taken against
ZYIA-PAC or its treasurer, or against any other entity in
connection with the facts upon which UIUR 3309 is based.

ETIA-PAC was established in September 1976 by the partners
of the Los Angeles office of Arthur Young & Company. ZYLL-PAC
was terminated on November 1, 1991. Prior to the merger of
Arthur Young & Company and Ernst & Whinney to form Ernst &
Young on or about October 1, 1990, different partners of Arthur
Young & company sponsored several political committees in
addition to NYLA-PAC:

1. Federal Arthur Young & Company Politic.), Action
Committee (FAY-PAC) (ID #C00035493);AI

2. Arthur Young & Company, Dallas, Political Action
Committee (AYD-PAC) (ID 1C00134650) (terminated
January 5, 1990);

3. Arthur Young - Milwaukee Political Action Committee
(AYN-PAC) (ID #C00163824) (terminated August 2,
1991);

1/ A subsequent reviev of the public records of EYLA-PAC from
the date of its origin in 1978 to the date of its
termination in November 1991 reveals that EYLA~PAC never
reported making a contribution to the Dole Committee.

V originally known as the Arthur Young Employees Political
Action Committee when it was organized in January 1976,
FAY-PAC changed its name in 1978 to the Arthur Young &
Company Political Action Committee, and again in December
1987 to the Federal Arthur Young Political Action
Committee. Tab 9. FAY-PAC was terminated as of
September 21, 1990.
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4, Arthur Young - Kansas City Political Action Committee
(AYKC-PAC) (ID DcOolSOSS1) (terminated in August
1986).

Neither KYZA-PAC nor any of the political committees sponsored
by the various partners of Arthur Young & Company ever ~qd*
contributions to the Dole Cinittee except f or FAY~PAC Al
FAY-PAC is a qualified multi-candidate committee within the
meaning of 11 CFR 100.5(e) (3), and was so qualified prior to
1987. Therefore, during the 1967-1988 election cycle, FAY-PAC
was entitled to contribute $5, 000 per' election to any candidate
for election to federal office. 2 u.s.c. s 441a(a) (2) (A).

There has been no violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) (2) (A).
The contributions totaling $7, 500, as identified by the FEC in
its Factual and Legal Analysis 5UIppOZ'ting its letter of
November 21, 1991 to Harry D. Slaughter, include $5,000 in
contributions to FAY-PAC that were specifically earmarked by
the contributor for the Dole Committee. under relevant
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, 55
amended (the "Act") * and cission regulations, earmarked
contributions are de~ to be made by the original contributOr
and not the political committee that acts as a conduit or
intermediary in forwarding such contributions to the designated
candidate without exercising direction or control over the
funds * The following summary of the facts relevant to the
Commission' a allegations, together with the attached supporting

a/ The Commission's error in making a "reason to believe
finding" against EYLA~PAC arises from a simple error by the
Commission staff. The FEC's computer system incorrectly
refers to ZYLA-PAC in the 1987-88 data base as Arthur Young
& Company PAC -- the same name printed on the checks
discovered in the audit of the Dole Committee and which the
Commission alleges as evidence of $7,500 in contributions
by a political committee in 1987. Of course, a simple
search by the Commission staff would have revealed the
mistaken identity in a number of ways: (1) KYLAPAC's
reports show no contributions to the Dole committee;
(2) the signatory on each of the checks discovered in the
Commission's audit of the Dole Committee was, in fact, the
treasurer of FAY-PAC from the date of its formation until
the date of its termination, a fact that could have been
discovered through a computer search of CommisSion data;
and (3) FAY-PAC's reports disclose the contributions in
question as a combination of earmarked contributions and
direct contributions.
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documentation and affidavit all support a finding that no
further action should be taken under NUN 3309 or in connectiofi
with the facts alleged therein.

Of the $7, 500 contributed to the Dole Coittee by or
through FAT-PLC in 1967-66, only $2,500 -- half of the amount
permittej9by law -- consisted of direct contributions by

The remaining $5,000 were individual
contributions to FLY-PLC specifically earmarked by the
contributors for the Dole cinittee. The earmarked
contributions were deposited in VAT-PLC's account, but were
forwarded promptly to the Dole Cittee through checks of
FAT-PLC.

The transactions at issue began on Nay 21, 1967, when
FAT-PLC wrote a $1 ~ 000 check to the Dole committee * Tab 1.
FAT-PLC disclosed this contribution in its 1967 June Monthly
Report of Receipts and Disbursements. Tab 2 * The Dole

3- Committee reported receipt of this contribution in its 1957
July 15 Quarterly Report of Receipts and Disbursements. Tab
3. FAT-PLC contributed another $1,000 to the Dole Cinittee by

check dated July 23, 1967 (Tab 4) and reported the disbursement
in its 1987 August Nonj~lY Report of Receipts and
Disbursements. Tab 5.

In December of 1987, FLY-PLC received checks made payable
to FLY-PLC from ten individuals, which designated a total of
$5,000 for Dole:

N

if If the $1,000 refund from the Dole Committee (see footnote
6 ±nZZn) is applied, the total amount contributed by or
through FAT-PLC to the Dole Committee was $6,500, of which
only $1,500 was a direct contribution by FLY-PLC.

~/ Our research revealed no record of this contribution in the
Dole Committee' s Reports of Receipts and Disbursements.
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12(02/67 Nathan Adler * 450
12/01/67 William Gladstone * 500
12/03/67 Jerome Goldman * 200
12/06/67 Bruce Greenvald $ 300
11/27/67 carl Harnick * 500

.1,000
12/06/67 Thomas Hudq * 500
12/02/67 Paul Kramer
12/01/67 Bryant McCarthy * 450
12/03/67 William Nolamara $ 500
11/ 29/67 Richard Young $ 600

Tab 6 * On December 9, 1967, FAY-PAC drev tvo checks totaliiW
$5, 000 payable to the Dole camittee (Tab 7) * ~. LiWJd,
treasurer of FAY-PAC, sent the checks on December 11, 1967 to
the Dole Comeittee, in care of Robert Greenhill. a Dole
Committee representative, u~r cover of a letter stating that
$4 , 000 of the $5, 000 contribution represented earmarked
contributions for the Dole committee from the folloving nine
individuals:

Nathan Adler $ 450
William Gladstone $ 500
Jerome Goldman $ 200
Bruce Greenvald $ 300
Carl Harnick $ 500
Thomas Hudgins $1,000
Bryant McCarthy $ 450
William NcNauara $ 500
Richard Young $ 600

Tab 8. In fact, however, these enumerated contributions
totaled $4,500 not $4,000 as stated in the body of the
letter -~ and the $500 contribution by Paul Kramer to FAY-PAC
and earmarked for the Dole Committee was inadvertently
omitted. Compare Tab 6 with Tab 8. The Dole Committee
disclosed the $1,000 and $4,000 contributions in its 19~7
Year-end Report of Receipts and Disbursements. Tab 11.2/

~ The Dole Committee apparently was not informed by
Mr. Greenhill that a substantial portion of the funds
included in the FAY-PAC checks represented amounts
earmarked by individual contributors. As a result, the
Dole Committee reported FAY-PAC as the sole contributor of
all $5,000. Tab 11. Of course, had FAY-PAC made this

[FOOTNOTE CONTINU) Off NEXT PAGE]



~tOII35, ~&Z 35ZS h ~VU

Lawrence Noble, Req.
January 31, 1992
Page 6

On February 1, 1988, FAY-PAC tiled its 1987 Year End Report
Of Receipts and Disbursements disclosing the following
contributions from ten individuals totaling $8, 000 as earmarked
contributions, but without indicating for whom the
contributions were earmarked:

$ 900 Nathan Adler
$1,000 William Gladstone
$ 200 Jerome Goldman
$ 300 Bruce Greenwald
$1,000 Carl Harnick
$1,000 Thomas Hudgins
$ 500 Paul Kramer
$ 900 Bryant NoCarthy
$1,000 William NoNamara
$1,200 Richard Young

Tab 12.V In the same report, FAY-PAC disclosed a
disbursement to the Dole committee of $5, 000, including
earmarked funds totaling $4,500.

[FOOTNOTE CONTINUN) FROK PREVIOUS PAGE]

$5, 000 contribution from funds other than funds earmarked
by individual contributors for the Dole Committee, FAY-PAC
would have made $2,000 in excessive contributions to the
Dole Committee. On January 20, 1988, the Dole Committee,
erroneously believing that FAY-PAC had made an excessive
contribution, refunded $1, 000 to FAY-PAC by check dated
December 31, 1987. Tab 10. The Dole Committee disclosed
this transaction by footnoting its entry for FAY-PACs
aggregate year-to-date total on its 1987 Year-end Report of
Receipts and Disbursements. Tab 11.

Our research revealed no disclosure of this refund by
FAY-PAC in its 1987 or 1988 Reports of Receipts and
Disbursements.

2.1 These earmarked contributions totalled $8,000 because they
also included $3,500 earmarked for the George Bush
presidential campaign. Tab 16. Unfortunately, in
preparing its 1987 Year End Report of Receipts and
Disbursements FAY-PAC still failed to recognize that Kr.
Kramer had in fact contributed a total of $1,000, of which
$500 vas earmarked for Dole and $500 for Bush. This one
error, and the failure by the Dole Committee to recognize
certain of the contributions from FAY-PAC as derived from
individual contributions earmarked for the Dole Cmittee,
baw contributed to much of the confusion on this metter.
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In response to a Request for Additional Information by the
FEC in late February 1988 (Tab 14), FAY-PAC submitted an
amended 1967 Year End Report of Receipts and Disbursemgz)ts
under cover of a letter dated March 15, 1968 * Tab 16.111 ThO
amended 1987 Year End Report contained notations f or the
earmarked contributions from the relevant ten individuals, as
follows:

$ 450 Nathan Adler for Dole
$ 450 Nathan Adler for Bush
$ 500 William Gladstone for Dole
$ 500 William Gladstone for Bush
$ 200 Jerome Goldman for Dole
$ 300 Bruce Greenvald for Dole
$ 500 Carl Sarnick for Dole
$ 500 Carl Barnick for Bush
$1,000 Thomas iftadgins for Dole
$ 500 Paul Kramer for Bush
$ 450 Bryant McCarthy for Dole
$ 450 Bryant McCarthy for Bush
$ 500 William NoNamara for Dole
$ 500 William NoNamara for Bush
$ 600 Richard Young for Dole
$ 600 Richard Young for Bush

Tab 16. These contributions were properly reported as receipts
(with notations for whom the contributions were earmarked) and
as disbursements (as 3 Nemo Entries3 under the appropriate
contribution by FAY-PAC to the designated candidate). However,
the $4 , 500 of earmarked contributions to the Dole Committee
represented by the foregoing list still inadvertently omitted
the $500 of Paul Kr~er's contribution that was earmarked for
the Dole Committee.ZI

1/ Shortly after the letter was sent, but before it was
received by the FEC, the Commission renewed its request by
letter dated Narch 17, 1988. Tab 17.

2/ As can be seen in the Amended 1987 Year End Report, FAY-PAC
correctly disclosed that Mr. Kramer had contributed a total
of $1,000 and that $500 of that amount was earmarked for
the Bush campaign. FAY-PAC failed to recognize again,
however, that the remaining $500 contributed by Mr. Kramer
had been earmarked for the Dole Committee. Tab 6.
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On Feb~uary 19, 1988, FAT-PLC att~ted to correct the
Perceived $500 discrepancy between the $4,500 it disclosed as
contributions earmarked for the Dole Committee in its 1987 Year
End Report and the $4,000 noted by Mr. Ligqio in his
December 11, 1967 letter to Robert Greenhill as the total of
earmarked funds f or the Dole Committee, by drawing a $500
FLY-PLC check for the Dole Committee. FAX-PLC sent the $500
check to the Dole Committee vith a note indicating that the
$500 vas for the remaining balance due of earmarked funds
received by FAT-PLC. Tab 13. FLY-PLC disclosed this $500
contribution in its 1986 March Monthly Report of Receipts and
Disburamats, but failed to designate the con~~~tion as one
derived from funds earmarked for Dole. Tab 15.~I

Thus, as of March 1988, FAT-PLC had contributed to the Dole
Committee $4 , 500 derived from funds earmarked for Dole and
whi~,wre properly identified to the Dole Committee and the
FECAAIas such. As of March 1938, FAT-PLC had also
contributed what it believed to be $3,000 of its own funds --

$500 of which was actually attributable to a $500 contribution
by Paul Kramer earmarked for the Dole Committee (an error which
still had not beam noticed), and $1, 000 of which appears to
have been returned to FAT-PLC by the Dole Committee as noted
above.

D1~~ffIQli

Subsection 441a(a) (2) (A) of the Act provides that, [n]o

multi-candidate political committee shall make

1Q/ One possible explanation for this omission is that $4,500
in earmarked funds already had been reported to the FEC,
which FLY-PLC (having still failed to notice that Mr.
Kramer had earmarked $500 for the Dole Committee)
presumably believed to be the full amount earmarked.

Our research revealed no report to the FEC by the Dole
Committee of this contribution.

fl/ The one exception is the February 1988 contribution which
was identified to the Dole Committee as part of the
earmarked funds previously identified in the letter to Mr.
Greenhill dated December 11, 1987, but which inadvertently
was not identified as earmarked funds in FAT-PLC's 1988
March Monthly Report of Receipts and Disbursements. See
footnote 10 above.
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cOntributions . . . to any candidate and his authorized
political committees with respect to any election for Federal
office which, in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.' 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(2)(A)(1991). FAY-PAC made no contributions to the
Dole committee in excess of $5,000 and thus did not violate
Subsection 441a(a) (2) (A) of the Act. Although FAY-PAC concedes
that it drew an aggregate of $7, 500 in checks payable to the
Dole committee, $5, 000 of that amount consisted of
contributions received by FAY-PAC from individuals and
earmarked for Dole.

Earmarked contributions receive special treatment under the
Act and the relevant Commission regulations. 2 u.s.c. 55 431
iL in.; 11 CFR part iio.e. Subsection 441a(a) (8) of the Act
provides that '[f 3 or purposes of the limitations imposed by
this section, all contributions made by a person, either
directly or indirectly, on behalf of a particular candidate,
including contributions which are in any way earmarked or
otherwise directed through an intermediary or conduit to such
candidate, shall be treated as contributions from such person
to such candidate.' 2 u.s.c. I 441a(a)(S)(19SS). Iberefore,
under this subsection, the contributions totalling $5,000 by
FAY-PAc to the Dole cinittee that resulted from contributions
by individuals that were earmarked for Dole, were contributions
by the original donors to the Dole Committee.

Moreover, the Commission regulations make it clear that the
earmarked funds are not to be treated as contributions by
FAY-PAC: 'A conduit or intermediary's contribution limits are
not affected by passing on earmarked contributions, except
where the conduit exercises any direction or control over the
choice of the recipient candidate.' 11 CFR 110.6(d) (1)
(1987). Based on the facts presented as supported by the
attached contemporaneous documents, FAY-PAC drew checks payable
to the Dole Committee as directed by the individual
contributors, for the exact amount of the contributions
received from the individual contributors that were earmarked
for Dole, and did so within ~yq weeks of receipt of the first
such earmarked contribution. I~, Therefore, no fact exists to

.11/ As noted above, a total of $5,000 in contributions
earmarked for Dole was received by FAY-PAC, and FAY-PAC in
turn drew checks payable to the Dole Committee totalling
$5,000 in December, 1987. Because of the ongoing error
with respect to Mr. Kramer's contribution, however, only
$4,500 of that contribution was reported to the FEC and to
the Dole Committee as earmarked.
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suggest that FLY-PLC exercised direction or control over the
earmarked funds * In addition, by Affidavit dated January 27,
1992, Carl D. Liggio, the treasurer of FLY-PLC from its
inception in 1978 until its termination in 1990, states that at
no time did he or FAT-PLC exercise any direction or control
over the choice of the recipient candidate in connection with
the contributions received by FLY-PLC and earmarked for Dole.
Tab 20. Accordingly FAT-PLC should not be treated as the
contributor of the $5,000 contribution to the Dole Committee
and such mount should not count against FLY-PLC' s contribution
limitation.

Therefore, of the $7, 500 contributed ~g, the Dole Committee
through checks drawn on FLY-PLC' s account'~1, $5, 000 were
attributable to earmarked funds and are treated as
contributions made by the contributing individuals arid not by
FLY-PLC: $450 by Nathan Adler, $500 by William Gladstone9 $200
by Jerome Goldman, $300 by Bruce Greenvald, $500 by Carl
Harniok, $1,000 by Thomas Hudgins, $450 by Bryant McCarthy,
$500 by William NoNamara, $600 by Richard Young, and $500 by
Paul Kramer. Even if the Commission presumes that the $500
contributed to FLY-PLC by Mr * Kramer, but designated for Dole
failed to constitute an earmarked contribution due to FLY-PLC' 5
inadvertent failure to report the contribution as earmarked
funds, the aggregate mount of contributions to the Dole
Committee by FLY-PLC was still well below the $5,000 permitted
by applicable law. Therefore, because neither FLY-PLC nor any
other political committee sponsored by partners of Arthur Young
& Company (including the respondent ETLA-PAC) violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a) (2) (A) based on the facts alleged by the FEC in UIUR
3309, no further action should be taken in connection with NUR
3309 or the facts alleged therein.

Res ctfully submitted,

R. odd Johnson

j~/ This mount decreases to $6,500 if the $1,000 refund from
the Dole Committee is applied.
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OIWRUI30r
Bob Dole Cumpai~u
As pox letter dates 12//S7
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POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE
~ P~S4

NSW VQRS, N, V. 0?8

8.a-4@?-Il

DecEmber 11. iSP

Robert F. Greenhili
Morgan Stanley & Co. Incorporated
1251 Avuiue ct the Amerl~
New York, NY 100w

Dear Mr. Greenhilk

Enclosed Is a duck from the AYPAC Ia the amount 0155.000 for the 3* Dole
camnpalpi. This reprasats a $U~ contibatlos from AYAC. The 54.000 cheek
tepreesate eammarlud comftbatloes as Loflows

Thomas M H~adgIn.
12 Rldgecrest East, Scarsdale, NY 1~S3 51,00000

jerome L Goldman
34 Mountain Ave., Lardunont, NY 10536 ~00

Nathan Adler
69 Joyce Road, Hartadale, NY 10530 450.00

Bruce Gremnwald
33 The Fairway. Upper Montdalr, Nj 07043 300,00

William L Gladstone
2fl Park Avuwe, New York, NY 10172 50000

Carl D. Han~ick
3069 Ann St., Baldwin, NY 11510 500.00



Mr. GreenhlU
December 11,1W
Page2

Richard A. Young
31 Louis Driw, MdviUe~ NY 11747

William I. McNamara
20 Crest Drive, Midland Park NJ 074~32

Bryant McCarthy
277 Park Avenue, New York, NY 10172

60000

450.00

Each of the foregoing is a partner In Arthur Young & Company.

Very truly yours.

Carl D. Ugglo
General Counsel

Enclosure

APPLESHARE 'A' FOLDER CDIJDAK P00 cdl.!.
FILE NAML ~
DAYBOOK
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I h'ct'mtier 17. 1967

Ms. T~mmy Rollins
Reports Analyst
F.~deral Elctkm Co~uIi
Reports Aniy~s DS~Wm
Washift~kin, DC ~40

Dm~ar Ms. UolhIm.
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jd'.zqc "na that ~ av~d mmAuh. Ai~ V~
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January 20. 1913
Arthur Young & Co~aay
Political Action Coinittee
277 Park Avenue
Mew York. UT 10017

Dear Sirs:
!baak you very UCh for your $4,000.00 contrib,,tiou to polo tot

Preaident.

Mwever. ?e~:al Law prohibits presidential cawaiqns Lies
greater than $S.000.0O from ~1ti *euiidate

Ion comittees * As it appears that Att~g Teuisq &Ca~aay Political Action Osmittee is a multi candidate m we have
enclosed a refund of 81.000.00.

Senator Dole would, of course, gladly accept any aMitfeaal
personal contributions to the campaign. You can b~ g~
Senator Dole very UKICh appreciates your COntribution sine hepes that
you will continue your mapport of his presidential effort.

Yot~rs truly,

,4WI &~'Ad.4.~Y
Dole for President
Co~i t tee

Enclosure



- *~PW%4 ~

'____

12-31.~ Contribution Refund

'49

81000.00

a a
1gm £W*OS6sgg~ mm gvasw AN. ft3?AIW YIgg6 saygumy............... emsy esmauw ~ ~in..,, ~* m in.~

DOLE FOR PRESSEIW OOmfl1E~ U~
Urn I. STRUT. N.W. urns m 4094

WAIHUUO~ ~L UIU

u4u1m -&GWPBA~
31 Deoember

One thousand dollars and no/lOOm~amam~ in~umEsammmyl@@@ .OOm~.

Arthur Young & CompanyPolitical Acton Committee

277 Park Avenue
3ev York. NY 10017
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~' AV~RE5S.C ITT. STATE. ZIP ENPLCTER AND OCCUPAtION ~ OATP~3 ' AI~M?
N

- II
ARCO PAC

.. ~ '

K PRI * 'GEM ( )OTUER:
- -

~PMOLD~ PORTER POLT ACT COSU
.10MEV IIANPSRI RE AVE

IASNINGTON DC 200~6

~.CR .CL'W' & CUNPANS
ATICAL ACTION CO~ITTEE

- PARK AVENUE
NEW YORK 161 10017

IC PA! GEM )0T.:ER

~SAN ~DIAN AC~IOV COSOEITT5E
pr B)X 43J
-IAVE~TOWN PA 19081

'~ PR!

AI~JTO DEA U
'ZUlu

JAMAl CA

X PR!

SALTIMORE I

I) PR I

FOR

~w & -

GEM oIlER:

EDERAL 7wVA~IAL

GEM OTHER:

INFOUIAT IOU sUgSSYIS

A@630AE 'lTD ~

tuvom~iau m~SSY3S

AGGREGATE tin 1.00,

I 11/04'

- I -
111/191

-I
I KFOREIAT I 3M REQUESTED

AGGREGATE TID E)O0O *

I N7"RDIAT 1016 REQUESTED

AGGREGATE TTh 1,000.00

I INFORMATION REQUESTED

AGGREGATE TTD 5,000.00

IE iii? ~:Sfl:88

111,04/87 1,000.00

I
11,20/87 5,000.00

-- I _________________________

j WVORMAT I ON

AGGREGATE TTh 200.00

11i20/S7 200.00

_______I I_____
SUSTOTAL OF RECEIPTS ISIS PhOl RECK UP? M

* 1000.)O Ref ued~ IZ-)147
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11 CONTRIBUTIONS (other ~ _______ -

elan loans) FROM
(a) lnavAaalsgiPeqssns ~'er Than Political Comminees

(a) uniaed (we SchedinM A)........
-.............

(alTotal ~lW'bs~sns from u~viduals
(b) Political Party Committees.
(C) Other Political Commalsees (such as PACs) .

~~J~)jOTALCONTRuTIOt6 (add I 1(aff~). fbI. and Ic)).

12. TRANSFERS FROM AFFSUATEOPOTI4ER PARtY COMMITTEES

13. ALL LOANS RECEIVED............................

m~mmmmmm~m1
~~2ina 1~
-" w~- -

-)

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVED

15. OFFSETS TO OPERAT!NG EXPENDITURES (Reunds.Rmse. eec.) II I .1
16. REFUNDS OF CONTRIWT~4S MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES ____________ SIzog

f.6 UUm Ba

17. OTHER RECEIPTS (O~imn~.buineu~ ~)

16. TOTAL RECEIPTS ( tiM. 12. 13. 14. 15. 16 and 17)

U. DSSI~hEMS.TS ~ ~ w.
19. ERATING EXPENDITURES. . . . . g'13.ol

20. TRANSFERS TO AFFMJATEDIOTHER PARlY COMMITTEES

21. COt4TRIBUTV3NS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES AND OTHER
POUTlCA. ~..OMMITTEES . . . . . t~, I~. Ob '4 ~ 2. **

22. INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (use Sche~aIe E).

23 COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE By PARTY COMMITTEES
(2 US.C_441a(d)) (use Schedule F) _____ ________________ __________________

- .~ ~

24 LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE

25 LOANS MADE . . .

26 REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO:
(a) IndvidualsdPesons Other Than Political Comrnanses ___

(bI Political PanyComevwmees. ______________

(C) Other Po~caI Commem (such asPACs)
(d) TOTAL. CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 26(a). (bI. and (C))

27 OTHER DISBURSEMENTS. . . . .

28. TOTAL DISSURSEMENTS (add 19.20.21.22.23.24.25.26(d)
and ?7~

U. NET CONTSUTIONSIOPERATING EXPENDITURES _____________

29 TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS other than mans frOm Line 11 dl _____________

30 TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (from Line 26(d)) _____________

32. TOTAL OPERATU4G EXPENDITURES (b~U'e 19)
33. OFFSETS TO OPE~AT3~ E~inVI~inSEem We 55)

31 NET CONTRIBUTIONS lather itwi M Une 30 from 29).
S
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FEDERAL ELECTION C&,4MISSON
*A~bU~.I~ CC 1

FEB 2 3t2~

Carl D. Li9IiOe !teawr
?.det*l Arthur 1oun9 aco.pinl

iolitiCal Action cameittee
227 Park Avenue
5~V york. 3! 10172

Identification 3~~ra c@003S493

Ref eresc Teat 1~ maport (12/l/S7'12/)l/
7)

Dear Mr. LiggiOt

mis letter is pr~t5d by the C15S1* F

review of the report(s) refereced above. the r.vi

questions conearning ceitais iuiforuti inteiei

report(s). An itemisatioft f@ll@1i5'

-Schedule(S) A of wining rprt disSlOS .k~d

~~~tibUtiOS5 frem imdiidSSlS. binvinS. so kbd'aleE5)

5 has been provided to disciona the inteedind rscipielht

as designated by the o..tributOC. 11 CVR 110.6(C) (4)

please amend your repoft to disclosC the ~rigifta1

donor(s) and the desigmated g@CipiOSt of the earsarked

contribution(s) Ofl Schedule S (see attached) Jr.

addition. Schedule(s) & of your report disCloSeS a

total of $14160 in itesited earmeiked receiptS from

~ndi,~du8l5. however, schedule(s) 5 discloSes a total

of 813.500 in earmarked contributiemS. PIeSse clarify.

A wzitt reSpOSSO or an amendment to your original
the above problem(S) should be filed with

Cm~i5sion vitbi3 fifteen (15) days of the

If you need assistance please feel free to

toll-free number. (800) 424.~530. My local

sincerely.

Tamy kIlins
Reports Analyst
ReportS Analysis DivisiOft



t~ 2.. v.L.~

-- mm-
6~h6~aa. a Ftm! Ca'i.*ft.

I ~ ',4~a~ Cem**.a.~
- - .~. a - ~ - U' W*'t~ ~W49 *

Due""'
I- ~

O~mPw.

MI.P. ~4

~m bvv. pes

I ~U.at ~ma~bu ~gSSmaaI Ae&i.m C~UM C
I B...

PA ~ gGeEA4&w~ U'

I(eta ~e6be ~a Ldaa b ~4h uAe. - -' -. _

CAtq, S~ - ~ --- 1
a.

- a. ah~ ., - *~.w

~335~ */~/SE $4 .145 .'

4~. g~.ff P
Sit Is'U em

U,,,-
-

- ~. ~

PW
m~~E -

Si. ~e..e

- -

C&~. I~I WU. 1/14184 *1.S.N

~

m4~d ~
~ ~e ~ 5117154

ftW
bpJ.S~t

r - _______ - i 1~~~

- em em~ -

mft4hmt~ a ea C~Uu -

S ?8* MCi.

4~SMd em ScM~L' U. £4m II. *4

- . - -



I

ID
15



1. ~- WCTTU (Sumny Pags) 1I
'Si
I

.1 1

_______________________________________________________in@ Q a. I Sw' - ~Wd 2 FEC ~NTIF~CAT~N NWUUM

ciiv. STATE Md ZIP COCE 3. (J Tha ogs ~j - S ~WAW~U~
- ~B ?~ - ~

I)e~ '#ork ~%4 ~ se'

4. 1W! OP REPORT
(s)Q ~15OjuImSpv~mpset ~ Rupset Dies ~t

o F~3S 0 q~3S 0 ~IS5U

o ~ 15 flapset ~ **~3* Q qftjJP3S 0 as

o ~bSF15~IUtSi7RhpUt 0 ApiSS 0 ~iS 0 bw3o ~as 0 ~~in0 V3'

o ~ 31 Yw SW Ripest 0 1~IMi p lapSe' ~

o h~31 ~ Yew Ripest U~m~m Yw~) -_________

Q T~I d~ £~e' ~s -

Q T i "apsit _________

(hi ~ hm~ Repsel IdUhi~flsSW? C YES NO

(hi ~on~gSgg@tftipSi~PU~d . ~

(C) Tc~Rem~s(bomUns1S). $ S43~&~.O~ $ 3L4-1oq.b~

(d) SA~ (Md LMiss 6(b) wid 6(C) ~ Cobjnw~ A Mid
LinssS(a).id6(c)3srCOb~imB) $ 1O'4 11440 $ lOLl SO'h4.1S

7. ToWObggwuwu(hwnUns2S). S IqOZ.2~ $

a. Caghon~gC1m~~IngPwbuia~LU'7*0IflLJnS6(d)) $ lo'z212 ~2. S 1 02212.'Z

seW Obi~s Owad 10 SW CiUgi Pw ~w~w b~i~Ui
(1Ssu~ don S~m C WI SdiMd. O~. . . . - . $ ____d

~on -
10. Dubs Mid OWgww ~d 3? Ves COUUSS USE bees.

(1~s des' s~w* C widlW SKIS O~ . $ ~pm. oc a.a
I cs~r U~ It~v exae~wd u~ ~ Use b of any hamom~ bdI u w. Wv~ T~ Fees 6Ua'4530

L.Gd2W-37S-3l~

wPi~ ~ ~

NOTE: ~ sw'sm. ~ ~ ~ ftap~~~sESUSC~.



2: ~

warn ~ib~ Pa~

11 CONTRIBUTIONS (w W~ PROW............
(a).2 OsrThs~P~CsmmShsin.

(i) fl5qpi~~ (urns 5~j* A)............
(in) Unlismnized.......................
~ii)ToSd cot bw from b1db~j.

4b) P~UW~ PM~ Comm~sss.................
Ic~ 0gm Pi~ Commhmess (uu~s as PAce)....

I'

4

Ip~ UITM. IUNTRJTX~@ ( 11~N, IhL MU KU.

it. ALL L~ NECSVED.

1& LOAN ~AYM8E1S RECENED.

i&OWISTOOPWTING ESIDmmin p~ s. .)

RMI3OF CONTAISUllONS MACS TO ~C~1U
N OTHER ~CAL COMMWTS.................

17. OTHER R~SPTS (OMdmndskmini, Urn.)..............

IS. TOTAL RECEPTS (add 11(d), 12.13 14,15, 10ui 17) S '

U. USSUWmW1~ -

20. TRANSFERS TO AFFIUATEC~OTHER PARTY CObdITFEES

21. CONTRIBUTiONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATE S AND OThER
POUTICALCOMMITTEES . I S3~.Oo

22. W4D~4DENT EXPENDiTURES (ias S~ts~uIs E).

23. COOROIdATED EXPENDITURES MADE DV PARTY COMMITTEES
(2 U.S.C. ~4(d)) (use Schsi F).....................______________ ________________

24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE............................

25. LOANS ?jI~.............................
26. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS T0

-- OshwThulPoIWcdCmumiUsm ____________ _____________

(b) ~ ~ Coni~Usm..........................___________
(C) W~sr PoI~ Comminses (ai~ - PACa). . . . ____________

d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 26(a), (b).__(C)) ___________ ____________

27. OTHER DISBURSEMENTS...........................

U. TOTAL CISBURSEMENTS (add lB. 20,21. Z 23, 3~ M~ MW)
uidt7) 1 qo2.~a~

a ET CONTRuTIoNmPA1UIG WIPSUIIU
3. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (cier 6~i bwmsW ~ Urns 1 IM). . .. '+2(.(..~~ 3M 615 ~
30. TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (~m Lbs MM) _______________

31.NETCONTRIBUTIONS.esrtm Lbts ~ . . 424 .1

RE tfl~

I

U



SCHEDULE S SURSWS I~eWWhWwl.4aI PAO OP
fsmahmmqseyof~~g P 1
Deuled Iwummary Pep ~ U~S WUMN A

21
Ay iflinrmle o~lsd from rnaoh Aeperu and Susomonts may not be geld or uted by any perbo.~ for the purpaga of milelting soegr~g~ or for eammorolol
pulpeniS. Other than wing she ,~g and aeu - any poflsisal mmmleem to gollels oanerlbnla.U from gush sommiugo.

['~4AMS OP ~ini1TEu (Is P.1W

Fed erc~I A.rtV~t 9 ~ eiq ~t~c~4 Aciiov C~mv~tbt~.~ ______ __________

U I
A. Porn ,~m, ~Ung Muss and ZIP Cede

l:~ic~i.. 6eehoec* 4 
~~4nsf~

~O4 ~Crfl A.j.t~, St.
~DC, 200o3

Pwpem of Oluburumans
~. Pre~~4.~ -

9.1
O~rwnem S or Primary

Ioumer i ~aeWv)

Owe (mansh.
dew. yew)

~.w of Eases
Db~w Thin Perldd

S. PuP Win. ~lIS.g A~.od W Cede Pwpm .5 Oimurgamuw 0.. (010501. AmOseM Of Easel

VOu.ite.ci jbyv srLs3~s.44. . .,. wow) Oleuvant Th~a Porlod
P.O. 9 o~ ~ I

V Prlm~,y General
Gt.~1 MIi,. 5C2%ot Omer(wsslfvb ______ _________

C. PuP ~m, ~Imag M* - ZIP b Puepm of DSue'ons O ~ Amanot of 6mb

~Ob ~e. ~r Pr..m~ck.~ N" ~tSda~ - ~in'~ O~in U-

001w ~wiM _______

0. PuP Win, ~Ibq ~aad ZIP Cede Poumam - OIuroinurn ~e (mush. 0' bib
.~* - o~ouamum Thin Perlad

S. Pal ~ . ~lNmg Dd01in mi ZIP Cod. Purome of Oimuriunant

P. Pull tbmo. IWiling Addreu and ZIP Code Purosee of Ohburtament Case 4nt@nth, Agtt@~fl~ Of Each
dew. yew) Oih.#seewnt Theg Persod

Dibureemof~ for: Primary General

Other (gpeclfy) _____________

0. Pal tame. ~iljog Addr god ZIP Cede Puepee of Dieburumans Case (mantel. Amount of Each
iby. year) OseburlOftent T1~ Period

Oshurtamant for: U Primary
Other fgocify) ________

34. Pal tiame. wiling Addum and ZIP Cede Purmoae of Olaburuemont 0~ (month. Amoun @f lash
dew. yaw) Diebunameew Th~ hrio

Dimuriemens for. U ~

Other lgpecify) _____________ _____________________

Pal t~nme. Malkag Addum - ZIP Cede Pwpom of Oieburew'wnt

Dbeurwm.nt for: U Prwnary
~1 Other (gpecmfy)

Due (month.
dew. yew)

UG~1

SLabTOTAL of Dbbunemensg The Page lootonal).

N
TOTAL Thig Peris~ (bet - thin lisle nwu*er anw).

Amount of Each
Di~nera Thin Pasfod

- a



it



A~Arthw1bung

March 15. 1988

Tamey Rollins
Reposts Analyst
Federal Kiection Coinission
Reports Analysis Division
Washington. DC* 2O~63

IDENTIFICATION NUMSER: COOO35~93

Reference 2 Letter Dated FebruarY 23. 1968

Dear Ms. Rollins.

This is in response to your letter dated Febru.~ 33. 19***
regarding our December Monthly Report (l2.d'Ol/S7a.lZ/31/S'7).

As per our telephone conversation Yesterday, enclosed .d~i
this letter is the amended cow of our December Monthly ~
port. As we have agreed I only amended those pages thet had
earmarked Contributions showing the intended recepien: of
the contribution bY the individuals on Schedule A. and I had
disclose the original donor Of the earmarked contribution tO
the candidate by memo entry on Schedule 5.

I hope this would settle this matter.

Sincerely.

Thelma D Villamor
Federal Arthur Young & Co.
Political Action Comittee

cc: Carl Liggio
Kirk Lippinoot

mh bmaiims~
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sgw19t~. ~g* rumtpatke if ,..tIsIbtLes La ine~
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ggye1~ that she uuasm~sts p~e thu foUevLSg flRti&bSttem ~,

the ~sLttO@E

ma mul
6/03/67 : 1.300
0/07/67 I .660

12/23/67
11/23/67
12/31/37 6 500

Ibsus esgitgtb~tLeW m*.4 the 65,0,0 liultaUss £51

*tilbstl@55 t e~Adstes lee Pv.eL4.mt ci the VeL%~ Netas.
gherfsts, thsim is seam ta bellow Sf361 £ 19 ke

3.
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IN THE MATIU OF
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION MUR 3309

AFFIDAVIT OF CARL D. LIGGIO

~ATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
ss.:

CARL D. LIGGIO, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and
he has read the following Affidavit, by him subscribed, and that the
herein are true and correct to the best of his knowledge and belief~

statas that
stateUaIltS

1. I was treasurer of Federal Arthur Young and Company PelitMal
Action Committee (uFAY~PAC) between April 1987 and May 1968.

2. During that period of time, FAY-PAC
earmarked for the Dole for President Committee, Inc.

received contribwtlefls

3. Atnot6dIorFAY-PACexerci5eanydirectiW1WomtI~EI~VeY
the choice of the recapsent candidte in connection with those contributioma.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO
BEFORE ME THIS 27TH DAY
OF JANUARY, 1992.

6Ut&

L~1TA SEAR

~ 31579i~
~

~mEub.sFgbmuy~ l~



V~TONCO~1?~1S5I(DN

GODWIN, CARLiON & MAXWELL
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS 9? FEB 10 A~W I~: 53

A Professional Corporation

JAMES (I VET rER. JR 3300 NCNB Plaza Telephone: (214) ~vI9-44OO
Board (~'niricd-1~x Law 901 Main Street DIFW Metro: 26) 1116
Texas B"ai~I ~ ~ S~iaii:*tion Dallas, Texas 75202-3714 Telefax: (214) MO 7332
Direct I)gal
(214)9W 4R17 February 4, 1992

Mr. Jeffrey Long
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street
Washington, DC. 20463

Re: MUR3309

Lonme Ken Pilgrim

Dear Mr. Long:

This will confirm our convez~ation wherein I advised you that I had found one
(I) check payable to the Dole for President Committee which was written on March
11, 1987. You advised me that there was an additional $2,000 contribution made in
(~tober 1987. I told you that I would further track that payment and report to YOU
assoonaslfindit. Ifurtheradvisedthat Mr. Pilgrimwasmarriedin 1987at the
time of both alleged contributions. I will keep you advised.

Very truly yours~

"5 /<U~Li

.j~meSG. Vetter, Jr.

JGV:jmk
cc: Lonnie Ken Pilgrim



KENNEDY COVINOTON LOBDELL & HIcx:MAI4'
AV ORt4YS AT LAW

3300 NCNS PLAZA

CHARLOTTE. NORTH CAROLINA 2S2808062

MARCUS III~ KMAII
CLARENCE W WALKER
JAMES C IBIlLI WALKER
HENRY C LOMAK
EDGAR LOVE
CHARLES V TOMPKINS JR
GLEN S HAROYMON
J DONNELL LASBITER
ROSS J SMYTH
A ZACHARy SMITH U
WILLIAM T DREW JR
CHARLES 0 DUSOSE
RALEIGH A SHOEMAKER
JOHN M MURCHISON JR
STEPHEN M S COURTLAND
RICHARD D SYIPHENS
P PINIH~R JARREIL
MAYNARD C ?IPPS
WAYNE P HIJCKEL
J NORP~E~T PRuOEN U
WILLIAM C LIVINGSTON
LEE WEST MOVIUS

JOSEPH S C KLUTTZ
JONATHAN A BARRETT
EUGENE C PRIDGEN
STEPHEN K RHYNE
E ALLEN PRICHARO
RAYMOND E OWENS. JR
HENRY W PLINY
DAVID H JONES
NANCY SLACK NORELLI
JAMES C HARDIN in"
PETER MCLEAN
MYLES C STANDISIl
KIRAN H MEHTA
MICHAEL S HAWLEY
JAMES P COONEY in
CAROL NASH NORHAN'
BRIAN P EVANS
JEPPERSON W BROWN
LYNN OLIVER WENIGE
GEORGE C COVINGTON
DANIEL L JOHNSON. JR

II~I~'ASNO!ECA,,OUNE~SAD..C~N..C OHT

*AOH'~!EOI.SC ON~"

TELEPHONE 704/3776000

SOUTH CAROLINA OPPICE
T14E GUARDIAN BUILDING

ONE LAW PLACESUIE 301
P 0 SOS IWEB

ROCK HILL. S C RB7)I~O
YELEPHONE BO3/3RT-OII

PACSIMILES

CHARLOTTE 704/331-VS9B

ROCK HILL SOS/)34-'73'

WRITERS DIRECT DIAL NUN SEW

WALTER 0 PISHER. JR
LISA HYMAN LARE
ALICE CARMICHAEL RICI4E'V
DENNARO LINDSE'V lEAGUE
DEAN A WARREN
sTEPHEN R MCCRAE. JR
H WILLIAM PALMER. JR
JOI4N H CULVER ~
SOUBY 0 HINSON
WILLIAM S KIRK. .IR
MICHELLE C LANDERS
W HENRY SIPE m~
BEVERLY A CARROLL~
LESLEC K DAIJGHERIY
LgROY P HUTCMINSON
URIAN C REEVE
RANDALL W LEE
MARK K SWOPPORD~
WILLIAM N HARRIS
ALLISON R SARNIIILL
BARBARA R PRITI4
J ANDRE HALL

704/331-7452

February 24, 2992

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esquire
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: RUR 3309
Becon Construction Company
Our File No. 06423-007

A LEE H0fttA~O0 =
COOT HOHW*~
C CORLEY ~e4~V
PEUCIA * W#MINOTON
DAVID W RR4WN. JR
JAMES C
KENNETH L PREDERICK'
CLIPPORD R ~ARREV7
CAROL A ,.~LS VAN B.JREN

PRANK II ppAHEDY
00)15Th

HUGH L
I*O~I5SF

0 CIjW~
W T COV4A'WI~N JR
DAViD ORPA MARTIN JR

RECIR.
THOMAS P 6~ACNE
SOBER"! U ARPENYER' P1

~
N) ~
~

~

~4j
Dear Mr. Parrish:

In connection with the above-referenced matter, our client,
construction Company, desires to pursue and hereby requests
probable cause conciliation.

Sinc ely,

9~44~)
N rcus T. Hi4

r the Firm

Becon
pre-

ckman

MTH / bc

f .1



It ~ i1!~JSS1 !J

Mas~Afutual
9?FER2B t'1 9: 18

One Benham Place
94(X) North Broadwai. Suite 700
Oklahoma City. OK 73114-7493
405 478.5360

February 25, 1992

Mr. Lawrence Parrish
Federal Election Couiunission
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: fuR 3309

Dear Mr. Parrish:

In response to your recent telephone call, this is to reiterate
that Mr. Wilson, my employer and the NW" of H £ W Aviation, was
certainly not aware that he was in violation of any law when he
agreed to a reduced rate on the charter in question.

As I mentioned, the hourly rate did vary, and the enclosed copy
of the trip charges will show you that even though the charge
was reduced, there still was a profit earned on the trip.

I believe that I also told you that H & W Aviation no longer
exists, as the aircraft was sold in the fall of 1990. For this
reason, we would rather not have to retain legal counsel to
settle this matter.

To sununarize, we had verbally agreed upon a price, and in order
to collect what we could, we reduced the amount to an acceptable
level for all parties. The amount received paid all out-of-
pocket costs as well as generating a substantial profit.

Please call if there is anything further that I can do.

Sincerely,

Geraldine Ann Price

Massachuseus Mutual Dft Insuramce Comparn
avid qAliwd amsuru.ce cw~.wes
Snide MA Wlil-~Y

The WIl,.. Fim~ Group
I. ilau* W~ fr., CLV
G~ -

40

~Y.l ~
~'1 ')~~

'.9,

v%.) ~

~I ~~
~

.0

-a



~isrtec 20

19 & II AVIAT)Ola
One Jenha: P3ac&, SuitS 700

9(00 L £rc&d~ai
OkIa)aama City, 01.. 7311k
&03475-3360

r~ ~

TROKf TO_ OKC/Wash. D.C./0(~.C/Tulsa/

Waterloo, Iowa/Wash. D.C. /ORC

flight TIse 11.8 ~arS

Cre'.~ Lxpenses

Lcdziri; heals___________

7rar~sj~.cirtbtSOfl Tips____________

0~her____________

F.ari~eT, p.rUw~

1An1dii1~ fees, c2eADIDL. ff.aiUt~&Tbc2

Customs, permits

Cateri~. biVeT*f5

?assenger trauSpOYLIhti~' telephone

flight p2aranin&fl~CAt~T services

Other - pilot cccmiissions

CUSTO Charter - Dole Caizvaiqn

~I~1rnLss

rv.1 charges(saC belay) ~

~
9%, ~

11L5~~~~

39.69

800.00

TOTAL ~A~GES

OKC/Wash. D.C.
Wash. D.C. /OKC
OKC/Tulsa
Tulsa/Waterloo
Waterboo/Wash.D.C.
WaSh.D.C. /OKC

used
695
907
156
371
535
810

3,171

boL~ht
696
300 @ 1.76
600
372
695
811 ~ 1.76

3,474

to be charged
1,213.68

528.00
1,002.00

589.84
1,304.15
1,427.36

S 7,075.67
Revnue 12,000.00
EZcm ____

A



N~INP#~ WA 770 IWt NW~IY, K'

March 32. 1992

3
LSWgins 0. ~ ~ N P
Vederal Ulectios ~issios
Waehiagtoa. D.C. 20443 V

~: 3309

?he M& @wzp

Deer ~. Parrishi

~ te ~t tSleIS - -~ - Of Mink 27. lWe I - 2Sleg ~i*b *
~ ettSds4t Of WLILL ta.. kesidsmt e( ~ ~ La eq~ut Of -
ges~t~ thet sUin 24 he t~ tht ~Wt. ~ ~m *5 shS d

1*1,009 he ~ tt~ he the ~ ~ay **bsbe he
4L. held as 3se~ewS. 1967 at the t s*gssy ELites ~si. Wmuij~. ~
J-usy

as stated La t) aft idavit, thete ~s ec ~leGge of say tegtqriatLes at the
tIes of the purchase. Ihe alleged vJo3atios thagefoge ~i- Lt~ villisi -
La the astute of intastimal disregard of the oozporate ~1o~ess or Off isisis.
Use, l~ v. Eatiamal U~aastica Lean, 475 1. Supp. 1102. 212.1 (D.D.C. 1975). It
is thetefote our position that civil punalties are nesarreated uedmu~ these
oirmstawes.

It is respeotf~a1ly reguested that you ooiisidar these ciro~mtaaose aS set forth
La Mr. Gatro' s affidavit aed our request that pro probable omee oseciliatios be
~0

Very truly yours,

John J. Maicrana

Counsel

JJM:cb (m3.33fl) C.

3
U
'4



;~4~ ~

33"

bate., New -
Sosaty of ~rin

)ee.
)

:74

ArnD&WI 01
uzum m

Wt~Lgm Sorro, f full age, being daly sworn sosording to 1w, upon bin oath
deposes and saysa

1. I - the PresiAmnt of lbs Raft soup and wa in the em capenity at the time
of the alleged violation.

2~ lbs NM Oremp is a fig, of engineers. architects and plaums and has been
in besinese for 23 years.

3. Ia ro~ee to a it~em invitation to attend a reomptiop hipg Nenator
meet Dole t 32ih Neaford Dole (on beo~es S. 1907) * ~esp
pseshased t1e at a total oost of *2.000.

4. lbs m Oroup mailed a heok for 2.000 dated De~er 2, 1961 to the Dole
for Presideat ~Lttee.

5. he the time the ~.k m teemed. I m of ~ iep~~isty
aesesiated wish ~ perobsee of the two tiohets.

6. it is ~ * that the Dole ~tteo. r.sed.b 411 WI~ ~sk,
advised lbs dv~ that it was Ingreper for the ospe~5au ~ 4Ssed
to individeal egveetativee. to mahe mob a puxuhese. ft Us eg fmwt~
recollection that the Dole ~ittee my have returned the ~.

7. It in also eg understanding that in reeponee to eaiA Lf*~i~~
prinoials of Ibe r~ rei~rssd the corporation ~/eg the Dole
~mittee with personal funds.

5. It ~s my belief that such rei~rsmsnt ~s satisfactory to the Dole
~inittee and corrected any appearae of or actual iegrcpriety.

9. I mahe this affidavit in rsponae to the matter under review by the Inderal
Ileotion Camiesion (m 3309) and reqweet that no furt~ action he tahe.
in thin matter under the circinstancee. In the alternative, lbs ~oup
is interested in pursuing pre-probable cause conciliation.

Sworn and subscribed to before me
this 31st day of March, 1992 WIllian

President

Attorney at Lw, State of New Jersey



a
STEVEN V KATZ

LARRY PANTIRER

RICHARD J SIRDOFF

LAWRENCE P. DLENDEN

ALSO MEMESS. OF FLORIDA

AND PENNSYLVANIA ALS

ALSO MENDER OF NEW VOftK.

FLORIDA AND CEODCAA DALI

KATZ 8 PANTIRER
A PROPUSSIONAL CORPORATION

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

1325 MORRIS AVENUE

P.O. BOX 685

UNION. NEW JERSEY 07083

(908) 688-5454

TELECOPIER (906) ~6-8248

co.msI~w~~
HAIL ROQ

kilO ll31M~?

MONUOUTh COUNTY

290 NORWOOD AVENUE

DEAL. NEW JERSEY 07723

REPLY TO IJNIOW OFFICE

FiLE NO

April 13, 1992

CERTIFIE) RAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REDUESTED

Lawrence D. Parrish, Staff Attorney
Federal Election Commission

- Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Bertram Associates
RUE 3309

Dear Mr. Parrish:

Enclosed please find letter from The National State Bank,
dated January 17, 1992, advising that Check No. 895. dated
December 3, 1987, was given by Bertram Associates, a Partnership.
Please advise if there is any additional information which you
require.

-'I

C

r4J
C

Thank you very much.

Ver truly yours,

LVsv
ST E~ EN

SWK:cmi
Enclosure

cc: Bertram Associates



The 9~md .~

198 ~ Ce~sr 9mw
P0 Sal2
WooAnd,.. NJ. 079854W
Telephone: (Wi US4S7S
Facssm~le: (SOS) 355.9713

LN~

Jareiary 17, 1992

Bertrm Associates,
1325 Pbrris Ava~mu
Union, N.J. 07083

U O J.sv L ftoliinVice Pvegdggw

I~.

J~: ~rtrinu Associates, Ire.

Attn: '1~rry Dorcalo

Pursuant to ycizr irq~iry regarding the or~anizaticna1 style of the referenced
entity, it is irdeed a partr~rship fonnat.

Very truly y~irs,

'I /
~I

Jeffrey ETP~ichu.
Vice President

JEP/wi
?t4f5/IE-BERI1~AM

A



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

May 5, 1992

James L. Hagen, Treasurer
Dole for President Committee, Inc.
P.O. Box 859
McLean, VA 22101

RE: MUR 3309
Dole for President committee,
Inc., and James K.. Eagen 85
treasurer

Dear Mr. Hagen:

Enclosed are copies of the charts relating to the corpol*te
contributors, corporate aircraft, unrefunded individual exceSSiVe
contributions, and the political action committees together vith
copies of the checks relating to the PACs. A copy of these
materials is also being sent to Scott Morgan.

Sincerely,

Rishel
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures



A

~5Z? C
AT~OIV? 1

Dole for President
Apparent Excessive Contribitions -

Never 5.fwided by Caittee

Excessive Contribfticn

Ccntribztor N Deposit ~Z~t Aggregate ~mt
Dete Total iu ExmS

Richard W. 5ra~m

St@!~Wfl B. Flood

3s 3. HagmI

Don Hall

Joiwi V. Jordan,

TOTAL

03/25~46

0346,46

12/24.47

02,42/86

03/01,46

$1,000.00

2,000.00

1,000.00

3,000.00

2,000.00

$2,000.00

2,000.00

1,100.00

3,000.00

2,000.00

$1,000.00

1,000.00

100.00

2,000.00

1,000.00

$5,100.00



EXHIBIT C
ATTACHMENT 2
Page 1 of 2

bt~&.. Cmmtri~tiess from Political Committees

Cemtribution
be Ainant.

Rzcessive
Pnrt inn,

Refunds
Date. Amounts

- ~uw - -- - -- -- --

No. ef Deys
to lefumi

1. Arthur Young &
Company PAC

T 6/0347
6/07/87
12/23/67
12/23/37
12/31/87

$1000.00
im.oo.~i
1,000.00
4,000.00
500.00

Dallas Citizens2. PAC

3. Visor Corporation
Public Affairs
Committee
(FLUOR PAC)

4. Good Government N
Federal Political
Action Committee

5. Eartford Insurance Y
Group-PAC

6. Johnston for
Congress

N 1/11/67 1,000.00
1/11/U 1,000.00

1r 6/30/87 3,000.00
11/04/87 2,000.00

11/09/87
11/13/87

1,000.00
1,000.00

9/21/87 2,000.00
3/17/U 3,000.00

N 6/29/87 1,000.00
1/27/U 1,000.00

1,000.00 3/

2,000.00 2/18/88 $2,000.00 4/

1,000.00 4/15/88 1,000.00

2,000.00

1,000.00

6/28/88 2,000.00

Qualified Multi-Candidate Committee (Y-Yes, N-No)

21 Recorded and reported in the same of David Carney.
that this contribution vas earmerked.

3/ Taken from contributing committees' reports.

4/ Transferred to Committee's Compliance Fund.

Documentation does not establish

~' I £ ? S ( 0 t7 P

Committee
Earn

2,000.00
500.00

1/

106

154

103



URIRSIT C
£TTAOIN3NT 2
Page 2 of 2

Ixcesaive Contributions from Political Committees

Cmmtributium
AminE,.

bcessive
Portion.

- -- - - - - -

Ref unds
Dates Amounts

No. of Ds~u
to befumd

7 . The National Good
covet F~mmd

S.fom-Fartim
Political Support
committee (CI.)

T 11/23/Si 5,000.00
3/30/Si 1,000.00

T 11/23/57
12/24/Si
2/12/66

5,000.00 5/
1,000.00 3/
1,000.00 5/

9. U.S. Federation of
Small Susimesses N
FAC (Small lIZ FAC)

10. Southvestera 1.11 Y
Corp. Umploy..
Federal FAC

11. Tele-Coin., Inc.
FAC

12/23/Si 1,000.00
3/11/58 4,000.00

6/09/57
6/30/Si
6/30/Si
8/19/Si
11/03/Si
12/03/Si

1,000.00 ~/
1,000.00

375.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

N 11/24/Si 2,000.00
3/29/N 1,000.00

4,000.00 6/24/88 4,000.00

375.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

3/04/88 1,000.00

Total

5/ Contributor check ii labeled
- vith the contribution.

as earmarked, hovever, no name is associated

6/ Recorded and reported in the name of Gary Andres. Documentation does not establish that this
- contribution vas earmarked.

*1'

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

105

101
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S~PeI~ch..k N* r' ISAWATa~~ ___________________________

ACKNOWL5~Qg~7 TYPE:
0th..' RequIred Iflt.'..t.~ __________________________

~ m m mm m m m m m m mm m m m m

I ANThIM Y@We & WMPAiWUAWUUag im~

uiw Pasa *v3u~ . vinu. in.,. 'sen
MSW ?SU, U.?. PUVgCAL £c?3s @mu,,yu N?7 501 jjfL

say, &1 31. 196? *mJ~.?~mmmmm

PAY OU TIOUSum DOLLARSTO VHS 
*~a~u~- ax-we iueut a~paoratory ~te.I 

___

0/ Ab~

*inOOOso&.. s:oI&001033,: c2O&msoo~~q11p
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Do.?. ~ ~ -

0*.

1 '000.00.
100.00.

1 '000.00.

2' 100 .00.

MU

-S
musrnrTMP~~~

i~m& ~TL a

e~?/s~O. eYZ~
in4UWum___

=~ FF~h1 ~ i wrm
~ -

~ ows&amo~aa. '&saOo~g,?I

003

3.7e67



- - ~PIgg 6e~1~ vish
I. Ibh 411 Cbkke ebo foU.ug6 widoItuo.,
2. ~*,3*~63* choelto 76 0 IS Deb SOlo fOg' PVOOtdog

C) s.,,~, ~ ~OOK1em for U.k 3* ~JS1y , LU?.asseag, E~tog.g Le my cbog~ fog' 9 ,~~ueoi. to egg~* Pp~1q.

~./oms, Atth.t Yoga, &CZW_______
'64t~ f.~ kg Del. to, PISOLd. gZ~*,*,~ Co~6 ~ *

SPAY ~ TU~T3AND DOU~ ~ 

________

~ c/o John Killer 
-'"U.

PsOid*UC. Mutual Jug. Co.?Y6 lobeit Dcl. to? P?*gid.,t1600 Market StysotPhiladelphia, ~& 19103

uboooso'.u ':oz &001033a: 0oamsooa~q~~..
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~N3aae Yin, in~uy
~6W Y@~. M V.

ARThUR YOUN a COMPANY
PUICA& £CY~eN cSMM#Y?33

ai, Pa.. avs.~. mew Yeu.~. m.y. I Sell

DCinb@ui *.

PAY ~I TE~hND DOILA

BOb Dole for Prmldgmt

*667,-

uOO0S~3u ':0 Z&0o&o33u: 00 &m500 2&q I I.'

523
*

.~. ~1,



aa~u3. ,UWSY U~AUY
NEW vomu. m. v.

ARTHUR YOUNG & COMPANY
POUTUCAL ACYION C@Murryguaiw Pamu £Vguhau. UW ~ .Y. I~g1

N, £

I.1~
522

Dsceinb.rg, "SS 4,000.00

PAY.
To Thu
0.0gm
op Bob Dde f0' Pregldmt 

7jP ~

~0ao5Izum 3:oI&ao&033,: cia &mSOO ~&q I &~
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LAST NAME: Z~LI~ Check N.0.LLLL
SALUTATION:

ACKNOWLEDGMENT TYPE:

Other Required Informatin

mrnm~~

* *PUJOR PUUUC APPAS COMMWTU
ssa maw saws

~ CAUPO~A WU
TWHOI4S: 1714 P4SSS

V~I~7ED
143 OGIZIS

J~me 19.
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Corporat ion

1. American Financial Corp.

2. Decmi ConStruction
Company, Inc.

3. S & G Investments

4. Browning-Ferris
Industries

5. Dusinessmua s Assurance

Company

6. The Coastal Corporation

~eAir

deck Paowa

$1,038.00'

495.00*

9,967.85

1,500.00

4,396.00'

630.00

1,254.00

1,280.00

2,709.00*

2,414.00*

676.00

166.00*

Travel - Not Paid

Qieck Ibte

6/25/87

8/31/87

4/07/88

4/01/U

2/08/88

7/08/87

3/15/U

3/24/U

5/05/87

11/20/57

4/24/17

8/20/87

*Although not paid in advance, payment vas made vithin 5 days after the dates of travel (13 paymmats
totaling $19,787.00).

In Advance
Travel I~te(s)

8/29/87

1/18/U, 2/25-2/27

3/CS/U, 3/U/U

12/03/87, 12/12/37

2/06/88-2/07/88

3/01/87, 6/27/87

3/07/U

7/28/87, 10/11/87
11/18/87

5/01/874/03/67

11/17/87-11/18/87

4/14/37

6/17/87

BUllS!? BA11AOIUW 1
Page 1 of 2

Comittee ~
Request ~te

6/21/87

8/31/57

fU 4/07/U

2/25/88

2/06/88

7/07/87

3/15/88

3/05/67

11/16/87

4/14/87

8/18/87

I
4



Corporation

7. Contrm

8. the Earn Insurance Co.

9. Long Lines Limited

10. Ovui and Associates

11. Pt iser Corporation

12. ReIco

13. stephens, Inc.

14. Torchuark Corporation

15. Vinstan Netvork, Inc.

Check Amount

1,662.00

1,571.00

1,571.00

1,430.00*

3,880.00

9,905.00

178.00*

441.00*

330.00

1,022.00*

1,250.00*

3, 265.00*

961.00*

231 .00

Air Travel - Not

check [~te

2/03/88

3/24/U

4/01/68

4/24/87

12/31/87

5/06/U

9/11/87

2/03/U

6/19/8?

12/8/87

3/04/U

3/02/U

4/07/U

1/29/U

T~~AL

Paid In Uvuce

TrawJ tbte(s)

i/li/US

3/14/88

3/14/68

4/20/67

12/23-12/24/57

Vatioue ktes
3/24-11/09/87

9/10/67

2/01-2/02/88

5/13/87

12/5-12/6/87

3/01/U

2/27/U

4/02/U

1/21/U

intuIT B
A'rrAaIIDqr I
Page 2 of 2

Cgittee check

~t I~t.

2/02/SB

3/24/8k

3/14/U

4/20/87

12/31/67

4/28/U

2/02/U

6/19/87

12/8/87

3/04/88

3/02/U

4/04/U

1/29/U
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISSXON

In the Matter of )
)

Dole for President Committee )
and James L. flagon, as )
treasurer )

)
Campaign America and )
Judith F. Taggart, as ) MUR 330'
treasurer )

)
9 Corporations )

)
6 Political Committees

)
23 Individuals )

ENSITWE

9

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On October 29, 1991, the Commission found reason to believe

the Dole for President Committee and James L. liagen, as treasurer,

("Dole Committee") violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434, 441a(b)(l)(A),

441a(f), and 441b, and 26 U.S.C. S 9035(a); that Campaign America

and Judith F. Taggart, as treasurer, ("Campaign America") violated

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A); that nine corporations violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b; that four political committees violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(2)(A); that two political committees violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A); and that 23 individuals violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A). On November 6, 1991, the Commission made a

correction in the finding with respect to the General ~1ectric

Company Political Action Committee. On November 29, 1991, the

Commission made a correction in the finding with respect to a

putative individual (Rebma Obermayer), which was in fact Obermayer,

Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel.
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This report addresses the responses received from all
respondents except the Dole Committee and makes recommendations
regarding preprobable cause conciliation or taking no further
action with respect to them. The. Dole Committee will be addressed

in a separate report.

II. ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION OF CONCILIATION PROVISIONS
AND CIVIL PENALTY

A. Campaiqa America

The Commission found reason to believe that Campaign America
violated 2 u.s.~* S 441a(a)(2)(A) by making excessive in-kind
Contributions to the Dole for President Committee in Iowa and New
Hampshire in 1966 and 1987 in the form of testing-the-.vaters

expenditures totaling $38.406.6l. This figure represented those
Campaign America expenditures vhich the Commission had determined
were allocable to the Dole campaign's expenditure limitations in
Iowa and New Hampshire. As a multicandidate committee, Campaign
America could only have expended as much as $5,000 on behalf of the

Dole campaign.

On December 9, 1991, counsel for Campaign America requested
pre-probable cause conciliation. (Attachment 1, pages 232-248).

The $38,406.61 figure included $33,889.32 in Campaign America
expenditures in Iowa. This latter number consisted in part of
$14,684.35 spent in connection with three town meetings and a

breakfast meeting in February, 1987, at which Senator Dole
appeared. it also included $10,214.70 in staff expenses associated

with these same events. The four events were held shortly before

Senator Dole began his campaign for the presidency.
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The $33,869.32 in Iowa-related expenditures also included

$8,010.67 and $979.60 as partial payments for a Campaign AmerICa
telemarketing program designed in part to create a list of Dole

Supporters. The survey data was apparently used with respect to
Campaign America events in Iowa. The Dole Committee used the same

vendor.

More recently, it has come to the attention of this Office

that there were additional Campaign America expenditures identified

by the Audit Division totaling $6,522.50 which were made in

connection with the four Iowa events cited above, but which were
not included in the sum upon which the Commission's reason to

believe determination vas Campaign America also incurred a
further $1,476 in expenditures to International Tours for
interstate transportation related to the four events involving Tom

Synhorst, a Campa±gn America staff member at the time and latez~
Dole for President Committee regional director for Iowa and ~ansas.

None of these particular payments was allocable to the Dole

campaign's spending limitation in Iowa because they involved

interstate transportation (See former 11 C.F.R.

S 106.2(c)(4)(1989)), but they did constitute testing-the-waters

expenditures on behalf of the Dole campaign by virtue of their

connection with the town meetings and breakfast.

1. This $6,522.50 included $1,938 paid to Long LineCommunications, $983.50 paid to Growth Industries, $598 paid toInternational Tours of Alexandria, $1,383 paid to REFCOIncorporated, and $1,620 paid to KVI Aviation.
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The addition of the interstate transportation expenditures

discussed above to the earlier figure of $33,889.32 brings to

$41,877.82 campaign America's expenditures in Iowa on behalf of the

Dole campaign.

With regard to New Hampshire, Campaign America made

117 payments totaling $3,136.26 for voter lists and $2,223.16 for a

business telephone with a number later used by the Dole Committee.

only $1,381.03 of the latter amount was allocable to New Hampshire,

and it was this figure which was included in the $38,406.61 whi@h

formed the basis for the commission's reason to believe

determination. In reality the entire $2,223.16 represented

testing-the-waters expenditures on behalf of the Dole campaign.

Thus, total in-kind contributions by campaign America to Dole for

president which arose from activities in New Hampshire came to

$5,359.42.

In summary, testing-the-waters expenditures made by Camp*ign

America Ofl behalf of the Dole for president Committee totaled

$47,247.24, including $41,887.82 in Iowa and $5,359.42 in New

Hampshire.

This Office recommends that the Commission agree to enter

into conciliation with Campaign America and Judith Taggart, as

treasurer, prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.
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B. Corporations

Corporate Contributions and Corporate Aircraft

On October 29, 1991, the Commission found reason to believe

that the following corporations violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b2:

1. Bertram Associates;

2. Becon Construction Company, Inc.;

3. Browning-Ferris Industries;

4. Contran;

5. H & W Aviation;

6. Long Lines Limited;

7. Owen and Associates;

8. P and D Realty Company;

9. RHA Group.

Corporate Responses

1. H & W Aviation

On December 27, 1991, the Office of the General Counsel

received a letter from Ms. Geraldine Ann Price, responding in

behalf of H & W Aviation ("H & W"). (Attachment 1, page 156). In

this response, Ms. Price states that H & W was never a corporation

itself, but was in fact a joint venture formed by two corporate

owners of an aircraft in 1983 and disbanded in 1990 when the

3
aircraft was sold. Ms. Price indicated that this aircraft was not
used full time by the owners; therefore, they chartered out the

2. See General Counsel Report dated August 27, 1991.

3. The two owners of H & W Aviation were Wilson & Wilson, Inc.
and Hadson Aviation, Inc. The effect is the same as if the
entity were incorporated.
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aircraft to 'reduce the overhead costs shared by the partners.

She states further:

It vas agreed that the pilots would pick up some
members of the Dole Campaign staff in Washington
D.C., deliver them to various cites in the Midwest
and return them to Washington D.C. They had been
quoted an hourly rate for the use of the aircraft,
which was consistent with other charter flights.
After the trip, we received a letter from a member
of the Dole campaign staff asking us to reduce the
charges to $7,000, which they felt was equal to
first class fares for the trips and people
involved. i would have no way of knowing how
accurate this figure might be. The $7,000 was less
than the actual out of pocket costs for this trip,
and the intent of the partners was to cover these
costs plus have excess revenue to cover overhead
expenses of the time added to the aircraft's
engines.

Ms. Price also states in this response that the charter

occurred on March 4, and 5, in 1988. and that the Dole Committee

did not pay the bill until June of that year. Ms. Price further

states that "[Un an effort to collect as much as possible, it was

agreed to reduce the charges slightly from the original quote.

This bill might have otherwise been uncollectable." Ms. Price's

statement appears to indicate that the initial amount billed to the

Dole Committee was more than the ultimate amount paid. This

appears inconsistent with Mr. Palken's statement that the initial

amount charged was the same as the amount paid, but was less than

the 'standard fare of $14,750.00."

On February 25. 1992, the Office of the General Counsel

received a second response from Ms. Price, responding in behalf of

H & W. (Attachment 1, page 157). Ms. Price basically summarized

what was stated in her first response. She states further that

'[tihe amount received paid all out-of-pocket costs as well as
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generating a substantial profit." A copy of the Dole Committee

trip charges was enclosed along with this response. (Attachment 1,

page 158). This copy of the trip charges indicated that a & U's

actual cost of the trips totaled $7,075.67, thus the $12,000.00

payment from the Dole Committee left a total of $4,924.33 in excess

of the actual costs of the charter.

In an April 7, 1988, memoranda to Ben Cotton of the Dole

Committee, Stephen Palken states that Ms. Price told him "that the

billing represented a discount from the standard fare of

$14,750.00." (Attachment 1, page 162). It appears the amount that

the Dole Committee actually paid for the charter was $2,750.00

lover than the amount which would have been the standard charge for

the Dole Charter. Even though Ms. Price asserts that the reduction

of the amount originally billed to the Dole Committee was an effort

to collect as much as possible, the evidence on hand shows that the

Dole Committee received a $2,750.00 discount from the standard

fare, which would still constitute a prohibited corporate in-kind

contribution in violation of the Act. Furthermore, the fact that

H & w received a total of $4,924.33 in excess of the actual costs

of the charter is not really relevant, especially since if H & W

had received the standard fare from the Dole Committee, H & W would

have received a total of $7,674.33 in excess of the actual costs of

the charter.

This Office recommends that the Commission enter into

conciliation with H & W Aviation prior to a finding of probable

cause to believe.
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2. oven a Associates

On December 2, 1991, the Office of the General Counsel

received a letter from David C. Owen, responding in behalf of Oven

& Associates, Inc., requesting to enter into pre-probable cause

Conciliation. (Attachment 1, page 163). Mr. Oven states that he

was unaware that the use of his company's plane by the Dole

Committee violated any laws and that upon being told of such, he

informed the Dole committee of his usage and documented the hotirs.

Mr. Oven states further '[ijt was my impression that the payment I

received from the Committee for more than $9,000.00 was sufficient

to clear up any unintended violations." Based upon the respoftl@

received from Mr. Owen, he does not present any evidence which

would dispute the Commission's reason to believe findings that Owen

and Associates violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a) by reducing the

Committee's charge by $1,000.00 for use of its aircraft, and by

failing to require advance payments before providing travel on the

company's aircraft as required by 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e).

This Office recommends that the Commission enter into

conciliation with Owen & Associates prior to a finding of probable

cause to believe.
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3. P and D Realty Co.

On December 17, 1991, the Office of the General Counsel

received a letter from Mr. David P. Romano, responding in behalf of

P and D Realty Co. (Attachment 1, page 164). Mr. Romano states in

this response that P and D Realty is a partnership and not a

corporation. A copy of ~ and D Realty's Partnership Agreement and

copies of its partnership returns for the past three years were

enclosed with this response. (Attachment 1, pages 165-163).

Staff from this Office contacted the Office of the New Jersey

Secretary of State, Corporation Division, and confirmed that P and

D Realty Co. was a partnership and not a corporation. Therefore,

it appears that the $2,000.00 contribution from P and D Realty Co.

to the Dole Committee was not a corporate contribution; however, it

does appear that this contribution may be considered an excessive

contribution in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). Pursuant to

11 C.F.R. S 110.1(e), a contribution by an unincorporated

partnership is attributed to both the partnership and the partners

in direct proportion to his or her share of the partnership profits

or by agreement of the partners as long as only the profits of the

partners to whom the contribution is attributed are reduced (or

loses increased) in proportion to the contribution attributed to

each of them. A contribution by a partnership shall not exceed the

limitation on contributions by individuals, or in the case of a

candidate for nomination for President $1,000.00. Therefore, it
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appears that P and D Realty Co. exceeded the contribution

limitation by $1,000.00.

Therefore, the Office of the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission take no further action in this matter as to P and D

Realty Co.'s 2 u.s.c. S 441b violation and close the file with

respect to it. Furthermore, the letter in this matter will hVe an

admonishment as to the excessive contribution.

4. Bertram Associates

On December 27, 1991. the Office of the General counsel

received a request from counsel representing Bertram AssOCiateS for

a copy of the Respondent's $2,000.00 contribution check to the Dole

Committee, which was sent to Bertram Associates' counsel.

(Attachment 1, page 184). On March 30, 1992, via telephone, this

Office received a response from Bertram Associates' counsel, who

stated that Bertram Associates was actually a partnership

consisting of sixpartners and not a corporation. Counsel for

Bertram Asscciates also stated that none of the six partners were a

corporation. As noted above, a contribution by a partnership shall

not exceed the limitation on contributions by individuals, or in

the case of a candidate for nomination for President $1,000.00.

On April 18, 1992, this office received a letter from

Bertram's counsel, enclosing a copy of a letter from Bertram's

bank, The National State Bank, from which the $2,000.00

contribution check was drawn on, stating that the account was a

partnership account. (Attachment 1, pages 185-186). This evidence
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appears to substantiate Bertram's assertion that Bertram is not 8

corporation; however, it does appear that this contribution may ~

considered an excessive contribution in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

Therefore, the Office of the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission take no further action in this matter as to Bertram's

2 U.S.C. S 441b violation and close the file with respect to it.

Furthermore, the letter in this matter will have an admonishmant as

to the excessive contribution.

5. EDA Group

On December 11, 1991, the Office of the General Counsel

received a letter from counsel representing the RBA Group (ISAW),

requesting a copy of RBA'5 $2,000.00 contribution check to the Dole

Committee in order to respond further to the Commission's finding.

(Attachment 1, pages 187-189). in addition, counsel also requested

to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation. On January 8, 1992,

a copy of the requested document was sent to counsel for RBA.

On March 31, 1992, this office received RBA'5 response to the

Commission's finding. In this response, counsel for RBA asserts

that no action should be taken against RBA. An affidavit from

William Garro, President, was enclosed along with this response.

(Attachment 1, pages 190-191). Mr. Garro states in this affidavit

that the $2,000.00 check from RBA was actually for the purchase of

two tickets "to attend a reception honoring Senator Robert Dole and

Elizabeth Hanford Dole (on December 8, 1987)...~ and that he was
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unaware at the time "of any impropriety associated with the

purchase of the two tickets." Mr. Garro states further that the

Dole Committee advised RBA that it was improper for the corporatiOn

to purchase tickets to the reception and that the Dole Committee

may have returned their check. Mr. Garro also asserts that it was

his understanding that principals of the RBA reimbursed RBA and/Or

the Dole Committee and that this reimbursement "corrected any

appearance of actual impropriety."

Even though Mr. Garro has asserted that corrective masuf @5

were taken to rectify "any impropriety associated with the pvf Chase

of the two tickets," Mr. Garro has failed to present any solid or

documentary evidence supporting his assertions. It is Mr. GarrO's

recollection that the Dole Committee may have returned the check

and that the principals of RBA reimbursed the corporation and/Or

the Dole Committee. It does not appear that Mr. Garro knows for

sure if the check was returned to the Dole Committee and whether or

not the principals reimbursed the corporation and/or the Dole

Committee.

Based upon the above-mentioned information, it still appears

that RBA violated the Act by contributing $2,000.00 to the Dole

Committee by purchasing two tickets to the Dole reception in

violation of 2 U.s.c. s 441b(a). Therefore, this Office recommends

that the Commission enter into conciliation with the RBA Group

prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.
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6. Becon COfl5tCUCtiOfl Company

On December 16, 1991, the Office of the General Counsel

received a letter from Grayson N. Hippard, in behalf of Becon

Construction Company (Becon"). (Attachment 1, page 192).

Mr. Hippard states in this letter that a response would be

forthcoming after a reviev of the situation. On December 30, 1991,

this Office received a letter from counsel representing Secon,

requesting an extension to respond to the Commission's finding and

copies of the documents which indicated that Becon had made a

$2,475.00 in-kind contribution to the Dole Committee as veil as

providing air travel without advance payment, which were sent to

him on January 8, 1992.

On January 14, 1992. this Office received another request for

an extension from Becon's counsel in order to respond to the

Commission's findings. On January 30, 1992, this Office received a

third request from Becon's counsel for an extension in order to

secure additional material and documentation to respond to the

Commission's findings. Finally, on February 25, 1992, this Office

received a letter from Becon's counsel requesting to enter into

pre-probable cause conciliation. (Attachment 1, page 193).

Becon's counsel has not provided any evidence which would indicate

that Becon did not violate 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a) by making a $2,475.00

in-kind contribution as well as providing air travel without

advance payment.
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This Office recommends that the Commission enter into

conciliation with Secon Construction Company prior to a finding Of

probabke cause to believe.

7. Browning-Ferris Industries

On December 23, 1992. the Office of the General Counsel

received a response from counsel representing Browning-Ferris

Industries ("BFI"), requesting that the Commission dismiss this

matter as it pertains to BFI. (Attachment 1. pages 196-196).

BFI's counsel asserts that the record before the Commission

"clearly indicates that BFI made every effort to obtain advance

payment in each instance in which its plane was made available to

the Dole campaign." It is BFI counsel's assertion that the five

late payments resulted because of the care taken both by SF1 and

the Dole Committee to insure that correct advance payments were

made pursuant to the F!C regulations." Counsel for SF1 states that

4. It was noted in the First General Counsel Report that the
Dole Committee made 5 payments, totaling $7,657.00 ($630.00,
$1,254.00, $1,280, $2,709.00 and $2,414.00) to SF1 which were not
made in advance as required by 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e).
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in two of five instances the payments ($2,709.00 and $1,280.00

payments) were actually replacement checks for payments made prior

to air travel. It appears from the documents that DPI's counsel

provided as evidence that these two payments were in fact

replacement checks to correct the totals due to reflect the change

of actual passengers traveling. (Attachment 1, pages 199-202).

Counsel for DPI asserts further that the payment of $630.00 in

question "was not campaign related and thus is not covered by

11 C.P.R. S 114.9(e)." A July 9, 1987, letter which DPI's coufl5@l

has submitted as evidence appears to indicate that the payment vas

made pursuant to Senate rules to reimburse SF1 for non-campaign air

travel provided for Senator Grassley. (Attachment 1, pages

203-221). Therefore, it does not appear that this payment v~g1d be

required to be paid in advance as required by 11 C.P.R. S 114.9(C).

BPI counsel's explanation of the $2,414.00 payment appears to

be irrelevant to the fact that the payment was not paid in advance

as required. Counsel for BFI has asserted the following:

On November 20, 1987, the Dole committee provided a check for

$3,364.00 to BFI which reimbursed the company for $2,414.00 in

expenses for air travel during the dates mentioned above (November

17 - 181, plus $950 dollars for a trip scheduled on November 22,

1987. Again, the records reflect that this was a corrected check

replacing one previously issued.

Even though BFI's counsel has indicated that a check in the

amount of $3,364.00 was issued to correct the $2,414.00 check, the

facts still remain that the first payment was issued on

November 20, 1987 for $2,414.00 for travel which occurred on
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November 17, 1987 and November 18, 1987. The fact that this check

was replaced on the same day does not change the fact that the

payment was not paid in advance as required by 11 C.i.a.

S 114.9(e).

Bil's counsel does not dispute the fact that the March 15,

1988 payment of $1,254.00 was not paid in advance. SPI's counsel

states that the Dole Committee made the reimbursement 'as soon as

it was discovered that the payment had inadvertently not been

made.'

Based upon the above-mentioned information, it still appears

that the $2,414.00 and $1,254.00 ($3,668.00 combined total) were

not paid in advance as required by 11 C.i.a. S 114.9(e).

Therefore, the Office of the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission reject Bil's request to dismiss this matter. Instead.

this Office recommends that the Commission offer to enter into

conciliation with Browning-Ferris Industries prior to a finding of

probable cause to believe.

8. Contran

On December 6, 1991, the Office of the General Counsel

received a letter from counsel representing Contran, requesting
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copies of the documents which indicated that on three occasions

Contran had provided air travel to the Dole Committee without

advance payment. (Attachment 1, pages 222-223). On December 10,

1991, copies of the requested documents were sent to counsel for

Contran. On January 6, 1992. this Office received a letter £ roe
Contran's counsel requesting to enter into pre-probable cause

conciliation. (Attachment 1, page 224). Counsel for Contran has

not presented any evidence which would indicate that Contran hd

not violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

This Office further recommends that the Commission enter into

conciliation with contran prior to a finding of probable cause to

believe.

9. Long Lines Limited

On January 3, 1992, the Office of the General Counsel received

a response from counsel representing Long Lines Limited ("LLL),

requesting to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation.

(Attachment 1, pages 225-226). Counsel for LLL states the

following in this letter: First, the respondent has no prior

history of any FEC violations. Second, as a practical matter, the

respondent relied upon the Dole campaign to assure that federal
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election procedures were being followed. Indeed, the letter f05

the Dole campaign counsel represented that the charter payment in

questionwas being made "according to" FEC regulations. Although

the respondent fully recognizes its responsibility for ensuring its

own compliance with FEC regulations, the practical circumstances

here led the respondent to err inadvertently in this single

instance. Third, the respondent will take appropriate measures to

ensure that FEC violations do not occur in the future. Fourth,

although the regulation was violated, the violation was minor. The

sum in controversy was relatively small and payment was cent by the

Dole campaign within a week of the time that th. flights occurred.

Indeed, had the Dole campaign used another method of transport, the

payment would clearly have been made within a "commercially

reasonable time." See 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e)(2).

Since counsel for LLL does not dispute the Commission's

finding, it appears that LLL violated 2 u.s.C. S 441b(a) by not

requesting payment of $3,880.00 before providing travel to the Dole

Committee.

This Office recommends that the Commission enter into

conciliation with Long Lines Limited prior to a finding of probable

cause to believe.
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C. Political Action Committee5 (PAC")

on October 29, 1991, the Commission found reason to believe

that six (6) political committees ("PACs") violated 2 U.s.c.

SS 441a(a)(l)(A) or 44la(a)(2)(A) (depending on the committees

multicandidate status) for making excessive contributions to the

Dole committee. Written responses were received from all six PACS.

On the basis of those responses, this Office recommends that the

Commission take no further action against Ernst & Young Los ADgCLC5

PAC and Harry D. Slaughter, as treasurer, General Electric Company

PAC and Robert W. Nelson, as treasurer, and Fluor Corporation

S
Public Affairs committee and Andrew H. Schwartz, as treasurer, and
close the file as to these respondents. This Office also

recommends that the Commission enter into pre-probable cause

conciliation with the U.S. Federation of Small Businesses and

Carla L. Saunders, as treasurer; Tele-Cominunications, Inc. PAC and

Gary K. Bracken, as treasurer; and Hartford Insurance Group PAC and

Robert 3. Mageau, as treasurer.

5. Fluor PAC amended its statement of organization on
February 5, 1992, to announce Andrew Schwartz as successor to
George Hessler as treasurer of the committee.
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1. Ernst and Young Los Angeles-PAC

The Commission found reason to believe that Ernst and Young

Los Angeles-PAC (ZYLA) made an aggregate total of $7,500 in

contributions to the Dole Committee. A respons. was received on

behalf of KYLA on January 31, 1992. The response first states that

although no record of any contributions were found indicating that

KYLA made contributions to the Dole Committee in 1987 and 19S5, a

separate political committee sponsored by other partners of Arthur

Young a Company did make contributions to the Dole Committee in

1987. The response asks that the Commission take no further action

first, because KYLA was improperly named as a respondent and

second, because the political committee that did make the

contributions, Federal Arthur Young & Company PAC ("PAYPAC"), was a

conduit for earmarked contributions and therefore did not exceed

the contribution limitations or violate any other provision of the

Act.

The response explains that of the $7,500 that FAYPAC

contributed to Dole, only $2,500 were direct contributions from the

PAC. The response includes copies of the FAYPAC letters

transmitting the earmarked checks to the Dole Committee and copies

of the checks with "Dole' referenced on the memo lines. The

response provides an extensive accounting of the direct

contributions, the earmarked contributions, and the reporting of

all activity. (Attachment 1, pages 54-123). Therefore, this

Office recommends that the Commission take no further action



-21-

against Ernst and Young Los Angeles PAC based on the information in

this matter, and close the file as to this respondent.

2. Fluor Corporation Public Affairs Coinittee

A response to the Commission's reason to believe finding was

received from Fluor Corporation Public Affairs Committee ('FluOr")

on December 27, 1991. According to FEC records, Fluor made a total

of $7,000 in contributions to the Dole Committee ($2,000 over the

limits.) The response explains, however, that the second

contribution ($2,000) was intended for the Dole Committee's Legal

and Accounting Compliance Fund and therefore does not place fluor

in violation of the contribution limits. To support their claim,

Fluor included (1) a copy of the PAC's internal funds autborisation

form which clearly notes that the money is to be contributed to the

compliance fund and used for the general election; (2) a copy of

the check stub which clearly designates the $2,000 to be used for

the general election compliance fund; (3) Fluor's FEC reports which

discloses the $2,000 to be used in the general election and

earmarked for the compliance fund; and (4) a letter from the Dole

Committee advising Fluor that their $2,000 contribution earmarked

for the compliance fund was mistakenly deposited into the general

account and asking for authorization to transfer the money to the

compliance account. (Attachment 1, pages 124-131). It is clear

that Flour did everything reasonably expected to ensure that the

S2,000 contribution not be designated to the primary election. For

that reason, this Office recommends that the Commission take no

further action against Fluor Corporation Public Affairs Committee
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and Andrew N. Schwartz, as treasurer, and close the file as to this

respondent.

3. General glectric Company FAC

On November 6, 1991, the Commission found reason to believe

that General Electric Company PAC (GEPAC) violated the Act by
6

contributing a total of $7,000 to the Dole Committee. In its

response filed on January 9, 1992, GEPAC explains that each at the

contributions were earmarked to the Dole committee through O~1AC

acting as a conduit. (Attachment 1, pages 132-147). The respOnse

includes copies of three checks ($5,000, $1,000 and $1,000) and the

letters enclosed with those checks to the Dole Committee *pacifyit'g

that the contributions are earmarked and including the names and

addresses of the original contributors. The check numbers

correspond to the check numbers specified in the audit report 55

being the excessive contributions. Based on this information, this

Office therefore recommends that the Commission take no further

action against General Electric Company PAC and its treasurer and

close the file as to this respondent.

4. Hartford Insurance Group PAC

The PAC responds that the Commission is correct that Hartford

Insurance Group PAC, a qualified multicandidate committee, did make

a $2,000 contribution to the Dole Committee on September 3, 1987,

and another contribution of $5,000 on February 22, 1988. The PAC

asks that the Commission agree that no violation occurred and close

6. The Nonpartisan political Support Committee for G.E. was
mistakenly identified as a respondent in this matter. The reason
to believe finding against it was rescinded on November 6, 1991,
and the current finding issued instead.
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this matter because the excessive amount ($2,000) was refunded by

the Dole Committee on May 30, 1988. Attached to the response is a

copy of an invoice which accompanied the Dole Committee refund

check showing the date of refund as May 30, 1988. and a copy of the

PAC's 1988 October Quarterly Report showing the receipt of the

$2,000 refund dated September 30, l988~. (Attachment 1, pages

148-153). The Hartford Insurance Group PAC has admittedly

contributed to the Dole Committee an amount in excess of the limits

set forth in the Act. Therefore, notwithstanding the PAC's receipt

of a refund (which was not within the prescribed time limits Qf the

Act), this Office recommends that the Commission offer to enter

conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe

5. Tele-Communications, Inc. PAC

Tele-Communications, Inc. PAC and Gary K. Bracken, as

treasurer, responded to the Commission's reason to believe finding

on December 27, 1991. (Attachment 1, page 154). The Commission

had informed the PAC that records showed a total of $3,000 being

contributed to the Dole Committee. The PAC was not a qualified

multicandidate committee at the time the contribution was made.

The PAC requests pre-probable cause conciliation and asks the

Commission to consider that it did request and receive a partial

refund of $1,000. This Office recommends that the Commission

7. The Committee explains that the discrepancy in the receipt
and disclosure dates was due to 'internal confusion as to how to
account for this refund."
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accept their request to enter into pro-probable cause conciliation

6. u.s. Federation of Small Businesses PAC

The Commission records show a total of $5,000 being

contributed to the Dole committee by the U.S. Federation of Small

Businesses PAC and Carla L. Saunders, as treasurer (SIZPAC).

BIZPAC was not a qualified multicandidate committee at the time the

contributions were made. Zn the response received on December 10,

1991, BISPAC confirms that it made a $1,000 contribution in

November of 1987. (Attachment 1, page 155). Then, as DISPAC

explains, anticipating meeting the specifications for becoming a

multicandidate committee in May of 1988, (which would increase its

contribution limit to $5,000) the PAC wrote and post-dated a $4,000

check to the Dole Committee. The check, dated May 11, 1988, was

then inadvertently sent to the Dole Committee in March of 1988.

The Dole Committee deposited the check and the bank cleared it.

BIZPAC, however, did not become a multicandidate committee until

November 1, 1988. BIZPAC then requested a refund which they

received from the Dole Committee on April 14, Although

BIZPAC was refunded the excessive amount, the PAC admittedly made a

$4,000 excessive contribution. Therefore, this Office recommends

8. BIZPAC has provided a photocopy of the April 1988, refund
check. (Attachment 1, page 249). According to the PAC, it
received an unexplained second $4,000 refund from the Dole
Committee several months later", which according to FEC records
occurred on June 24, 1988. BIZPAC therefore returned $3,000 to
the Dole Committee to effectively bring their aggregate total to
$0.
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that the Commission offer to enter into pro-probable cause

conciliation with BIZPAC

P. Individuals

On November 21, 1991, the Office of the General Counsel

notified twenty-three (23) individuals (including two partnerships)

that the commission found reason to believe on october 29, 1991,

they violated 2 u.s.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) by making excessive

contributions to the Pole for president Committee ('Dole

Committee').9 In response to the notification of those respondents

this Office has received written responses from fourteen (14)

individuals. (Attachment 1, pages 1-53). On the basis of the

responses received, this Office recommends that the Comeission

enter into pro-probable conciliation with seven (7) of the

individuals and one of the partnerships and approve the

conciliation agreements and the proposed civil penalties as

10
discussed individually below. With regard to the remaining six

(6) individuals and one (1) partnership from whom responses were

received, this Office recommends that the Commission take no

further action and close the file as to those respondents. Of the

remaining nine (9) respondents~ six (6) letters were returned

9. On November 29. 1991: the Comm~ss1on rescinded the
finding with respect to Rebma Obermayer", and instead found
reason to believe against Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell £ Hippel
to correct an error of mistaken identity.

10.
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11because of outdated addresses, no responses were received f~O3 two
12(2) individuals, and notice was received that J.r. O'Shauqhfl*SSY

is deceased. With regard to the eight (8) individuals not ye~

located or heard from, because of the inability to locate tt~' and

the resources it would take to try to locate them, this Off ic~#

recommends that the Commission take no further action and c1e~~ the

file. In addition, this Office recommends that the CommissiW~ take

no further and close the file with respect to 3.?. O'Shaughne*SYe

Recoendations of No Further Action

1. ~.P. Oushauyhnessy

The envelope in which Kr. O'Shaughnessy's notification letter

was mailed was returned to the Commission unopened. On the

envelope were instructions to return to sender, "Hr. 0'S is

deceased." (Attachment 1, page 1). Therefore, this Office

recommends that the Commission take no further action and close the

file with respect to this respondent.

2. U.E. Patrick

The Dole Committee deposited a $2,500 contribution from

Mr. Patrick on February 25, 1988. According to Mr. Patrick's

response, received December 9, 1991, he received a letter on

March 28 from the Committee advising him of the excessive

contribution and asking for reattribution or offering a refund of

11. Mitzi Ayala- moved, no forwarding address (nfa); Floyd
Ayers- moved, nfa; Edna Davol- moved, nfa; Don Hall- no
address ever found; Maurice Lancaster- moved, nfa; Katherine
McCoy- moved, nfa.

12. No responses were received from Betty Ray Atkins and
Doris Freeman.
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the excessive amount. On April 4, 1988, Mr. Patrick signed and

mailed back the form with instructions that he receive a full

refund. According to Mr. Patrick, not until August 29, 196S, did

he receive the refund. According to the FEC Audit vorkpaperl, the

Dole Committee made the refund on April 27, 1988. Enclosed with

Mr. Patrick's response is the cover letter attached to the pole

refund, dated August 29, 1988, which reads "(vie apologise foi the

delay in your refund. We had difficulty getting the payment to the

correct address. (Attachment 1, pages 16-22). Given the facts,

it is apparent that the Committee timely requested instructions for

the disposition of the excessive contribution and likewise

Mr. Patrick timely responded with a request for refund. What

refund check was drawn on the Dole account 62 days after deposit of

the contribution. Its delivery was apparently delayed by miJing

errors. Because Mr. Patrick responded timely in requesting a

refund and, according to his response, made three inquiries to the

Committee about the status of his excessive contribution refund1

this Office recommends that the Commission take no further action

against Mr. U.E. Patrick and close the file as to this respondent.

3. Donald Piser

The FEC database shows Donald Piser as having made a $3,000

contribution to the Dole Committee on September 30, 1987, and

receiving a $1,000 refund on December 7, 1987, which was 67 days

after its receipt. In his response, received on December 2, 1991,

Mr. Piser states that he made a contribution to Dole in September,

1987, but that it was for $2,000. (Attachment 1, pages 24-30). He

continues that his bank made an error and charged his account
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$3,000 instead of $29000.13 He clai3s that he later agreed to 8

Dole Committee request that the $2,000 be "split into two different

funds" but, he states, the enclosed check stub dated December 7.~

1987, shows that the $1,000 was actually refunded instead.14

Mr. Piser concludes that he therefore effectively contributed only

$1,000 to the Dole Committee and asks that the Commission correct

its records accordingly.

On the 1987 October Quarterly Report, the Dole Committee

reported a $3,000 contribution from Donald Piser. On November 30,

1987, the Dole Committee sent a letter to Mr. 1iser aotifytfl9 him

that his contribution exceeded the limits and asked for a

reattribution or redesignation. On December 7, 1987, Mr. Fleer in

response to telephone conversation with the Dole Committee, **flt a

letter to the Dole Committee confirming that he contributed $1,000

to the Dole for President Committee plus $1,000 to the Legal and

Accounting Compliance Fund, and therefore a refund in the amount of

$1,000 should be sent. This letter by Mr. Piser seems to indicate

that he did contribute $3,000. The Dole Committee reported a

$1,000 refund on December 7, 1987 to Mr. Piser, and the Compliance

Fund reported a $1,000 receipt from Mr. Piser on December 31, 1987,

both transactions apparently in accordance with his instruction in

the letter dated December 7. The Dole Committee reports seem to

indicate that Mr. Piser did originally contribute $3,000, $1,000 of

13. He provides a copy of check *262 for $2,000 to the Dole
Committee and a copy of his bank statement which shows check *262
as a $3,000 debit.

14. This Office notes that no check stub was included vith the
response.



which was refunded, $1,000 was kept by Dole for President for the

primary election, and $1,000 transferred to the Compliance Fund for

the general election which was later transferred to the Penalty and
Interest Fund. However, as noted, Mr. Piser has provided a copy of
his contribution check to Dole for $2,000, and a bank statement

incorrectly showing that check as being for $3,000. If Mr. piser
did contribute only $2,000. received a $1,000 refund on Deceubef 7.
1987, and the remaining $1,000 was transferred from the Dole

Committee to the Compliance Fund later to be transferred to tlW

Penalty Fund, he still violated the Act because the refund was made

after the 60 days as required by the commission Regulations.

Nonetheless, by virtue of the check provided by Mr. Piser, this

Office will consider the excessive amount to be $1,000 rather than

the $2,000 originally believed.

Therefore, this Office recommends
that the Commission take no further action against Donald Piser and

close the file as to this respondent.

4. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.

According to the audit records, Mr. Tombs made a $1,000

contribution to the Dole Committee on November 17, 1987, producing

a $2,000 aggregate total, meaning that Mr.. Tombs made an earlier

$1,000 contribution at some time prior to November, 1987.

According to the responses received December 10 and 27, 1991,

Mr. Tombs states that he made three contributions to the Dole

Committee in 1987. (Attachment 1, pages 34-46). His first

contribution was for $1,000 on June 10, 1987. Mr. Tombs agrees



that he made a second contribution for $250 and a third

contribution for $100, both made on November 27, 1987.15 bovever,

he states that he did not make the second $1,000 November

contribution and suggests that perhaps he was mistakenly credited

with a contribution that his father, Leroy C. Tombs, Sr., had Bade.

A search of the FEC database shows that the $1,000 contribution

dated November 17, 1987, was in fact made by Leroy C. Tombs, Sir.,

and apparently incorrectly added to the $1,350 total aggregat*

contributions made by Mr. Tombs, Jr. In his second response to the

Commission, Mr. Tombs provides a copy of a $1,000 refund check from

the Dole Committee dated July 1, 1988, refunding his June, 1997,

contribution. Leroy Tombs, Jr. contributed a total $1,350 te pole,

or $350 over the limit, of vhich $250 was redesignated to the

Compliance Fund, and as a result of the final $1,000 refund, $1,100

was refunded (including the earlier refund of his November 27, $100

contribution.)

this

Office recommends that the Commission take no further action

against Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.., and close the file as to this

respondent.

5. Edmund Wartels

The Dole Committee computerized records (and the audit

workpapers) show Mr. Wartels as having made three contrtbutlons to

the Dole Committee; (1) a $3,000 contribution on April 9, 1987, (2)

15. At the Dole Committee's request Mr. Tombs, Jr.
redesignated the $250 contribution to the Compliance Fund and
received a refund for the $100 contribution.
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a $333.33 contribution on April 10, 1987, and (3) a $500

contribution on September 18, 1987. The Dole records show a *2~OO0

refund to Hr. Wartels on June 30, 1967, and a second refund kit

December of 1987 of $833.33. However, there exists some di.p8iltY

between the Dole Committee's records and the statements and

documentation provided by Mr. Wartels. In his response, r.c*Ly@d

on January 7, 1992, Mr. Wartels states that the law firm of 3.11,

Dickler, Lawler, Kent & Friedman ("the Firm'), of which he icon.

of 23 partners, made a $3,000 contribution to Dole in July of 1967.

The Dole Committee reported on its 1987 July Quarterly Report 8

$3,000 contribution on April 9, 1987, from Mall, Pickier. et £1.

(Attachment 1, pages 47-50). Mr. Wartels provides in his response

a copy of a letter from the Dole Committee to Hall, Dickler,

et al., advising that they could retain only $1,000 of the

contribution and returning the rest to the Firm. Mr. Wartels

states that he did not see that letter at that time. How and why

the Dole Committee attributed the $3,000 contribution to Mr.

wartels on its computerized records is not known, especially given

that the refund letter is addressed to the Firm. The copy of the

check has been sent to archives and is not readily available to

determine who signed it.

On August 27, 1987, Mr. Wartels continues, he made a personal

$1,000 contribution to the Dole Exploratory Committee (not two

separate contributions totaling $833.33) and then, in early

January, 1988, received a $833.33 refund from the Exploratory

Committee. Again, the Dole records do not match the documentation
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16
provided by Mr. wartels. Based on Mr. Wartels' documentation *nd
in consideration of the inconsistencies of the Dole computer

records on which the reason to believe finding i5 based, this

Office recommends that the Commission take no further action

against Mr. Wartels and close the file with respect to this

respondent.

6. Dave Williams

According to the response received on December 20, 1991,

Mr. Williams made a $1,000 contribution to the Dole Comittee Oft

March 30, 1987. (Attachment 1, pages 51-53). On October 15, 1967,

Mr. Williams made an additional $2,000 contribution to attend 8

fundraising event. That contribution was written on a joint

account shared by Mr. Williams and his wife. Only Mr. Williams

signed that check. However, the accompanying contributor card v55

signed by both Mr. and Mrs. Williams indicating that it was meant

to be joint contribution.'7 According to Commission Regulations,

the two signatures on the contributor card are sufficient

documentation to equally attribute the contribution. 11 C.F.R.

S 9034.2(c)(1). In light of his previous $1,000 contribution,

Mr. wiliams' share of the joint contribution is still in excess of

16. Furthermore, the Dole computer records list check #2608 as
a $500 contribution from Mr. Wartels but the copy of the check
provided in his response is clearly check *2608 for $1,000. This
seems to indicate that the Dole Committee considered the check a
joint contribution. Although it is drawn from a joint account,
it is signed by only Mr. Wartels, there is no mention of a
contributor card signed by both Wartels, and the Dole Committee
did not report a $500 contribution from Mrs. Wartels.

17. It is noted that the Dole Committee did attribute the
entire $2,000 contribution to Mr. Williams and therefore refunded
$2,000 to him on February 4, 1988.
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the limits by $1,000.

this Office recommends that the Commission take no further actiofl

against Dave Williams and close the file as to this respondent.

Recommendations of I're-Frobable Cause Conciliation

7. Matthew Clapp

According to his response received on January 2, 1992, MI

Clapp acknowledges that he made a $5,000 contribution but receilS

receiving a $4,000 refund from the Dole Committee, documentati@~

for which he was unable to locate. (Attachment 1, pages 3-5,. The

audit workpapers show $3,000 of Mr. Clapps contribution beio9

refunded and $1,000 being transferred to the Compliance Fund.

Counsel for Mr. Clapp requests that no further action be taken

1S
because of Mr. Clapp's ignorance of the contribution limits. In

the alternative, Counsel requests pre-probable cause conciliation

for his client. This Office recommends accepting Mr. Clapp's

request for pre-prdbable conciliation

8. Lydia Fried

A response was received on January 6. 1992. Commission

records show Lydia Fried as having contributed an aggregate of

$3,000 to the Dole Committee. (Attachment 1, pages 7-9). The

first contribution was made in July of 1987 for $1,000. A second

18. As evidence of Mr. Clapp's ignorance and no knowing intent,
Counsel candidly states that he also discovered a $5,000
contribution made to Alexander Haig's presidential committee.
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Contribution was 3ade in September of 1987 for $2,000. According

to the response, the $2,000 contribution was written from a joint

bank account and intended to be a joint contribution from h.r*elt

and her husband, Michael Fried. The Dole Committee's 1987 October

Quarterly Report attributes the $2,000 contribution to each

individual (resulting in Ms. Fried having a $3,000 aggregate and

Mr. Fried having a $2,000 aggregate) and contains a footnote

explaining that the Committee could not tell if this vas meant to

be a joint a contribution and that a reattribution letter vould be

sent. Ms. Fried does not recall receiving a reattributioa letter.

Apparently unable to determine from the check whether it vas aeant

to be a joint contribution, the Dole Committee refunded tbe $2,000

to Lydia Fried in December, 1987 (73 days after the Cmittee's

date of receipt of the $2,000 contribution). The copy of he check

has been sent to archives and is not readily available. Ioveve,

because the Committee was unable to determine from the contribution

check whether it was meant to be a joint contribution, the check

presumedly would not meet the standards prescribed in the

Commission regulations for designating a joint contribution.

Therefore, this Office recommends entering into pre-probable cause

conciliation with Lydia Fried

9. John Hamilton

In his response received on December 2, 1991, Mr. Hamilton

explains that he wrote a $2,000 check to the Dole Committee to

attend a fundraiser with a friend. (Attachment 1, page 6). He yes
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unaware that he had exceeded the limits until he received, "several

months subsequent to the dinner," a refund of $1,000 with a note
explaining the contribution limits. The Dole Committee reported a

$1,025 refund being made 90 days after the date of deposit.

Mr. Hamilton provides no documentation and no explanation for the

additional $25 contribution attributed to him. This Office

therefore recommends that the Commission offer to enter into

pre-probable cause conciliation with Mr. Hamilton

10. Willis Nesseiroth

According to FEC records, Mr. Hesselroth made one $3,000

contribution to Dole in October of 1987. The Dole Coinittee made a

$2,000 refund to Mr. Hesselroth on December 28, 1987, or 61 days

after the deposit date. In his response received December 11,,

1992, Mr. Hesselroth regrets that he inadvertently violated the

Act, offers no explanation, and requests to enter into pre-probable

cause conciliation. (Attachment 1, page 10). This Office

recommends that the Commission accept his request to enter in

conciliation

11. John King

According to FEC records, Mr. King made a $2,500 cent r~but1on

on March 18, 1988, then received a $1,500 refund from the Dole

Committee on June 28, 1988, which was 102 days after the date of

deposit. Mr. King's response, received December 3, 1992, confirms

the dates and amounts of the above transactions. (Attachment 1,
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pages 11-12). He continues that he was not aware of the $1,000

limitation and states that the Dole Committee's failure to timely

refund the excess amount of the contribution, while.placing him in

technical violation of the Act, was not within his control.

Mr. King requests that no further action be taken against him,

This respondent does not deny or refute the violation for whiCh

reason to believe has been found. The contribution was excesgdVe

on its face. Therefore, this Office recommends offering to eflter

into pre-probable cause conciliation

12. Lonnie Pilgrim

In response to our notice that reason to believe was found

that Mr. Pilgrim gave a total of $3,000 in two (2) contributions to

the Dole Committee. Mr. Pilgrim responded on February 10, 19,2, to

state that he was able to locate a copy of his March, 1967, $1,000

contribution, but was unable to locate a copy of his October, 1987,

$2,000 contribution. (Attachment 1, page 23). He notes in his

response that he was married at the time of the contributions, but

does not state that a joint contribution was made. According to

the FEC database, Mr. Pilgrim and his wife made a total of 51

contributions to federal political committees during the 1987-88

election cycle. The Dole Committee made a $2,000 refund on the

61st day after their receipt of the contribution. Without any

evidence or information to refute the fact that Mr. Pilgrim made a

$2,000 excessive contribution to the Dole Committee, this Office

recommends that the Commission offer to enter into pre-probable

cause conciliation with Mr. Pilgrim



-37-.

13. Delford Smith

Responses vere received on December 9, 1991, and January 6

1992. (Attachment 1, pages 31-33). FEC records show that Mr.

Smith made a $1,000 contribution to the Committee in September of

1987, after making an earlier contribution of $100, which placed

Mr. Smith $100 over the contribution limits. The Committee

refunded the $100 on December 21, 1987, which was 124 days after

receiving the $1,000 contribution. The Committee then received

another $1,000 contribution from Mr. Smith on January 22, 19S8,

which again placed Mr. Smith over the limits, this time by $1,000.

The Committee reported refunding $1,000 to Mr. Smith on

April 27, 1988, which was 96 days after the Committee received the

second $1,000 contribution. The responses state that Mr. Smith'S

records indicate that checks were written in amounts different from

that indicated in tile factual and legal analysis, but offers no

further explanation or documentation. Counsel for the respondent

also states that there is more than one authorized signer on Mr.

Smith's personal account, which may have contributed to the

problem. Finally, the response states the Commission should

consider placing the burden of adhering to the contribution

limitations on those who are soliciting the funds and requests

pre-probable cause conciliation. With no information provided by

the Respondent to refute the reason to believe finding, this Office

recommends accepting Mr. Delford Smith's request for pre-probable
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conciliation

Partner5hips

14. Obermayer. Rebmano, Maxwell and Nippel

According to the FEC Audit vorkpapers, the firm of Obery@r,

Rebmann et al, (abermay.r) made a $5,000 contribution in

February, 1988, to the Dole Committee and received a $4,000 refund

in April, 1988. In their response received December 27, 1991,

Obermayer states that it made only one contribution to the Dole

Committee which was a $1,000 contribution in June, 1967, and

suggests that a typographical error was made which credited the

firm with a $5,000 contribution instead. (Attachment 1. page.

13-15). A review of the FEC contributor search index reveals only

one contribution from Obermayer to the Dole Committee during the

1987-88 election cycle. That contribution was for $1,000 made in

June of 1987. Included in Obermayer's response is a copy of that

check. Furthermore, the database shows no refund being made to

Obermayer. It appears that the workpapers and the Dole Committee

computerized records are in error. 19 The copy of the check on which

the reason to believe finding against this Respondent is based has

been sent to archives and is not readily available to confirm the

Commission's initial assertion. Therefore, this Office recommends

that the Commission take no further action against Obermayer,

19. The Dole Committee provided the FEC auditors with computer
tapes on which the committee recorded its campaign financial
data. The workpapers were produced directly from those tapes.
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Rebmann, Maxwell and Hippel and close the file as to this

respondent.

15. Altman Brothers
20Altman Brothers is a partnership. According to the audit

workpapers Altman Brothers made a $3,000 contribution to the p@le

Committee on December 3, 1987. The Dole Committee made a $2,000

refund on June 17. 1988. or 169 days after receipt of the .10*SSIVC

contribution. After having received no response to the

Commission's notification, the Respondents were contacted by this

Office and then submitted responses on July 17 and July 20, 1992.

(Attachment 1, pages 227-229). The Respondents state in the July

17 letter that the $3,000 contribution vas made to the Dole

Committee and that $1,000 was attributed to each of the three

partners of Altman Brothers. In a subsequent discussion with *taff

of this Office, the Respondents stated that they were not aware of

the dual attribution of contributions made by partnerships as

provided at 11 C.F.R. S 110.1, which states that a contribution by

an unincorporated partnership is attributed to both the partnership

and the partners, and shall not exceed the limitation on

contributions by individuals, or in the case of a candidate for

nomination for President $1,000. This Office therefore recommends

that the Commission offer to enter into pre-probable cause

conciliation with Altman Brothers

20. According to the Respondents, Altman Brothers is a
partnership within the Altman Group and a separate division
from Altman Bros., Inc., which is a Pennsylvania corporation.
The copy of the contribution check, provided by the Respondents
on July 20, 1992, shows that the contribution was paid out of
the Altman Brothers partnership account.
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IV. R3CORREUD&TXOKS

1. Enter into conciliation with the following
respondents prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe:

a. Campaign America and Judy Taggert, as
treasurer

b. H & W Aviation
c. Owens & Associates
d. RBA Group
e. Becon Construction Company
f. Browning-Ferris Industries
g. Contran
h. Long Lines Limited
i. U.S. Federation of Small Business and Carla L.

) Saunders, as treasurer
j. Tele-Com., Inc. PAC and Gary K. Bracken, as

treasurer
k. Hartford Insurance Group PAC and

Robert 3. Rageau, as treasurer
1. Matthew Clapp
m. Lydia Fried
n. John Hamilton
o. Willis Hesselvoth
p. John King
q. Lonnie Pilgrim
r. Delford Smith
S. Altman Brothers

2. Take no further action and close the (lie with
respect to the following respondents:

a. P and D Realty Co.
b. Betram Associates
c. Ernst & Young Los Angeles PAC

and Harry D. Slaughter, as treasurer
d. General Electric Company PAC and

Robert W. Nelson, as treasurer
e. Fluor Corporation Public Affairs Committee and

Andrew M. Schwartz, as treasurer
f. J.F. O'Shaughnessy
g. U .E. Patrick
h. Donald Piser
i. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.
j. Edmond Wartels
k. Dave Williams
1. Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel
m. Mit:i Ayala
n. Floyd Ayers
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0. Edna Davol
p. Don Hall
q. Maurice Lancaster
r. Katherine McCoy
s. Betty Ray Atkins
t. Doris Freeman

3. Approve the attached proposed conciliationagreements and the appropriate letters.

Date~/

I...~General Counsel
Attachments
1. Responses and requests for conciliation2. Proposed Conciliation Agreements

Staff assigned: Anne Weissenborn'C) 
Lavrence D. Parrish'NI 
Jeffrey D. Long



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
V~ASI1ICTO% DC 2O4~

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBjECT:

LAWRENCE N. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL
MARJORIE V. EMNONS/DOUNA ROACH

CONIIISIZON SECRETARY

SEPTIDER 25, 1992

NOR 3309 - CEMURAL COUNSEL'S 3ZPORT
DATED SEPTID 18, 1992

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on fl~DAY, SPTUSSER 21, 1992 at 4:00 P.3.

Objection(s) have been received from the

Commissioner(s) as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner Aikens __________

Commissioner Elliott XXX

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarr y __________

Commissioner Potter XXX

Commissioner Thomas CXX

for

This matter viii be placed on the meeting agenda

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1992

Please notify us who viii represent your Division before
the Commission on this matter.
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33,033 THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Dole for President committee and )
3ames L. Hagen, as treasurer; )
Campaign American and Judith F. ) MUM 3309
Taggart. as treasurer; )
9 Corporations;
6 Political Committees; )
23 Individuals. )

CERTI FICATION

I, Marjorie V. Eumons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session on

September 29, 1992, do hereby certify that the Commission

decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following actions in
)

MUM 3309:

) 1. Enter into conciliation with the folloving
r respondents prior to a finding of probable

cause to believe:
)

a. Campaign America and Judy Taggert,
as treasurer;

b. H & N Aviation;
c. Owens £ Associates;
d. MBA Group;
e. Becon Construction Company;
f. Drowning-Ferris Industries;
g. Contran;
h. Long Lines Limited;
i. Tele-Com., Inc. PAC and Gary K.

Bracken, as treasurer;
j. Hartford Insurance Group PAC and

Robert J. Mageau, as treasurer;

(continued)
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k. Matthew Clapp;
1. Lydia Fried;
m. John Hamilton;
a. John King;
p. Altman Brothers;

2. Take no further action and close the file
with respect to the following respondents:

a. P and D Realty Co.;
b. Retrain Associates;
c. Ernst & Young Los Angeles PLC and

Marry D. Slaughter9 as treasurerg
d. General Electric Company PLC and

Robert V. Nelson, as treasurer;
e. Fluor Corporation Public Affairs

Comittee and Andrew K. Schwartz,
as treasurer;

f. J.F. Oshaughnessy;
g. U.E. Patrick;
h. Donald Piser;
1. Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.;
j. Edmond Wartels;
k. Dave Williams;
1. Obermayer, Rebmaflfl, Maxwell & Hippel;
m. Mitzi Ayala;
n. Floyd Ayers;
o. Edna Davol;
p. Don Hall;
q. Maurice Lancaster;
r. Katherine McCoy;
s. Betty Ray Atkins;
t. Doris Freeman;
u. u.s. Federation of Small Business

and Carla L. Saunders, as treasurer;
v. Willis Hesselwoth;
w. Lonnie Pilgrim;
x. Delford Smith.

(continued)
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Certification for IWR 3309
September 29, 1992

3. Approve the proposed conciliation
agreements as recommended in the
General Counsel's report dated
September 16, 1992,

4. Approve the appropriate letters as
recommended in the General Counsels
report dated September 18, 1992.
subject to amendment of the letters
to contain a strong admonishment as
agreed during the meeting discussion.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald. PicGarry.

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date V. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

october 30, 1992

Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Neagher & Flom
1440 New York Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20005-21107

RE: MUM 3309
Campaign America, mc,
Judith F. Taggart, as

treasurer

Dear Mr. Gross:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission £og~d
reason to believe that Campaign America, Inc., and Judith r.
Taggart, as treasurer, violated 2 u.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A). At your
request, on September 29, 1992, the Commission determined to *nter
into negotiations directed towards reaching a conciliation
agreement in settlement of this matter prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission has
approved in settlement of this matter. If your clients agree with
the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return
it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In light of
the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30 days,
you should respond to this notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection with
a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact me
at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

- - .1 - - -

Anne A. Weissenborn
Senior Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2G~3

October 30, 1992

Marcus T. Hickman, Esquire
Kennedy, Covington, Lobdell & Hickman
3300 NCNB Plaza
Charlotte, NC 28280-6000

Re: MUR 3309
Becon Construction Company

Dear Mr. Hickman:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Coisuion found
reason to believe that Secon Construction Company violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b. At your request, on September 29, 1992, the
Commission determined to enter into negotiations directed
tovards reaching a conciliation agreement in settlement of thIS
matter prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission
has approved in settlement of this matter. If your client
agrees with the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please
sign and return it, along with the civil penalty, to the
Commission. In light of the fact that conciliation
negotiations, prior to a finding of probable cause to believe,
are limited to a maximum of 30 days, you should respond to this
notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection
with a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please
contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

4~Vf~AAQ
Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

*j.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 10*3

October 30, 1992

Lyn Lltrecht, Esquire
Manatt, Phelps, Phillips & Kantor
Suite 200
1200 New Hampshire Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20036

Re: MUR 3309
Browning-Ferris Industries

Dear Ms. Utrecht:

This letter is to confirm the Federal Election Commission's
receipt of your response requesting that this matter be
dismissed. The Commission has reviewed and rejected this
request. In an effort to resolve this matter, however, the
Commission determined to enter into negotiations directed
towards reaching a conciliation agreement in settlement of .his
matter prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission
has approved in settlement of this matter. If your client
agrees with the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please
sign and return it, alona with the civil penalty, to the
Commission. In light of the fact that conciliation
negotiations, prior to a finding of probable cause to believe,
are limited to a maximum of 30 days, you should respond to this
notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection
with a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please
contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

~.- ~



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 20463

October 30, 1992

Philip S. Deck, Esquire
Kirkland & Ellis
200 East Randolph Drive
Chicago, Illinois 60601

Re: MUR 3309

Cant ran

Dear Mr. Beck:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission feu~dreason to believe that Contran violated 2 U.S.c. £ 442b. Atyour request, on September 29 1992, the Commission determjmedto enter into negotiations directed towards reaching aconciliation agreement in settlement of this matter prior to *finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commissionhas approved in settlement of this matter. If your clientagrees with the provisions of the enclosed agreement, pleasesign and return it, along with the civil penalty, to theCommission. In light of the fact that conciliation
negotiations, prior to a finding of probable cause to believeare limited to a maximum of 30 days, ~OU Should respond to thiBnotification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in theagreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connectionwith a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, pleasecontact me at (2021 219-3400.

Since rely,

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

October 30, 1992

Geraldine A. Price
H & W Aviation
9400 North Broadvay 1700
Oklahoma, OK 73114

RE: NUR 3309

H & W Aviation

Dear Mr. Price:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election CommissIon fevpdreason to believe that H & W Aviation violated 2 u.s.c. S 441b.On September 29, 1992, the Commission determined to enter istonegotiations directed tovards reaching a conciliation .greesefltin settlement of this matter prior to a finding of probable
cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commissionhas approved in settlement of this matter. If you agree viththe provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and ret~i(fl
it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In lightof the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a findingof probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30days, you should respond to this notification as soon as
possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in theagreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connectionwith a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please
contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

awren arrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2O4~3

October 30, 1992

Jonathan Sallet
Jenner & Block
601 Thirteenth Street, t4.W.
Washington, DC 20005

Re: MU! 3309
Long Lines Limited

Dear Mr. Sallet:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
reason to believe that Long Lines Limited violated 2 U.S.c.
S 441b. At your request, on September 29, 1992, the Commission
determined to enter into negotiations directed towards reaching
a conciliation agreement in settlement of this matter prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission
has approved in settlement of this matter. If your client
agrees with the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please
sign and return it, along with the civil penalty, to the
Commission. In light of the fact that conciliation
negotiations, prior to a finding of probable cause to believe,
are limited to a maximum of 30 days, you should respond to this
notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection
with a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please
contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

64~tA~§~ 4&~4Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 20463

October 30, 1992

David C. Oven
Oven and Associates
11827 west 112th Street
Suite 102
Overland Park, NJ 66210

RE: MUR 3309

Oven and Associates

Dear Nr. Oven:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
reason to believe that Oven and Associates violated 2 u.s.c.
S 441b. At your request, on September 29, 1992, the Commission
deteruined to enter into negotiations directed towards reaching
a conciliation agreement in settlement of this matter prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission
has approved in settlement of this matter. If you agree with
the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return
it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In light
of the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding
of probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30
days, you should respond to this notification as soon as
possible -

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection
with a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please
contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC ~463

October 30, 1992

John J. Maiorana, Esquire
RBA Group
1 Evergreen Place
P.O. Box 1927
Morristown, NJ 07962-1927

Re: MUR 3309
RIA Group

Dear Mr. Majorana:

On October 29. 1991, the Federal Election Commission few~4reason to believe that NSA Group violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b. M
your request, on September 29, 1992, the Commission determined
to enter into negotiations directed towards reaching aconciliation agreement in settlement of this matter prior to 4
finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission
has approved in settlement of this matter. If you agree withthe provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and retta~fl
it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In light
of the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding
of probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30
days, you should respond to this notification as soon as
possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in theagreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connectionwith a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please
contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

J
Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

October 30, 1992

Joseph F. Levandovski
Altman Brothers
115 Nov Street
Glenside, PA 19038

RE: MUR 3309

Altman Brothers

Dear Mr. Levandovaki:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission f.gnd
reason to believe that Altman Brothers violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(l)(A). On September 29, 1992. the Commission determined
to enter into negotiations directed towards reaching a
conciliation agreement in settlement of this matter prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission has
approved in settlement of this matter. If Altman Brothers .qreeS
with the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign end
return it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In
light of the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of
30 days, you should respond to this notification as soon as
possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection with
a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact me
at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

October 30, 1992

Thomas J. Lucas, Esquire
Aiken, St. Louis & Siljeg, P.S.
1215 Norton Building
801 Second Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98104

RE: MUR 3309

Matthew N. Clapp. Jr.

Dear Mr. Lucas:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
reason to believe that Matthew N. Clapp, Jr. violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a(a)(1)(A). On September 29. 1992, the Commission determined
to enter into negotiations directed towards reaching a
conciliation agreement in settlement of this matter prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission has
approved in settlement of this matter. If your client agrees with
the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return
it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In light of
the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30 days,
you should respond to this notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection with
a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact me
at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



ELECTION COMMISSION
SHINCTON.DC 20463

FEDERAL
ii October 30, 1992

Lydia Fried
06 Vendome Court
Bethesda, Maryland 20817

RE: MUR 3309

Lydia Fried

Dear Ms. Fried:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). On
September 29, 1992, the Commission determined to enter into
negotiations directed towards reaching a conciliation agreement in
settlement of this matter prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission has
approved in settlement of this matter. If you agree with the
provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return it,
along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In light of the
fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30 days,
you should respond to this notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection with
a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact me
at (202) 219-3690.

Since rely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

~nc1osure
Conciliation Agreement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

October 30, 1992

CONFIDENTIAL

John Hamilton, Senior Vice President
William Wilson & Associates
2929 Campus Drive
Suite 450
San Nateo, CA 94403

RE: MUR 3309

John Hamilton

Dear Mr. Hamilton:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commjgsj gevd
reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(AP, On
September 29, 1992, the Commission determined to enter into
negotiations directed towards reaching a conciliation aqre..e#t in
settlement of this matter prior to a finding of proba~1e cause tO
believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Co~issiou has
approved in settlement of this matter. If you agree vitt~ the
provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return it1
along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In light of the
fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximt of 30 days,
you should respond to this notification as soon as possible

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection vith
a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact me
at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

*_

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

October 30, 1992

John V. King
31 Buckingham Road
Norvood, MA 02062

RE: MUR 3309
John King

Dear Mr. King:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Coission foundreason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(aJ(1?(AJ, OnSeptember 29, 1992, the commission determined to enter lutenegotiations directed towards reaching a conciliatlos agreeuet insettlement of this matter prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Co..issl@n hasapproved in settlement of this matter. If you agre. with theprovisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return &talong with the civil penalty, to the Commission. in light of thefact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding ofprobable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30 days,you should respond to this notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in theagreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection witha mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact me
at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20463

October 30, 392
Cohn R. Stoner, Assistant Treasurer
Tele-Communications Inc. PAC
5619 DTC Parkway
Englevood, Co 80111-3000

RE: MUR 3309
Tele-Communications, Inc. ?AC and
Gary K. Bracken, as treasurer

Dear Stoner:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commissios fetandreason to believe that Tele-Communications, Inc. PAC and Gry K.Bracken, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(Ap. OnSeptember 29, 1992, the Commission determined to enter intonegotiations directed towards reaching a conciliation agreeent insettlement of this matter prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission hasapproved in settlement of this matter. If you agree with theprovisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return it,along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In light of thefact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding ofprobable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30 days,you should respond to this notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in theagreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection witha mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact me
at (202) 219-3690.

Since rely,

'-

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

October 30, 1992

Henry Katz, Vice President
The Hartford
Hartford Plaza
Hartford, CT 06115

RE: MUR 3309
Hartford Insurance Group PAC *ii4
Robert J. Hageau, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Katz:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Coinission £e~e~d
reason to believe that Hartford Insurance Group PAC sad Robft J.
Mageau, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2~(A), 095
September 29, 1992, the Commission determined to enter lute
negotiations directed towards reaching a conciliation agreeflt in
settlement of this matter prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the COmmission has
approved in settlement of this matter. If you agree with the
provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return It
along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In light of the
fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30 days,
you should respond to this notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection with
a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact me
at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

K
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

October 30, 1992

Steven W. Katz, Esquire
Katz & Pantirer
1325 Morris Avenue
P.O. Box 685
Union, 14ev Jersey 07083

Re: MUR 3309

Bertram Associates

Dear Mr. Katz:

On November 21. 1991. Bertram Associates yes notified t~RSt
the Federal Election found reason to believe that Sertram
Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no furt~@r
action against Bertram Associates, and closed the file as it
pertains to Bertram Associates. The file will be made public
within 30 days after this matter has been closed vith respect to
all other respondents involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 4379(a)(4.'(B)
and S 437g(a~(l2)~A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that Bertram Associates's
contribution to the Dole Committee appears to be a violation '~t
2 U.S.C. S 441b. Your client should take immediate steps to
insure that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 20*3

October 30, 1992

Mr. David P. Ro3ano
P and D Realty Company
Morris Canal Plaza
1070 Us Highway 46
Ledgewood, NJ 07852

RE: MUR 3309

P and D Realty Company

Dear Mr. Romano:

On November 21, 1991, P and D Realty Company was notifFqd
that the Federal Election found reason to believe that w and D
Realty Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no fut~D)*r
action against P and D Realty Company, and closed the file *. it
pertains to P and D Realty Company. The file will be made
public within 30 days after this matter has been closed witt~
respect to all other respondents involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a4J'B)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire fil, has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver
must be submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will
be acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that P and D Realty Company's
contribution to the Dole Committee appears to be a violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441b. You should take immediate steps to insure that
this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3400.

Sincerely,A~ &. 6La~
Lawience D. Parrish
Attorney
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2043

October 30, 1992

Betty Ray Atkins
21 Canaan Close
New Canaan, CT 06840

RE: MUR 3309
Dear Ms. Atkins:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the FedetslElection Commission found reason to believe that you violated2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A).

After considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no furt*~4Caction against you and closed the tile as it pertains toyou. The file will be made public within 30 days after thiematter has been closed with respect to all other respondent.
involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.s.c. S 437g(au4,4S)and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter £5closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under2 U.s.c. S 437ga)(l2)(A), written notice of the waiver must besubmitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will beacknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessivecontributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Actof 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insurethat this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 30, 1992

Nitzi Ayala
744 Lake Terrace Circle
Davi5, California

RE: NUR 3309

Dear Ms. Ayala:

On November 21. 1991, you were notified that the Fedet*l
Election Comission found reason to believe that you violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Comission deter3ined on September 29, 1992, to take no further
action against you and closed the file as it pertains to yo~ The
file will be made public within 30 days after this matter bee been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(S)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.s.c. S 437gafll2UA, written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended. You should take imuediate steps to insure that
this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

October 30, 1992

Floyd N. Ayers
19838 Encino Brook Street
San Antonio, TX 78359

RE: NUN 3309

Dear Mr. Ayers:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that you violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no further
action against you and closed the file as it pertains to
you. The file will be made public within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(aU4(5)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Since rely,

''I-

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2G4~3

October 30, 1992

Edna N. Davol
40 Holbrook Avenue
Rumford, RI 02916

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. Davol:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the ?edetSiElection Commission found reason to believe that you violated0 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

'I
After considering the circumstances of the matter, tbO Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take me fwrtD~*(action against you and closed the file as it pertains toNJ you. The file will be made public within 30 days after thismatter has been closed with respect to all other respondentsinvolved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.c. S 437g(aU4HI)and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matte% £5closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must besubmitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will beacknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessivecontributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Actof 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insurethat this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2D4~3

October 30, 1992

Doris i. Freeman
1103 Edgewater Drive
Orlando, Florida 32804

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. Freeman:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the yederDl

Election Commission found reason to believe that you 
violatid

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

After considering the circumstanceS of the matter, the

Commission determined on September 29, 1992. to take no fugt*~~

action against you and closed the file as it pertains to

you. The file will be made public within 30 days after thiS

matter has been closed vith respect to all other respondentS
involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. s 437gaH4UR)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matt*~ 5

closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file 
h85

been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A). written notice of the waiver must be

) submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be

acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive

contributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act

of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure

that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions1 please contact me at (202)

219-3690.
Since rely,

Li-

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASWNCTON. D C 20*3

October 30, 1992

Willis Hesaeiroth
4433 Seaforest Drive
Riavah Island, South Carolina 29455

RE: NUR 3309
Dear Mr. Hesseiroth:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission found reason to believe that you violat*d2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(l)(A). On December 11, 1991, yoi~ submitted aresponse to the Commission's reason to believe finding.
After considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determin.d on September 29, 1992, to take no tugI~eraction against you and closed the file as it pertains to ~ Thefile will be made public within 30 days after this matter ~ beenclosed with respect to all other respondents involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4p'5)and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter ±5closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under2 u.s.c. ~ 437g(a)(l2)(A), written notice of the waiver must besubmitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will beacknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessivecontributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Actof 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insuethat this activity does not occur in the future.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3690.

Since rely,
- *

-- ,-./ .

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

October 30, 1992

Maurice A. Lancaster
12204 Aihambra
Leewood, Kansas 66209

RB: NUR 3309
Dear Mr. Lancaster:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the ?edetsi.Election Commission found reason to believe that you viojave~2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A).

After considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determined on September 29, 1992, to take so fut~eraction against you and closed the file as it pertajas toyou. The file will be made public within 30 days after thismatter has been closed with respect to all other respoud~nt.
involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 u.s.c. s 437g(a)(4~gs)and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter Isclosed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under2 u.s.c. S 437g(a(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must besubmitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will beacknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessivecontributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Actof 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insurethat this activity does not occur in the future.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3690.

Since rely,

- ~

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

October 30, 1992
Katherine F. Mccoy
P.O. Box 2413
West Palm Beach, Florida 33402

RE: MU! 3309

Dear Ms. McCoy:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the Fedeg*iElection Commission found reason to believe that you violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

After considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determined on September 29, 1992, to take so fgtt.er
action against you and closed the file as it pertaims to
you. The file will be made public within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437gca)(4)15J
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire mattes ts
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire tile has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of the Federal Election campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Since rely,

/

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2O4~3

October 30, 1992

Robert Whitelaw, Esq.
Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel
14th Floor Packard Building
S.E. Corner 15th and Chestnut Streets
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Whitelaw:

On November 21. 1991, you were notified that the V.d.tSl
) Election Commission found reason to believe that Obermayer,

Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel. violated 2 U.S.C. S 44la(a)(1~(AP~ On
) December 27, 1991, you submitted a response to the ColseUR'5

reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no further
action against Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel, and ~I~5*d
the file as it pertains to Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell £
Hippel. The file will be made public within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4US)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3690.

Sincerely,

- , -

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 2063

October 30, 1992

Richard w. Schuermann, Jr.
linens, Hurd, Kegler & Hitter Co., L.P.A.
65 3. State Street, Suite 1800
Columbus, Ohio 43215-4294

RB: HUH 3309

U.E. Patrick
Dear Hr. Schuermann:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission foi.wd reason to believe that V.3. Patrick,violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). On December 9, 1991, yovsubmitted a response to the Commission's reason to blieve
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, theCommission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no furth*raction against U.E. Patrick, and closed the file as it pertains toU.E. Patrick. The file will be made public within 30 days af~@rthis matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(5)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter isclosed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must besubmitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver vill beacknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessivecontributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Actof 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insurethat this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Si nc e rely,,

/ /

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 20*3

October 30, 1992

James G. Vetter, Jr.
Godvin, Canton & Maxwell
3300 NCNB Plaza
901 Main Street
Dallas, Texas 75202

RE: MUR 3309
Lonnie Ken Pilgrim

Dear Mr. Vetter:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the reder.1Election Commission found reason to believe that Lonale KenPilgrim violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A). On February io, 1992,you submitted a response to the Commissions reason to b.lie~e
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, thCommission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no turti~8raction against Lonnie Ken Pilgrim, and closed the file as itpertains to Lonnie Ken Pilgrim. The file will be made publI6within 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect toall other respondents involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 u.s.c. s 437g(a)(4)(s)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter isclosed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under2 U.S.C. S 437g~a)(l2)(A), written notice of the waiver must besubmitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will beacknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessivecontributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Actof 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincetely,

/
A---

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 20*3

October 30, 1992

Donald H. Piser
45 West 60th Street, 32K
New York, NY 10023

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. 215cr:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that you violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). On December 2, 1991, you eubsitted a
response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no further
action against you and closed the file as it pertains to y~g, The
file will be made public within 30 days after this matter has ~CCfl
closed with respect to all other respondents involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.c. s 437ga(4~5
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter 15
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

'7--, '--

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2O4~3

Octobe.r 30, 1992

Dennis V. Griffiths
3850 Three Mile Lane
RcMinnville. Oregon 97128

RE: MUR 3309
Delford H. Smith

Dear Hr. Griffiths:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the F.d.trDJ

Election Commission found reason to believe that Delford N~ feith
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). On January 6, 1992, you

submitted a response to the Commissions reason to believe
) finding.

) After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29. 1992, to take a@ tur~D~*r

action against Delford H. Smith, and closed the file as it
pertains to Delford H. Smith. The file will be made public ,vtthin
30 days after this matter has been closed with respect to .13
other respondents involved.

) The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437qa(4 jib)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matt*( is

closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 u.s.c. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be

submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act

of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3690.

Sincerely,

/

- - -' ~-~-

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHDNGTON. DC 20*3

October 30, 1992

Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.
8304 Oakland
Kansas City, Kansas 66011

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Tombs:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the Ved.t#I
Election Commission found reason to believe that you violated
2 U.s.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). On December 9, 1991, you submitted a
response to the Commissions reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no further
action against you and closed the file as it pertains to y~, The
file will be made public within 30 days after this matter haS been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4~%S)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter Is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

October 30,1992

Edmund S. Wartels
Crow Hill Road
Mt. Kisco, NY 10549

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Wartels:

On November 21. 1991, you were notified that the FederDi
Election Commission found reason to believe that you violatA~
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). On January 7, 1992, you submitted *
response to the Commission's reason to believe f India,.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, t.be
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take so
action against you, and closed the file as it pertaiss to ~Y
The file will be made public within 30 days after this mtU( has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved~

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4Y48)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire mattef
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentialitl under
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questionS, please contact me at (202)

219-3690.

Since rely,

A,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

October 30, 1992

Lyn Utrecht
Nanatt, Phelps, Phillips & Rantor
1200 New Hampshire Avenue, NW
Suite 200
Washington, DC 20036-6889

RE: MUR 3309

Dave Williams

Dear Ms. Utrecht:

On November 21, 1991, you vere notified that the foderel
Election Comission found reason to believe that DaVe W1111
violated 2 u.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(pj. On December 20, 1991, yov
submitted a response to the Comission's reason to believe
finding.

)
After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no £urthe~) action against Dave Williams, and closed the file as it pertains
to Dave Williams. The file will be made public within 30 days

r after this matter has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved.

)
The confidentiality provisions of 2 u.s.c. S 437g(a)(4)(S)

and S 437g(a(12)A remain in effect until the entire matter ~s
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under

u.s.c. S 437g(a)12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeff rey D. Long
Paralegal
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

October 30, 1992
Carla L. Saunders, Treasurer
U.S. Federation of
Small Businesses PAC
208 G Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

RE: NUR 3309
U.S. Federation of Small
Businesses and Carla I,.
Saunders, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Saunders:

On November 21. 1991, you were notified that the redeal
Election Commission found reason to believe that us. r.ders~Ofl
of Small Businesses PAC and Carla L. Saunders, as
treasurer CUISS), violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). On
December 10, 1991, you submitted a response to the Commissions
reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no furtft4~
action against UFSB, and closed the file as it pertains to US.
Federation of Small Businesses and Carla L. Saunders, as
treasurer. The file will be made public within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(al(4)(B)
and S 437g(a)(12'~(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive
contributions is a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. You should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3690.

Sincerely,

ji.4->'

Jeffrey D. Lowiy
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIS*SION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

October 30, 1992

R. Todd Johnson
Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogiie
Metropolitan Square
1450 G. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2088

RE: MUR 3309
Ernst & Young Los Angeles IAC *#~4
Harry D. Slaughter, as treasuf*(

Dear Mr. Johnson:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified you that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Ernst ~ ygpq Los
Angeles PAC and Harry D. Slaughter, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a~(1)(A). On January 31, 1992, you su~Itted a
response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no further
action against Ernst & Young Los Angeles PAC and Harry 0.
Slaughter, as treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to
Ernst & Young Los Angeles PAC and Harry D. Slaughter, as
treasurer. The file will be made public within 30 days after this
matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

October 30, 1992

Vigo G. Nielsen, Jr.
Nielsen, Nerksamer, flodgsofl,

Parrinello & Mueller
591 Redwood Highway, t4000
Mill Valley, California 94941

RE: MUR 3309
Fluor Corporation Public Affairs
Committee and Andrew R. Schwartz,
as treasurer

Dear Mr. Nielsen:

On November 21, 1991, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that Fluor Corporation
Public Affairs Committee and Andrew M. Schwartz, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a~(l)(A). On December 27, 1991, you
submitted a response to the Commission's reason to believe
finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992, to take no further
action against Fluor Corporation Public Affairs Committee and
Andrew M. Schwartz, as treasurer, and closed the file as it
pertains to Fluor Corporation Public Affairs Committee and Andrew
M. Schwartz, as treasurer. The file will be made public within 30
days after this matter has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

- /

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 2O4~3

October 30, 1992
Carol Laham, Esquire
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: NUR 3309
General Electric Company ?AC and
Robert W. Nelson, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Laham:

On November 21, 1991, your clients were notified that the
Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that General
Electric Company PAC and Robert W. Nelson, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). On January 9, 1992, you submitted a
response to the Commission's reason to believe finding.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the
Commission determined on September 29, 1992. to take no further
action against General Electric Company PAC and Robert W. Nelson,
as treasurer, and closed the file as it pertains to General
Electric Company PAC and Robert W. Nelson, as treasurer. The file
will be made public within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed. In the event you wish to waive confidentiality under
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A), written notice of the waiver must be
submitted to the Commission. Receipt of the waiver will be
acknowledged in writing by the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,
/

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal
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November 4, 1992

Mr. Jeffrey D. Long N)

Federal Election Coaunissiofl

999 E. Street, NW ~ -j-~- ~ -~
~,.-<'/ '~/

Washington, DC 20463 //({A~~ ~-~.~'~--' I

Dear Mr. Long,

Enclosed please find an executed copy of the conciliation agreement and my check~

for $500.00 in penalty.

If you need any further information from me do not hesistate to contact me. My

new address is 9123 Town Gate Lane, Bethesda, MD 20817.

Since

Lydia Fried

79~ Queen Drive, Gslthwsburt. Maryland 2W9 3O14~'7UW Fax Sfl.35.UW
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JONATHAN 8. SALLET

JENNER &
A PARTNCRSHIP INCLUOINO PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

601 THIRTEENTH STREET, N. W.
TWELFTH FLOOR

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20005

(202) 639-6000
(202) 639-6066 FAX

OIRCCT OIAL NUMOER:

202-639-6030

cw.ea~ OFFICE

ONE 86 PLAZA
CNICA~,IL 6066.

(8.3) DUD @860
(8.3) 86?'486 FAX

N*~.I e0FI~E
ages sch'~C TOWER

NIAI, FL 981),
(ao*, 630-8636

CloD) 630-0006 FAR

LAKE P8658? OFFCE
ogeg wg6?uN6TER PLACE

LAKE P0666?, IL 60046
C~o~ 386-6800

('Cap 866 7610 FAR

November 11, 1992

'-a

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
Federal Election Conunission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: In the Matter of Long Lines

MEJR 3309
Dear Mr. Noble:

Enclosed please find the original Conciliation
Agreement executed by D. Jon Winkel, Chief Executive Officer
of Long Lines Limited, along with a check in the amount of$950, which constitutes payment in full of the civil penalty
imposed by the FEC under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (A).

Limited

We would appreciate receiving a copy of the
Conciliation Agreement once it has been fully executed by
FEC. the

'Si~icere1y,
I

/ f
J5nathan B.

Enclosures
cc: D. Jon Winkel

0*
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950.00 -

Civil Penalty
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003375 11104/92

'0 ~sr WISCONSIN SANK OF WAUSAU
WAUSAU. WISCONSIN

LONG UNES, UMITED
600 N. DERBY LANE. P.O. B0X950

NORTh SIOUX CITY, SOUTH DAKOTA

-jane hundred fifty & ~/I00------------------------------------------------------------___________

Federal Election CommiSSiOn

Washir.~tOflDC 1)463

w' ~QOO 33? ~u *~O? S~ L L~0 3':

7~ 11801759

I, /

LONG LINES, LIMITED
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F.E.C.

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION9~Q'~v'...? fT 3:11

In the Matter of ) SENSITIVE
)

MUR 3309

Dole for President Committee )
and James L. Ilagen, as treasurer )

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

I. B&CKGR~UD

On October 29, 1991, the Commission found reason to believe

that the Dole for president Committee and James L. Hagen, as

treasurer, (the Committee") violated 2 U.S.C. 55 434,

441a(b)(1)(A), 441a(f), and 441b, and 26 U.S.C. S 9035(a). On

December 19. 1991, counsel for the Committee requested

pre-probable cause conciliation, but expressed reservations about

entering into conciliation until after the Commission had made its

final repayment determination regarding the Committee, pursuant to

26 U.S.C. S 9038 and 11 C.F.R. S 9038.2(d)(2). On February 6,

1992, the Commission made its final repayment determination, and

the Commission's Statement of Reasons was issued.

II. ANALYSIS

A. Violation of 2 u.S.C. S 441a(f)
In-Rind Contributions by campaign America

The Commission's reason to believe determination that the

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(f) and 441a(b)(l)(A) involved

testing-the-waters expenditures totaling $38,406.61 made on behalf

of the Committee by Campaign America, a registered multicandidate

committee associated with Robert Dole. These expenditures
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included $33,889.32 in Iowa-related payments, consisting of

$14,684.35 spent in connection vith three town meetings and S

breakfast meeting held in Iowa in February, 1987, at which S*flgtOr

Dole appeared, $10,214.70 in staff expenses associated with these

same events, and partial payments of $8,010.67 and $979.60 for a

Campaign America telemarketing program designed in part to create

a list of Dole supporters.

More recently it has come to the attention of this Off i~C

that there were additional Campaign America expenditures

identified by the Audit Division totaling $6,522.50 which were

made in connection with the four Iowa events cited above, but

which were not included in the sum upon which the Commissiofl'S

reason to believe determination was based.1 Campaign AmericD *150

incurred a further $1,476 in expenditures to International ?01AC5

for interstate transportation related to the four events j~voiviflg

Tom Synhorst, a Campaign America staff member at the time and

later Dole for President Committee regional director for Iowa and

Kansas. None of these particular payments was allocable to the

Dole campaign's spending limitation in Iowa because they involved

interstate transportation, (See former 11 C.F.R.

S 106.2(c)(4)(1989)), but they did constitute testing-the-waters

expenditures on betvAlf of the Dole campaign by virtue of their

connection with the town meetings and breakfast.

1. This $6,522.50 included $1,938 paid to Long Line
Communications, $983.50 paid to Growth Industries, $598 paid to
International Tours of Alexandria, $1,383 paid to RKFCO
Incorporated, and $1,620 paid to KVI Aviation.
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The addition of the interstate transportation expenditures

discussed above to the earlier figure of $33,889.32 brings to

$41,887.82 Campaign America's expenditures in Iowa on behalf of

the Dole campaign.

With regard to New Hampshire, Campaign America made

117 payments totaling $3,136.26 for voter lists and $2,223.16 for

a business telephone with a number later used by the Dole

committee. Only $1,381.03 of the $2,223.16 was allocable to New

Hampshire, and it was this figure which was included in the

$38,406.61 which formed the basis for the Commission's reason to

believe determination. In reality the entire $2,223.16

represented testing-the-waters expenditures on behalf of the Dole

campaign. Thus, total in-kind contributions by Campaign America

to Dole for President which arose from activities in New ~ampshire

came to $5,359.42.

In summary, testing-the-waters expenditures made by Campaign

America on behalf of the Dole for President Committee totaled

$47,247.24, including $41,917.82 in Iowa and $5,359.42 in New

Hampshire. These expenditures constituted in-kind contributions

to the Committee, resulting in its receipt of excessive

contributions in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

B. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(b)(l)(A)

The Commission found reason to believe that the Committee

violated 2 U.S.C. s 441a(b)(l)(A) by exceeding with respect to

Iowa and New Hampshire the state-by-state expenditure limitations

for presidential candidates who accept public funds. This

determination was based in part upon the original allocations to



these two states made by the Committee plus additional allocations

which the Committee expressly accepted following the Commissi0fl'5

audit; as a result of these latter allocations the Committee

exceeded the limitations by at least $43,889.66 in Iowa and

$40,454.53 in New Hampshire. In addition, by the time of the

Commission's reason to believe determination the Committee was

apparently no longer contesting certain other allocations, vhiCh

raised the amounts of excessive expenditures to $241,725.76 and

$227,104.14 in Iowa and New Hampshire respectively.

The Committee continued to challenge certain additional

allocations, namely expenditures of $28,450.36 in Zova and

$13,997.06 in New Hampshire for travel undertaken by Robert *ftd

Elizabeth Dole; expenses incurred for the New England 3.gio~*l

Office totaling $54,341.62; media commissions of $2,664.64 related

to Iowa and $2,988.08 related to New Hampshire; and testing-the-

waters expenditures totaling $33,889.32 in Iowa and $4,517.29 in

New Hampshire which had been made by Campaign America (See

discussion above). In making its final repayment determination,

the Commission reduced the amount of allocable New England

Regional Office expenditures to $38,465.97 and dropped the earlier

allocations of media commissions. The remaining additional

allocations pursuant to the Commission's audit are as follows:

Additional Audit Allocations Iowa New Hampshire

1. Dole Travel $28,450.36 $13,997.06

2. New England Regional Office -0- 38,465.97

3. Testing the Waters Expenditures 33,889.32 4,517.29
Made by Campaign America

Total additional amounts: $ 62,339.68 $ 56~~S@.32
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Thus, the Commission has determined that the Committee *~C~ded

its statutory expenditur. limitations by $304,065.44 ($241,721.76 +

$62,330.68) in Iowa and by $284,084.46 in Hey Hampshire ($227,104.14

+ $56,980.32), for a total of $588,149.90. These excessive

state-by-state expenditures result in the violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(b)(1)(A) by the Committee.

C. Receipt of Corporate Contributions

The Commission found reason to believe the Committee violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b by accepting contributions from 213 corpotSti0fl5

totaling $68,043.38.

1. Reimbursements for Use of Corporate Aircraft

Two of the 213 apparent corporate contributions involVGd the

use of corporate aircraft for which the Committee had appar#V'tly

made reimbursements which were less than the fair market pri~S for

the services provided. Information gathered during this Office's

investigation into these two contributions is set out in the

General Counsel's Report in this matter dated September 18, 1992,

which addresses all respondents except the Committee.

2
In the case of H & W Aviation, it remains the position of

this Office that, because the Committee was charged $2,750 less

than the standard fare of $14,750 for services provided, the

company made an in-kind contribution. Thus, this Office recommends

that the Commission continue to pursue the Committee's receipt of

an in-kind contribution from H & W Aviation.

2. This was a joint venture composed of two corporations, Wilson
and Wilson, Inc., and Hadson Aviation, Inc. The effect is the
same as if the partnership were incorporated.
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As for Owen & Associates, the Committee reimbursed this

company for $9,905 for th. use of a private airplane, an amount

which still appears to have been $1,000 less than the normal and

Usual charge based upon a charter rate of $150 per hour and the

Committee's use of 72.7 hours. No information has been received

supporting an initial claim by the Committee that the $1,000

represented an (unnamed) individual's payment for his or her ovn

transportation which would be exempt from the definition of

"contribution," pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S l00.7(b)(8). Therefore,

this amount should be included within the total of corporate

contributions received.

2. Other Corporate Contributions

With regard to the remaining 211 apparent corporate

contributions totaling $64,293.38, information submitted during the

Commission's investigation by two of the individual companies has

revealed that their contributions should no longer be included in

the Committee's violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b. They should,

however, be treated as excessive contributions from partnerships.

a. P and D Realty Co.

P and D Realty Co. has stated that it is a partnership, not a

corporate entity, and has provided a copy of its partnership

agreement. The Office of the New Jersey Secretary of State has

confirmed this status. Therefore, receipt of the $2,000

contribution made by this company should no longer be treated as a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b. It did, however, exceed the $1,000

limitation for contributions from persons, including partnerships,

established at 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A), and thus its receipt



resulted in a violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441a(f) by the Committee.

b. 5ertraa Associates

Bertram Associates has also asserted that it is a partnership.

On April 18, 1992, this Office received a letter from Bertram'S

counsel enclosing a copy of a letter from the company's bank. The

letter stated that the account on which the contribution check was

drawn was a partnership account. Thus, the $2,000 contribution at

issue should no longer be considered a violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b. Again, it exceeded the $1,000 limitation on partnership

contributions and its receipt resulted in a violation by the

Committee of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

3. !~
Of the 213 apparent corporate contributions initially at issue

in this matter, 211 totaling $64,043 remain.3 Of this amount,

$7,201 has been refunded, but not in a timely fashion. Thus, the

Commission should include in its proposed conciliation agreement

the violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a) as regards these contributions.

D. Failure to Rake Advance Payments for Use of Aircraft

The Commission also found reason to believe that the Committee

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b by failing to reimburse 15 corporations in

advance for use of their aircraft as required by 11 C.F.R.

S 114.9(e) and also by receiving a $2,475 in-kind contribution from

Becon Construction Company when that company accepted an amount

which was $2,475 lower than the amount billed as payment for the

3. See General Counsel's Report in this matter dated September 18,
pagiill-19, for discussion of responses received from five of
these remaining corporations.
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.4..use of an aircraft The total involved in these violations is$54,264.85. No documentation or other information has been

received which would reduce the amount of these violations.
The Commission should include in its proposed agreement

$54,264.85 in additional corporate contributions resulting fromthe failure to make advance payments for use of corporate aircraft
and to pay the full amount billed by Becon Construction Company.

3. Violatiqxas of 2 u.s.c. 5 441a(f) - Receipt of 3~cessiveCODtributi~s

1. Prom ndividu,~1s
The Commission., finding of reason to believe that theCommittee violated 2 U.S.C. g 44la(f) was based in part upon its'0 knowing acceptance of 544 contributions totaling $242,131.61 from418 individuals in excess of the $1,000 limitation established at'1~)

2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).4 All of these contributions had beenrefunded, but not within the 60 day timeframe required by the
Commission's regulations, 11 C.F.R. S 110.1.

More recently, information received from three of these
Contributors, namely Donald Piser, Leroy C. Tombs, Jr., and Dave
Williams, has revealed that the amount of their contributions
Should be reduced by $1,000 each, thus also reducing the total
amount of excessive contributions from individuals to
$239,131.81.

4. An additional $5,000 contribution from a Partnership i.discussed below.
5. Mr. Piser has provided documentation showing that the amountof his single contribution was $2,000 rather than $3,000. Mr.Tombs has shown that $1,000 of his $2,350 in aggregatedcontributions was in fact made by his father, Leroy C. Tombs, Sr.
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2. From Political Committees

The Commission's finding of violations of 2 U.s.c. S 441a(f)

also included the knowing receipt of contributions totaling

$18,875 from 11 political committees that exceeded the $1,000

statutory limitation for non-multicandidate committees and the

$5,000 limitation for multicandidate committees. Again, with the

exception of $3,000 from Tele-Communications PAC, these

contributions had been refunded, but apparently not within the

required 60-day time period. 11 C.F.R. 55 110.1 and 110.2.

Information received from three of these committees, Ernst

and Young Los Angeles - PAC, Fluor Corporation Public Affairs

Committee, and General Electric Company PAC, indicates that $6,500

of the amount deemed excessive did not in fact represent

contributions to the Committee's primary election account. Ernst

and Young Los Angeles - PAC has responded that the total of $7,500

in contributions attributed to itself actually came from another

committee, Federal Arthur Young & Company PAC ("FAYPAC"), and that

$5,000 out of the $7,500 consisted of earmarked checks for which

FAYPAC acted as a conduit, leaving only $2,500 in direct

contributions. The Fluor Corporation PAC has argued and

documented that $2,000 of the $7,000 attributed to itself was

intended for the Dole Committee's Legal and Accounting Compliance

(Footnote 5 continued from previous page)
Mr. Williams, whose reported contributions totaled $3,000, has
submitted a contributor card which accompanied his contribution
and which shows that a $2,000 contribution was made jointly by
himself and his wife. (See General Counsel's Report dated
September 18, pages 21-3Uind 32 for full discussion of these
responses.)

9 ~ ~kt4



Fund for use in the general election. GEPAC states, and has

documented, that all of the $7,000 which it sent to the Comfitt**

consisted of earmarked contributions for which the GEPAC acted 85

the conduit.6

It has been shown that the excessive portion of the

contribution received from a fourth committee, U.S. Fedetatioft of

Small Businesses PAC (PBIZPACW), was in fact refunded within Ih@

required 60-day time frame. BIZPAC has confirmed that it made a

$1,000 contribution to the Dole campaign in November, 1967, *nd

then, in anticipation of becoming a multicandidate cOmmittee,

wrote and post-dated a $4,000 check which was inadvertently **nt

to the Dole comittee in Narch, 1988. The Dole committee depoSited

the check. BIZPAC did not in fact become a multicandidate

committee until November, 1988. BIZPAC requested a refund from

the Dole committee, and a refund of $4,000 was received on

April 14, 1988.

On the basis of these adjustments, the total of excessire

committee contributions received should be reduced to $8,375.

3. Contributions to Compliance Fund

Presidential candidates are permitted by the Commission's

regulations to accept contributions to a legal and accounting

compliance fund prior to nomination for use if the candidate

becomes a candidate in the general election. Such candidates are

also permitted to deposit redesignated contributions which exceed

the candidate's limitation for the primary election into such an

6. See General Counsel's Report dated September 18, 1992, pages
20-flfor full discussion of these responses.
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account. 11 C.F.R. 5 9003.3(a)(1). xf the candidate does not

Continue into the general election, any contribution made vith

respect to that election must be refunded, redesignated or

reattributed. Such refunds, redesignations, and reattributions

are to be made within sixty days from the date of the nominatiOn

for president by the party of the a candidate who is not the

nominee. 11 C.F.R. S 102.9(e).

The Committee sought redesignation for, and transferred to a

compliance fund, $102,662.55 in otherwise excessive contributions

received for the primary election. it also received $16,292 in

direct contributions to the fund. The aepublican Party nominated

its candidate for President on August 17, 1968; therefore, the

Committee should have refunded, redesignated or r.attributed these

contributions within sixty days of that date or no later than

October 16, 1988.

Through September 30, 1988, $19,542.00 in refunds vere

reported. Further, in response to a letter offering either

redesignations to a Penalty and Interest Fund or refunds,

contributors redesignated $50,814 to this latter fund within the

required sixty days. This left $48,598.55 in the compliance fund

which had not been refunded or redesignated by October 16, 1988.

The Committee later reported making $41,381.50 in refunds on

January 16, 1991, and on January 25 of that year submitted copies

of the fronts of 105 refund checks totaling $48,748.55 dated

January 16 and 17, 1991.

The Commission's finding of reason to believe that the

Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) included the knowing
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acceptance with respect to the general election through the

compliance fund of the $48,598.55 vhich had not been refunded,

reattributed or redesignated in a timely fashion. No additiofl*J

information has been received from the Committee in this re9e~4.

Thus, this violation should also be included in a proposed

conciliation agreement.

4. From Partnerships

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(e), contributions from

partnerships are to be attributed to the partnership and to **'h

partner. A partnership contribution to a candidate coittee PaY

not exceed the $1,000 limitation established at 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(l)(A) and at 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(b).

a. P and D Realty Co. and Bertram Associates

As is discussed above, it appears that P and D Realty CO, and

Bertram Associates are partnerships, not incorporated entities.

Thus, the contributions of $2,000 received from each constituted

excessive contributions to the Committee.

b. Obermayer, Rebmann, Raxvell and Dipple

Information supplied during the audit of the Committee

indicated that the partnership of Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell and

Hipple had made a $5,000 contribution to the Committee in

February, 1988, and received a $4,000 refund in April, 1988. The

firm has more recently stated that it made only one contribution

to the Dole committee which was a $1,000 contribution in June,

1987, and has suggested that a typographical error was made which

credited the firm with a $5,000 contribution instead. A review

of records filed with the Commission has confirmed that one
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contribution from Obermayer in the amount of $1,000 was received

by the Dole committee during the 1987-88 election cycle.

Therefore, this Office has not included a contribution from

Obermayer as one of the excessive contributions to be addressed in

the proposed conciliation agreement to be sent to the Committee.

c. Altman Brothers

According to information obtained during the audit, Altman

Brothers made a $3,000 contribution to the Committee on December

3, 1987. The Committee refunded $2,000 on June 17, 1986, or 1.69

days after receipt.

This Office has included this excessive contribution in the

attached proposed conciliation agreement.

F. Reporting of Partnership Attribution

The Commission found reason to believe that the Committee had

violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) by failing to report the attribution of

the apparent $5,000 contribution from Obermayer, Rebmann, Haxvell

& Hipple to the appropriate partners.

As discussed above, it now appears that Obermayer gave a

total of $1,000. Although attribution of this contribution to the

partners should have been reported, this Office recommends, in

light of the small amounts involved, that the Commission take no

further action in this regard as to a violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 434(b) by the Committee.

G. Reporting of Delegate Committee Activit~

The Commission found reason to believe that the Committee had

violated 2 U.s.c. 5 434 by failing to report receipts and

disbursements of eighteen authorized delegate committees in
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Maryland and Illinois in its consolidated reports. The rece$r~'S
involved totaled $27,531.83 and the disbursements $42,660.10.
As a principal campaign committee, the Committee was required to
consolidate in each of its reports the reports submitted to it by
any authorized committees. 11 C.F.R. S 104.3(f).

No additional information has been received from the
Committee concerning this issue. Therefore, this Office has
included a violation of 2 U.s.c. S 434 in this regard in the
proposed conciliation agreement.

III. COWCILXATIOU
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I I I. RECOIUIENDATIoNS

1. Enter into conciliation with the Dole for President
Committee and James L. Hagen, as treasurer, prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe.

2. Take no further action with regard to a violation of
2 U.s.c. S 434(b) by the Dole for President Committee
and James L. Hagen, as treasurer, involving the
reporting of the attribution of a partnership
contribution from Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & lipple.

3. Approve the attached proposed conciliation agreement and
authorize the appropriate letter.

Dat La rence N. No e

General Counsel

Attachment
Proposed conciliation agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC 2O4~3

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE N. EMMONS /DOUNA ROACH
coami 88 ION SECRETARY

uovuumza 5, 1992

NUR 3309 - GAL OOUNSEL S REPOR?
DAED NOVENBER 2, 1992

The above-captioned document vms Circulated to the

Commission on NOEDAY, UOVSUR 2, 1992 4:00 at 4:00 P.M.

Objection(s) have been received from the

Commissioner(s) as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

McDonald

McGarry

Potter

Thomas

This matter will be placed

TULSDAY NOVEMBER 10, 1992

on the meeting agenda

Please notify us who will represent your Division before
the Commission on this matter.

xxx

for



BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION CONHISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 3309

Dole for President Couflitte@ )

and James L. Hagefi, as treasurer )

CERTI FICATIOM

I, Rariorie V. lamons, reco~difl9 secretary for the

Federal Election CO.UiSSiOfl executive session on November 
10,

1992, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

vote of 6-0 to take the following actions in 
Kim 3309:

1. Enter into conciliation with the Dole

for president Committee and James L.

Hagen, as treasurer, prior to a finding
of probable cause to believe.

2. Take no further action with regard to a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) by the

Dole for president Committee and James L.
Hagen, as treasurer, involving the

reporting of the attribution of a

partnership contribution from Obermayer,
Rebmann, Maxwell & Hipple.

(continued)



Page 2Federal 3lection CommiSSiOn
Certification for nui 3309
November 10, 1992

3. Approve the proposed conciliation agreement
and authorize the appropriate letter as
recommended in the General Counsel's report
dated November 2, 1992.

Commissioners Aikefis, Illiott, McDonald, NcGarry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

AttC5t

S retary of the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D C 204b3

November 16, 1992

Scott Morgan. Esquire
1618 Inverness Drive
Lawrence, Kansas 66047

RE: MUR 3309
Dole for President Committee
James L. Hagen, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Morgan:

On October 29, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
reason to believe that the Dole for President Committee ("the
Committee") and James L. flagen, as treasurer, violated 2 u.s.c.
SS 434, 441a(b)(1)(A), 441a(f), and 441b, and 26 u.S.c. s 9035(a).

At your request, on November 10, 1992, the Commission
determined to enter into negotiations directed towards reaching a
conciliation agreement in settlement of this matter prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe. On the same date the
Commission also voted to take no further action with regard to a
violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b) by the Committee and James L.
Hagen, as treasurer, involving the reporting of the attribution of
a partnership contribution from Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell &
Hipple.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission has
approved in settlement of this matter. If your clients agree with
the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and return
it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In light of
the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of 30 days,
you should respond to this notification as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection with
a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement, please contact me
at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Anne A. Weissenborn
Senior Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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November 10, 1992

'0 -

Mr. Jeffrey D. Long
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Re: IIKJR 3309
Matthew N. Clapp, Jr.

Dear Mr. Long:

Thank you for your letter of October 30, 1992. The matter
has been discussed with our client, Matthew N. Clapp, Jr., and
he wishes to enter into the Conciliation Agreement included with
your letter.

Enclosed is the Conciliation Agreement executed by Matthew
N. Clapp, Jr., along with his check for $750. I would appreciate
your having the Agreement signed by Ms. Lerner, and then provid-
ing us with a copy.

If anything further is required, please let me know. Thank
you for your assistance.

Very truly yours,

AIKEN, ST. LOUIS & SIIJEG, P.S.

C-
77V-~ Lu

Thoma cas
Direct Line: 654-1688

TJL:bjd
Enclosure
cc: Mr. M.N. Clapp, Jr. (wfenclouureu)

clapma/lllOlong
5103-0 (001)

x
~
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~CEI~ ED

Owen & FEDERAL ELECT'ON

Associates, Inc. MAIN COPY ROOM David C. Owen,~hv ZO 1055 AN '91

-l

November 18, 1992

Attorney
Mr. L.awrence D. Parrish,
FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION Z
999 E Street, NW C4,

Washington, D.C. 20463
0

RE: NUR 3309
Owen & Associates, Inc.

Dear Mr. Parrish,

As a follow up to our telephone conversation on
Monday, November 16th, I am writing to request an extension
in the above matter. The letter from you just arrived as
it was addressed to an old street address, and the State
was incorrectly shown as New Jersey. I guess it is
fortunate that it arrived at all.

In response to the proposed conciliation agreement, I
would point out that the deduction of $1,000 by the Dole
Campaign of money owed to Owen & Associates was done solely
by the Campaign, and I had nothing to do with it. I was
also unaware of the reimbursement procedure on the US. of
the airplane, as that was, again, handled entirely by the
Campaign.

The person handling these matters for the Dole
Campaign was Scott Morgan, a former member of the Federal
Election Commission, and I assumed they were handled
properly.

I therefore request that this complaint be rescinded
and that no action be taken in this matter.

The address on this letterhead is my new address, and
I will await your reply.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

avi en

DCO/sw

11011 King Street, Suite 260 * Overland Park, Kansas 68210 * (913) 4895615 * FAX (913) 469-1682



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

December 8, 1992

David c. Oven
Oven & Associates, Inc.
11011 King Street, Suite 260
Overland Park, Kansas 66210

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Hr. Oven:

This is in response to your letter dated November 16,1992, which we received on November 20, 1992, requesting anextension to respond to the conciliation agreement. AlterConsidering the circumstances presented in your letter, theOffice of the General Counsel has granted the requestedextension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close ofbusiness on December 16, 1992.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

~ ~
/

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney
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November 18, 1992

Lawrence M. Noble, General Counsel
Federal Ejection Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3309 - Altman Brotim 4J~

-v

Ci:

Dear Mr. Noble:

I am returning herewith a check in the amount of $500.00 together with a signed conciliation
agreement.

For the record, however, I would like to state that I still do not understand the detemiination as
made by your staff As we have explained in the past, Altman Brothers as a partnership of David
Altman, Irving Altman, and Berel Altman. We viewed the subject contnbution as $1,000.00 from
each of us and no one of us made any other contribution to this candidate. Therefore, I cannot
understand the logic as to the finding since we certainly did not violate the spirit of the
regulations.

I am, however, signing this conciliation agreement and forwarding this check in the interest of
closing out this matter which has been hanging for several months.

If you have any further comments, I would appreciate hearing from you.

Very truly yours,

r\) -~

BPA:fpr
Enc.
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November 20, 1992

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esquire
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission c
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR 3309
Becon Construction Company
Our File No. 06423-007

Dear Mr. Parrish:

Your letter dated October 30, 1992 enclosing proposed
conciliation agreement in the above-referenced matter was re-
ceived by the undersigned on November 2, 1992. We note from your
said letter that the period for conciliation negotiations is
limited to a period of thirty (30) days from receipt of said
letter. As I advised you during our recent telephone conversa-
tion, Becon's in-house counsel to whom the undersigned reports is
and has been continuously unavailable since receipt of the
proposed conciliation agreement.

Therefore, I hereby request an Avten~ion of time of twenty
(20) days to and including December 22, 1992 within which to
conduct conciliation negotiations with the Commission with
respect to the above-referenced matter.

Sinc rely~

M rcus T. Hickman f
For the Firm

MTH: e 1

.4

2
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

December 8, 1992

Marcus T. Hickman :sq.
Kennedy, Covington, Lobdell & Hickman
3300 Nations Sank Plaza
Charlotte, North Carolina 28280-8082

RB: MUR 3309
Secon Construction Company

Dear Mr. Hickman:

This i~ in response to your letter dated November 20, 1992.
which we received on November 23, 1992, requesting an extension
of 20 days to respond to the proposed conciliation agreement.
After considering the circumstances presented in your letter, the
Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested
extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on December 22, 1992.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3400.

Sincerely,

/

~

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney
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November 20, 1992

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Hartford Insurance GrouD PAC

Dear Kr. Long:

I am enclosing a copy of the Conciliation Agreement which has been
signed on behalf of Hartford Insurance Group PAC by Roger J.
Nageau. It is my understanding that you will return a copy of the
fully executed agreement to me.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (203) 547-3612.

Very truly yours,

Li-: ~ ( k

~elle S. Tondro

Cc: H. Katz
R. Nageau

~closure
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November 30, 1992

Mr. Lawrence D. Parrish
Federal Election Conunission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: TIUR 3309 Z
H & W Aviation

Dear Mr. Parrish:

in response to your letter of October 30, enclosed you
will find copies of six billings for charter flights
that were done before and after the charter flight in
question. I will sunwoarize them below:

Charter 22, 12-2-87, hourly rate, $ 757
Charter 23, 12-4-87, hourly rate, $1,087
Charter 24, 12-29-87, hourly rate,$1,200
Charter 25, 2-19-88, hourly rate, $ 887
Charter 26, 3-4-88, hourly rate, $1,017
Charter 27, 3-16-88, hourly rate, $1,150

As you can see from the copies, Charter 26 was to the
Dole Conwoittee. Their hourly rate that was ultimately
agreed upon and received by us was $1,017. As you can
see from the other five charters that were inunediately
before and after the charter in question, the average
hourly rate was $1,016. Our charging the Dole Conmuittee
$1,017 per hour was certainly in line with charges made
to other clients.

As I have explained in previous correspondence, I have
been employed by J. Hawley Wilson, Jr. as an accountant,
and in that capacity handled the accounting for H & W
Aviation. I have shown Mr. Wilson the Conciliation
Agreement. He has instructed me to repeat that we were
not aware that any law was being violated

Massochuseus MuiuI Life Insurance Compani The W~ F5md~ Guv~
nd uWIlauIEd ansaiMnce cwi~panan I. jIwIe W~ k., CW

Springjalt MA WLV4X~1 GmmE ~



page two
November 30, 1992
Mr. Lawrence D. Parrish

We respectfully request that the Coimuission review the
enclosed material. They will, hopefully, agree with us
that the charge was certainly in line with the charpe
made to other charter clients during that time pgriod.

I look forward to a favorable response from you, so that
all parties concerned can put the matter behind us.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Geraldine Ann Price
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II & V AVIA7)OU
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403-471-5360

r)AT[ 12-2-87 CUS7O~'ID charter

TR0?~/ TO OKC/Philadelphia/OKC AD~LSS

Flight TI.e 5~..~ITS

Cre'~ LxpeoseS

Lcb4~~11~ Na!;

7rars;.c~rIbtiOD Tips

TflephoK2C______ Ober

F.an~er* p&Tluifh~

1Ar1din~ fees, cIcabiDL, ff.&itter.SD~C

Customs, perults

Cat erivL, beve rare;

Passenge.z cranspOTt3ti~

flight ~ 1 5 ~ i~fvejt~r services

Other Pilot conutiSSiOn

7~TtAL cRARGES

Fuel c~harges(se@ beI.v) ~

~2Q~

RevenueExcess revenue

$ ~~Afl

4,390.50

OKC/Philadelphia
Phi1ade1phia/OP~C

dierter -

used
776
824

1I~
1.510
~ E 1.77 - 159.30

~uP__0~m~.Z~.. -

~1.

N. 2.

'0

In

7.

a.

S.

*757



- ~ ~

RIP 9~'~ 4~- -

II & V AV)A7)OU
~ 1erbhag Place, Su2fe 700
91.00 1. ITO&6'.!
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405.47lb-~3~0

DATE 12-4-87

rPOKI ro OKC/ Indianapolis

TJi1ht TSe 3.6 k~ars

Crc' t.~j~tbIeS

Lc'dgivb~_____ -- ?~uIs ________

7rar~'c'ztation TIpS____________

Telephone Obtr___________

F.an~er* rmr)ITSL

Lmr~dix~ fees, cJeanfflL. intenance

Customs, peruitS

CateriDg. beverares

Passenger txanSpOTL8tiW~

TI Ight pIaruaii&fVe.ai~r services

Other pilot co.unission

tOTAL O~A)CLS

used
OI(C/Indianapolis 567
Indianapolis/OKC 458

l'~3

CVS7O~ charter

TueI cMrge3(~ belov) S jIJ2~...

246~ 24

$ ~ 10

Revenue 3,912.00
Excess revenue
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,O01.70

650.25
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Ti arsj.cirtbt SOD Tips___________

7e1ej~hone Ober___________

F.nser, rI1t~&

Landing fees. cleaDir'L. uaiDte-r~aDCC

Cuitow$, perwiti

Ca:eriD~, ~everhj~C5

Passeri~ez tranEpOiLStl~

F]i~ht p)annin~~I~e*t~f services

Other - pilot conunission

7~TAL OUJGLS

FIe3 charjes(see b.el@v) S...2.JMJ.2~.-..

~.oo

Rwm~eExcess reva~
5,5Z~.00

O~C/Pe11ston
Pellston/OKC

used
626
635

i~~r

bought
638
623 @ 1.77

lix'

to be charged
1,065.46
1,102.71

1.

02.

'0

4.

7.

L

S.



~E~2~- -

19 & 11 AVIAT)OU

0u~g lbhl)h3 P3*ea, Suite 700
~00 L ~ro&O'~ai

405-475-53'D

DAU 2-19-88 C11S70~fD~ Chartr -

TPOM/TO OKC/San Jose/0I~C _________________________________

flight TS~e 6.2 loutS

Cre1~ L~peDIe5

hellS 33.2

7rars;uc~rt*tSOD Tips 15.C

7c2ej4one ________

F~an~eT, p.r)l~L

Laridin,~ fees, clelbifiL, r~ftiI~teD.Sbce

Custoal, ~erRitS

Caterifl&. beverarel

Jassenjer LraflEpOrL5ti~

flight STID1D&'I~~*KbeT &ervit~ei

Other Pilot COgIEfllSSiOfl

TOTAL Cp.AjGES

OKC/San Jose
San Jose/O~C

used
876
864

Fuel chaTgeS(SUt belo') ~
48.28

B
0

400.00

Reverwe 5,500.00
Excess revenue ________

to be charged
1,541.76
1,520.64

bought
876 ~ 1.76
864w 1.76

1.7~

I.

~2.

'0

c~.

~

5.
No

7.

S.



*" ~w~tw26 -

lea V AVIA7 3011
One Jenhas Phe&, SuitS 700
9'O0 L Iro&di.ay

4P347S-33~0

~A7 F 3-4-88/3-.5-88

TR0?~/T0 0U~C/Wash.D.C./0KC/Tulsa/

Waterloo, Iowa/Wash.D.C./OKC

WS7OP~ Charter I~1e Cicuri

ADDKLSS

flight TIRe 11.8 ~JTS

Crev L~peD5CS

Lc'dgifh; Meals

Tra~;.ci~t*tSOU Tips

7e1e3hoDe Ohex______

Rara~er, p.r)in~

LSTd1.~ fees, cle&DIUL. .iUtI~&DC2

Customs, j~reruits

Cateri~L. beveragt

Passenger tralosporLstUMIL/ telephone

flight p3anningflehtber services

Otber - pilot coimnissions

TueI charges (set below)

25.00

iii ~ss

39.69

800.00

T~YTAL PJiGES

OKC/Wash . D.C.
Wash.D.C./OKC
OKC/ ~.ilsa
Tulsa/Waterloo
Waterloo/Wash. D.C.
Wash. D.C. /OKC

used
695
907
156
371
535
810

3,2171

bought
696
300 @
600
372
695
8119

3,2171

1.76

1.76

to be charged
1,2.13.68

528.00
1. 002.00

589.84
1,304.15
1,427.~

S 7,075.67
Rem 12,000.00 ~. ~

Excess ~

.*~

* /'O (7. ~OAA



* ~

W4 V AVJAT)0U
ck~e Mnhau P).ca, SuSie 700
~&9D Z. Ircad~ay
~Ia1aom. City, 01.. 7311L
~03-4 71-S 360

DATE_ 3-16-88 4

TROiro_ 0KC/Nap1es/0KC/A1buqu.r~e/

Palm Springs/A1bquerr~.ue/OKC

~artek~ -.

w?~p'Iss__

Flight TI.e 10.4 ~ars

Crc" Lxpeza5es

LodginC Ph~a1s

Tya~~~ertatioD Tips

Telephone OLber

F.an~er, p.rkirig

1ar~d1z~ fees, ci eafliftL, sdutenanct

Custouis, pci-wits

Cat eriDL, beVeTaFCS

Passenre.r transpOiLUti~'

Flight pianningflleatber services

Otber

Fuel chaTgesCs.e bel~) $ 5~376.76

77.14

T~1TAL OLAiGES

used
O~C/t4ap1es, Fl. 606
Naples/(ZC 892
O~C/A1buquerque 410
A1buq~.aerque/Pa1u ~ 406
Palm Spc./A1bxpsrq~ 385

rq~AZC 360

bought
767
731 @ 1.76
450
400
450
261, 1.76

to be chargec
1,227.97
1,286.56

814.34
777.20
811.33
45,936

S 5,453.90
Remie 11,960.00
Excess ____

4/O.,~z'~ A.

1.
1~3.

r~j

If)

c~3.

5.

7.

I.
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KIRKLAND & ELLIS
PAITNIUMIP CWW4C PSOUUSIONAI COSPOSAflONS Ot~ ~

200 Emi Rando~ih Drive 
'~

cNc~o, m~.I 00~
Philip S. Beck

To C ~ISsr Dku~ 312 661-2000 FamimiW:
312 661-2368 312 661.2200

December 1, 1992
N) ~~

CUYIFIUD N~IL
RUTURN DUCUIPT RUQUNSTUD

cC

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esq. -~

Federal Election Coumission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: NUR #0W - Contran

Dear Mr. Parrish:

Enclosed please find the signed Conciliation Agreement
in the above-captioned matter and a check for $1,200. please
return a copy of the signed agreement to me.

Sincerely,

Philip S. Beck

PSB/dec
End:

0~ Los M1g~m New ~



KIRKLAND & ELLIS
800 Ea~ Rmn~ bIle Cimgo, no~ 60601

wo. 614206

~NumT~J.mtd~
a~ uimum~

* 1,200.00

~Nsi4

6114206 11/30/92 $1,200.00

FEDERAL ELECTION
UASHINGTON

*1 ~

C0.9,ISSION
~DC ~

4

':0719 ~ 79-05 ~0 ~u

70.2326
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53703.1 TUE FEDERAL ELECTION C0NMII~N~ ~7 (4~ If: ~

In the Ratter of ) SENSITIVE
Long Lines Limited ) RUN 3309

)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

z. 5ACKGu~

Attached is a conciliation agreement vhich has been sifRid
by D. Jon Winkel, Chief Executive Officer of Long Lines LiSit*d.

(Attachment 1.)

The attached agreement contains no changes from the
agreement approved by the Comission on September 29, 1992. fh@
nine hundred fifty dollars ($950) civil penalty in this att.r

has been received. (Attachment 2.)

II. RE~OKRENn&Txags

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement vith
Long Lines Limited.

2. Close the file with respect to Long Lines Limited.

3. Approve the appropriate letter.

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

______________ BY: ________Date Lois . Lerner
Asso C*iate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Conciliation Agreement
2. copy of civil penalty check

Staff Assigned: Lawrence D. Parrish
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337033 TUE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Long Lines Limited.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie N. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Klecti

Commission do hereby certify that on December 10. 1992, the

Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the foll.vin,

actions in RUN 3309:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement vith Lomi~
Lines Limited, as recommended in the General
Counsels Report dated December 4, 1992.

2. Close the tile vith respect to Long Lines
Limited.

3. Approve the appropriate letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel's Report
dated December 4, 1992.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McGarry, Potter, and Thomas

voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner McDonald did

not cast a vote.

Attest:

Date
Secr ary of the Commission

RUN 3309

Received in the Secretariat: Mon., Dec. 07, 1992 11:52 am.
Circulated to the Commission: Mon., Dec. 07, 1992 4:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Thurs., Dec. 10, 1992 4:00 p.m.

bj r



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W ASHINCTON DC 204b3

December 21, 1992

Jonathan B. Sallet
Jenrier & Block
601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Twelfth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: NUR 3309
Long Lines Limited

Dear Mr. Sallet:

On December 10. 1992, the Federal Election Commission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement and civil penalty
submitted on your client's behalf in settlement of a vi@latien
of 2 U.s.c. 5 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Ilection
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). Accordinyly, the
file has been closed in this matter as it pertains to Long Lines
Limited.

This matter will become public within 30 days after it ~*5
been closed vith respect to all other respondents involved.
Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of
2 u.s.c. s 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

(&AA4V
Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION CORRISS 1011
of

In the Matter
) MUR 3309

Long Lines Limited )
)

COlIC ILIATION AGREEMENT

C
This matter was initiated by the Federal Election

Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to information ascertaiv~4

in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The commission found reason to believe tP~*~

Long Lines Limited (Respondent") violated 2 U.S.C. £ 441b(G#'

NOW, THEREFORE the Commission and the Respondeat, bev~A~

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to *

finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as

follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent *D)d

the subject matter of this proceeding, and this agreement hes the
)

effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.s.c.

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

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate

that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with the

Commission.



~-,jAqI.I~
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IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Long Lines Limited is a corporation.

2. According to 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a), it is unlavful for anY

corporation whatever to make a contribution or expenditure if)

connection with any federal elections.

3. A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling Of)

behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is oved or leased

by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to offer

commercial services for travel, in connection with a FederSi

election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation. 11 C?.3.

S 114.9(e). in the case of travel to a city served by regularly

scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must be the first

class air fare; in the case of travel to a city not served br~~ a

regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be the usual

charter rate.

4. A review of the Dole for President Committee (the WDPCH)

records and reports indicated that from December 23, 1987 through

December 24, 1987, the DPC used private aircraft owned by Long

Lines Limited for campaign related travel. This review indicated

that the DPC made a $3,880.00 payment to Long Lines Limited which

was not made in advance as required by 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). Long

Lines Limited was not licensed at the time to offer commercial

services for travel.

V. Respondent's failure to require payment before providin

travel on its aircraft constituted a corporate expenditures by the

Respondent in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



VI. 1. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of nine hundred fifty do11U~

($950.00), pursuant to 2 u.s.c. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

2. Respondent agrees to require advance payment for *ll

travel furnished to candidates for Federal office for campaiqfl

travel, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a comp1**F~t

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

or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreeF~t.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any equit@ertt

thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action Ler

relief in the United States District Court for the District ef

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the da~@

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commisslufl has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondent shall have no more than 30 days from the date

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the

requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commi ssion.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no

other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or oral,

made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not



w

-.4-.

contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY:

Associate General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENT:

Date /&/,~ ~

Date /



In the Ratter

Cont ran

I * BACKGROUND

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed

by counsel for Contran, Philip S. Beck. (Attachment 1.)

The attached agreement contains no changes from the

agreement approved by the Commission on September 29, 1992. The

one thousand two hundred dollar ($1,200.00) civil penalty in

this matter has been received. (Attachment 2.)

II. RECOUUIENDATIOUS

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with
Contran.

2. Close the file with respect to Contran.

3. Approve the appropriate letter.

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

L2/4~2Z BY:
Lo~rneT
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Conciliation Agreement
2. opy of civil penalty check

Staff Assigned: Lawrence D. Parrish

Date

0. RECEIVED~FE.C.

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COX88I~ L~ J~ P214:23

of ) SENSiTIVE
)
) RUE 3309
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT
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BEFORE TUB FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Contran. ) MUR 3309

CENT! FICATION

I, Marjorie V. Emmons, secretary of the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on December 21, 1992, the

Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the folloving

actions in NUN 3309:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement with
Contrazi, as recamemaded in the General
Counsel's Report dated December 15, 1992.

2. Close the file with respect to Contran.

3. Approve the appropriate letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel's Report

) dated December 15, 1992.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, Potter, and

Thomas voted affirmatively for the decisioni Commissioner

McGarry did not cast a vote.

Attest:

i2z2L92~
Date ~4d'Mar ore N.E

6/se6retary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Thee., Dec. 15, 1992 4:23 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Wed., Dec. 16, 1992 11:00 am.
Deadline for vote: Mon., Dec. 21. 1992 4:00 p.m.

bj r



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

January 6, 1993

Phillip S. Beck, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis
200 East Randolph Drive
Chicago, IL 60601

RE: MUR 3309
Contran

Dear Mr. Beck:

On December 21, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement and civil penalty
submitted on your client's behalf in settlement of a violation
of 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Acttm). Accordingly, the
file has been closed in this matter as it pertains to Contran.

This matter will become public within 30 days after it has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

I
Lawrence D. Parrish

Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 3309

Cont ran )
)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election

Commission (Commission), pursuant to information ascertaine4

in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found reason to believe that

Contran (Resporadent) violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respond.nt, hsviftq

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as

follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

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

effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.s.c.

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

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate

that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with the

Commission.

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

I. Contran is a corporation.

2. According to 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a), it is unlawful for allY

corporation whatever to make a contribution or expenditure in

connection with any federal election.

3. A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling On

behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owed or leased

by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to offer

commercial services for travel, in connection with a Fedez~al

election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation. 11 C.T.R.

S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by regularlY

scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must be the first

class air fare; in the case of travel to a city not served by a

regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be the usual

charter rate.

4. A review of the Dole for President Committee (the "DPC")

records and reports indicated that from January 1988 through

March 14, 1988, the DPC used private aircraft owned by Contran for

campaign related travel. This review indicated that the DPC made

3 payments (February 3, 1988 payment for $1,662.00, March 24, 1988

payment for $1,571.00 and April 1, 1988 payment for $1,571.00),

totaling $4,804.00 to Contran which were not made in advance as

required by 11 C.1.R. S 114.9(e). Contran was not licensed at the

time to offer commercial services for travel.

V. Respondent's failure to require payments before

providing travel on its aircraft constituted a corporate
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contribution by the Respondent in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(5).

VI. 1. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of one thousand two hundred

dollars ($1,200.00), pursuant to 2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

2. Respondent agrees to require advance payment for 811

travel furnished to candidates for Federal office for campatqF~

travel, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a compl*i9)t

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

or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreeUe9~t.

If the commission believes that this agreement or any requifemflt

thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the United States District Court for the District of

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

Ix. Respondent shall have no more than 30 days from the date

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the

requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no

other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or oral,

made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not



-4-.

contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY:

Associ to General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENT:

Date

(Name) '

(Position) (4~oL

C~2L~)

Date
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BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION CORRISSION

In the Matter of

Becon Construction Company

)
)

MUR 3309

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT
SENSITiVE

I. BACKGROUND

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed

by counsel for the Respondent. (See Attachment).



.4mm

I I. RECORNKNDATIOUS

1. Accept the attached DeCember 23, 1992 counteroffer £103
Becon Construction Company.

2. Close the file vith respect to Secon Construction
Company.

3. Approve the appropriate letter.

Date I

Attachment

December 23. 1992 Conciliation Agreement

Staff Assigned: Lawrence D. Parrish



BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the flatter of

lecon Construction Company. NUR 3309

CERTI FICATIOK

I, Marjorie V. Emons, Secretary of the Federal Electiefl

Commission, do hereby certify that on January 25, 1993, the

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

actions in ElI 3309:

1. Accept the December 23, 1992 counter-
offer from Secon Construction Company.
as recommended in the General Counsels
Report dated January 19, 1993.

2. Close the file with respect to Secon
Construction Company.

3. Approve the appropriate letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated January 19, 1993.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, NcGarry, Potter,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Received in the Secretariat:
Circulated to the Commission:
Deadline for vote:

aror na
Sec tary of the Commission

Thea., Jan. 19, 1993 1:20 p.m.
Thes., Jan. 19, 1993 4:00 p.m.
Mon., Jan. 25. 1993 4:00 p.m.

dr



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC ~4S3

February 1, 1993

Marcus T. Hickman
Rennedy, Covington, Lobdell ~ Hickman
3300 Nationsbank Plaza
Charlotte, NC 28260-6082

RI: MU! 3309
lecon Construction Company

Dear Mr. Hickman:
2~

On January 25, 1993, the Federal Election Comissionaccepted the signed conciliation agreement submitted on yourclient's behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of1971, as amended (the Act). Accordingly, the file has beenclosed in this matter as it pertains to Becon Construction
Company.

This matter will become public within 30 days after it hasbeen closed with respect to all other respondents involved.Please be advised that information derived in connection withany conciliation attempt will not become public without thewritten consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
) 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement,

however, will become a part of the public record.
You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to allrespondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will

notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



DEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTIOW CORN! 58 IOU

In the Matter of )
) NUR 3309

Becon Construction Company, Inc. )
)

COUCILIATIOW AGREERDIT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election

Commission ('Commission'), pursuant to information ascertaifb6

in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found reason to believe that

Becon Construction Company. Inc. ('Respondent') violated

2 U.S.c. S 441b(a).

NOW, ThEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondent. having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to *

finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as

follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

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

effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.s.c.

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

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate

that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with the

Commission.

I

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

1. Becon Construction Company, Inc. is a corporation.

2. According to 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), it is unlawful for aoy

corporation whatever to make a contribution or expenditure 193

connection with any federal election.

3. A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling 00

behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owed or leased

by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to offer

commercial services for travel, in connection with a Federal

election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation. 11 C.FR.

S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by regularlY

scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must be the first

class air fare; in the case of travel to a city not served by a

regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be the usual

charter rate.

4. A review of the Dole for President Committee's (the DPC")

records and reports indicated that from January 18, 1988 through

March 8, 1988, the DPC used private aircraft owned by Becon

Construction Company, Inc. (wBeconw), for campaign related travel.

This review indicated that the DPC made payments of $7,512.85 and

$1,500.00 totaling $9,012.85, to Becon which were not made in

advance as required by 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). Becon was not

licensed at the time to offer commercial services for travel.

5. The DPC's documentation also indicated that Becon rendered

$11,487.85 in travel services to the DPC, but DPC only paid
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$9,012.85. The DPC did not offer any documentation which shoved

that the $2,475.00 difference was paid to Becon.

V. 1. Respondent's $2,475.00 reduction to DPC from the ggti~l

and normal charge for the service of its aircraft constituted Dfl

in-kind contribution from a corporation in violation of 2 U.SC.

S 441b(a).

2. Respondent's failure to require payments before

providing travel on its aircraft constituted a corporate

contribution by the Respondent in violation of 2 u.s.c. s 441b(a).
VI. 1. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of two thousand eight hundred fifty

dollars 4$2,8S0.00), pursuant to 2 u.S.C. S 4379(a)(5)(A).

2. Respondent agrees to require advance payment for all

travel furnished to candidates for Federal office for campaign

travel, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

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

or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement

thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the United States District Court for the District of

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondent shall have no more than 30 days from the date

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the
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requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no

other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or oral,

made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not

contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY:

AssociatE General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDE

K~rcus T. Hickman
Special Counsel for
Becon Construction Company, Inc.

Date

~
Date



BEFORE TUE FEDERAL ELECTION'CONNI&8103,

In the Matter of

Owen & Associates, Inc. NUB 3309

-E
GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed

by David Oven. (see Attachment).

In viev of the foregoing and in an effort to conciliate

this matter, the Office of the General Counsel recommends that

the Commission approve the attached Respondent's December 16,

1992 signed agreement.
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I I. RECORNENDATIOS

1. Accept the attached December 16, 1992 counteroffer
from Oven a Associates, Inc.

2. Close the file with respect to Owen & Associate, Inc.

3. Approve the appropriate letter.

Dat/I ~/9~

Attachment

December 16, 1992 Conciliation Agreement

Staff Assigned: Lawrence D. Parrish



BEFORE TUE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Oven & Associates Inc. NUB 3309

CERTI FICATION

I, Marjorie W. Eamons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on January 25, 1993, the

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

actions in NUB 3309:

1. Accept the December 16, 1992 counter-
offer from Oven a Associates, Inc.,
as recommended in the General Counsels
Report dated January 19, 1993.

2. Close the file vith respect to Oven a
Associates, Inc.

3. Approve the appropriate letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated January 19, 1993.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry, Potter,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date

Received in the Secretariat:
Circulated to the Commission:
Deadline for vote:

Sec tary of the Commission

Tues., Jan. 19, 1993 1:19 p.m.
Tues., Jan. 19, 1993 4:00 p.m.
Mon., Jan. 25, 1993 4:00 p.m.

dr



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. OC 20461

February 1, 1993

David C. Oven
Owen & Associates, Inc.
11011 King Street, Suite 260
Overland Park, Kansas 66210

RE: NUR 3309
Oven & Associates, Inc.

Dear Kr. Owen:

On January 25, 1993, the Federal Election Commission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement submitted in
settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the
Act'). Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter as
it pertains to Oven & Associates, Inc.

This matter will become public within 30 days after it has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of
2 u.s.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 3309

Oven and Associates )
)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election

Commission ("CommissiOn"), pursuant to information ascertained

in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found reason to believe that

Oven and Associates ("Respondent") violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondent, having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as

follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

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

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

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

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate

that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with the

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

1. Owen and Associates is a corporation.

2. According to 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a), it is unlawful for *flY

corporation whatever to make a contribution or expenditure tfl

connection with any federal election.

3. A candidate, candidate's agent, or person traveling e~'fi

behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane which is owed or I#ased

by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to offer

commercial services for travel, in connection with a Federal

election must, in advance, reimburse the corporation. 11 C.VR

S 114.9(e). In the case of travel to a city served by r.gwlD#~Y

scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement must be the feret

class air fare; in the case of travel to a city not served ~y a

regularly scheduled commercial service, it must be the usual

charter rate.

4. A review of the Dole for President Committee's (the DPC")

vendor records indicated that the DPC made a total reimbursement

of $9,905.00 to Owen and Associates for use of a private aizplane.

This amount was $1,000 less than the usual and normal charge for

the service of the airplane. The charter rate for the aircaft

was $150.00 per hour and the DPC used 72.7 hours. Therefore the

actual total due for the use of the aircraft was $10,905 ($150.00

X 72.7 hours - $10,905).

5. Furthermore, DPC's payments to Owen and Associates,

totaling $9,905.00, were not made in advance as required by

11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e). Owen and Associates is not licensed to

~L 'i~~::
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offer commercial services for travel.

V. 1. Respondent's $1,000.00 reduction to DPC from the usual

and normal charge for the service of its aircraft constitut*d an

in-kind contribution from a corporation in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

2. Respondent's failure to require payments before

providing travel on its aircraft constituted a corporate

contribution by the Respondent in violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).

VI. 1. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of two thousand and noflOO----

dollars ($2,000.00 ~, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

2. Respondent agrees to require advance payment for all

travel furnished to candidates for Federal office for campalqfl

travel, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

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

or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement

thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the United States District Court for the District of

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondent shall have no more than 30 days from the date

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the
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requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no

other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or

made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not

contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence H. Noble
General Counsel

BY:

neralcounsel

Associa e

FOR THE RESPONDENT:

OeM'J 4

'!Name)
(Position)

Date /,1d4 /'r3

Date
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February 23,

Ms. Anne A. Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
Off ice of the General Counsel
999 3 Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Anne:

Pursuant to our recent phone conversation, I am
requesting a two veek extension for my response
proposed Conciliation Agreement.

formally
to y~

As I mentioned in our conversation, this is a particularly
busy time of year in my publishing business. Ihave a book
due at the printer next Monday. I realize this has all the
makings of a personal problem but any consideration that can
be given viii be appreciated.

I look forward to all of this being behind us. Thank you
for your assistance.

Sincerely,

SE.Morgan

1993

*93

EI~

z

4~2~~n

~369
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

March 3, 1993

Scott 3. Morgan, Esquire
1618 Inverness Drive
Lawrence, Kansas 66047

RE: MLJR 3309
Dole for President Committee
James L. Hagen, as treCSIS(er

Dear Mr. Morgan:

This is in response to your letter dated February 23, 1993,
which we received on xarch 1, 1993, requesting an ezteosi@fl of two
weeks to respond to the proposed conciliation agreement in the
above-cited matter. After considering the circumstances presented
in your letter, the Office of the General Counsel has granted the
requested extension. Accordingly, the requested two week period
will be deemed to have begun on the date of your letter, *~4 thus
your response will be due by the close of business on March 9
1993.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

'$47~4%.*. 4 ~ ~--

Anne A. Weissenborn
Senior Attorney



*
KENNEDY GOVINGTON LOBDELL & HICKMAN

AITOBMEYS AT LAW

NauonsBank Corporate Center
Suite 4200

100 North Tryon Street
Charlone. North Carolina 28202-4006

March 1, 1993

'A.:

Hull ~26Ai1'

Toiqimose 7041111-7400
Facainile 704/131-7598

Lawrence D. Parrish, Esquire
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: Federal Election Commission - Becon Construction
Company - NUR 3309
Our File No. 06423-007

Dear Mr. Parrish:

Pursuant to the Conciliation Agreement executed on behalf of
the Federal Election Commission on January 29, 1993, in the
above-referenced matter, and forwarded to the undersigned by your
letter of February 1, 1993, I am enclosing herewith check of
Becon Construction Company dated February 19, 1993, in the amount
of $2,850.00 payable to the Federal Election Commission in
payment of the civil penalty provided for by said Conciliation
Agreement.

It is my understanding that this matter is now concluded.

Sincerely, C-

Wv T. Hic~grC~ Firm

MTH: e 1
Enclosure

Maim T. Ilickinaa
7O4J3~ 1.7452
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BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISS IOU

In the Ratter of ) SENSITIVE
) NUR 3309

Altman Brothers )
Matthew Clapp )
Lydia Fried )
John King

)
Hartford Insurance Group PAC and )
Robert 3. Rageau, as treasurer )

)
Tele-Com., Inc. PAC and Gary )
K. Bracken, as treasurer )

GEWERAL C~5EL u 5 REPORT

I * BACKGD

As a result of the audit of the Dole for President

Committee, the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe

that six political action committees and 23 individuals made

excessive contributions to the Dole Committee. On September 29.

1992, the Commission voted to enter into conciliation with two of

the political action committees and five of the individual

respondents with regard to their violations. Attached are six

signed conciliation agreements (four individuals and two

1political action committees). The attached agreements contain no

changes from the agreements approved by the Commission on

September 29, 1992. Checks for the respective civil penalties

have been received. The Office of the General Counsel recommends

1. Mr. John Hamilton is the one remaining individual respondent
still in conciliation discussion with this Office for his
excessive contribution to the Dole Committee. A report will be
prepared when the negotiations with Mr. Hamilton are
concluded.

A
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that the Commission accept the attached signed conciliation

agreements and close the tile with respect to those respondents.

I I * RCOIUI3UDAflOS

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with:

a. Altman azothers
b. Matthew Clapp
C. Lydia Fried
d. John King
e. Hartford Insurance Group PAC and Gary K. Bracken,

as treasurer
f. Tele-Com., Inc. PAC and Robert 3. Nageau

as treasurer

2. Close the file as to the above respondents.

3. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

______________ BY:
Date r Los

Associate General Counsel

Attachment
Conciliation Agreements (6)

Staff Assigned: Jeffrey Long



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Altman Brothers;
Mathew Clapp;
Lydia Pried;
John King;
Hartford Insurance Group PAC andRobert J. Mageau, as treasurer;?ele-Com., Inc. PAC and Gary K. Bracken,
as treasurer.

NUR 
3309

CUT! FICATION

I, Marjorie v. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on April 22, 1993, the
Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 3309:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement with:

a. Altman Brothers;
b. Mathew Clapp;
c. Lydia Pried;
d. John King;
e. Hartford Insurance Group PAC and

Gary K. Bracken, as treasurer;f. Tele-Com., Inc. PAC and
Robert 3. Mageau, as treasurer.

(Continued)

'N



S
Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 3309
April 22, 1993

Fag. 2

2. Close the file as to the above
respondents.

3. Approve the appropriate letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated April 17, 1993.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, MeGarry, Votf*r

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date

Received in the Secretariat:
Circulated to the Commission
Deadline for vote:

Sec tary 0 ns ion

Mon., April 19, 1993 2:47 p.m.
Mon., April 19, 1993 4:00 p.m.
Thurs., April 22, 1993 4:00 p.S.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCI'ON. D4~ .114b1

MAY 4, 1993

Joe Lewandowski
Altman Brothers
115 New Street
Glensid., PA 19038

RE: NUR 3309
Altman Brothers

Dear Mr. Lewandovski:

r On April 22. 1993, the Federal Election Commission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement submitted on yov~
behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Ca~siqfl
Act of 1971, as amended (the Act"). Accordingly, the file he'
been closed in this matter as it pertains to Altman Drothers

This matter will become public within 30 days after it has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement
however9 will become a part of the public record.

)
You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISSIOK

In the Hatter of

Altman Brothers ~ MU! 3309)
)

COUCILIATIOU AGRZ3NT

This 3atter was initiated by the Federal Election Coini*.iOn

("Commission"), pursuant to information ascertained in the normal

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities. The

Commission found reason to believe that Altman Brothers

("Respondent"), violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1HA).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Uespoadent, hawing

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to S

finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as tolloVS

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

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

effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.s.c.

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

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. Altman Brothers is a partnership and is a person within

the meaning of 2 U.S.C. S 431(11).

2. No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).

A. .~
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3. The limitations apply separately for each election,
except that all elections held in any calendar year for office of
President of the United States (except a general election Lot *uch
office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(6).

4. Contributions which exceed the limitations may be
deposited into a campaign depository. Xf any such contributions

are so deposited, the treasurer of the recipient committee Cay
request redesignation or reattribution of the contribution by the
contributor in accordance vith Commission regulations. If a
redesignation or reattribution is not obtained, the treasurer
shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's receipt of the
contribution, refund the contribution to the contributor.

11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

V. Respondent made contributions totaling $3,000 to the Dole
for President Committee (the excessive amount of which was not
redesignated to another election, reattributed to another person,

or refunded vithin 60 days of their receipt by the Dole for
President Committee) and thus made an excessive contribution in

violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of five hundred dollars

($500.00), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S.C. s 437g(a)(l) concerning the matters at issue herein
or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.
If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement
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thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the United States District Court for the District O~

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that

all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondent shall have no more than 30 days from the date

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the

requirements contained in this agreement and to so noti fythe

Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, *~d no

other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or

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

contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: ~ ~3 -TB
Lois G. Ler er Date
Associate 9eneral Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

7-

Date
(Position)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINC?'ON. DC *'O4~

MAY '4, 1993

Thomas 3. Lucas, Esq.
Aiken, St. Louis & Silj.g, P.S.
215 Norton Building
801 Second Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98104

RE: NUR 3309

Matthew N. Clapp, Jr.

Dear Mr. Lucas:

On April 22, 1993, the Federal Election commission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement submitted on your
client's behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(l)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). Accordingly, the tile has
been closed in this matter as it pertains to Matthew N.
Clapp, Jr.

This matter will become public vithin 30 days after it has
been closed vith respect to all other respondents involved.
Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

) MUR 3309Matthew N. Clapp, Jr. )

)
COEd LIATIOK AGREEMENT

This matter vas initiated by the Federal Election comeission
("Commission"), pursuant to information ascertained in the normal
course of carryino out its supervisory responsibilities. The
Commission found reason to believe that Matthew N. Clapp, Jr
("Respondent'), violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A)'.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondent, having
participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and
the subject matter of this proceeding, and this agreement has the
effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

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

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate

that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement vith the

Commission.

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

1. Matthew N. Clapp, Jr. is a person within the meaning of

2 U.s.c. S 431(11).

2. No person shall make contributions to any candidate with
respect to any election for Federal office which, in the
aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).



3. The limitations apply separately for each election, except

that all elections held in any calendar year for office of

President of the United States (except a general election for such

office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(6).

4. Contributions which exceed the limitations may be

deposited into a campaign depository. If any such contributions

are so deposited, the treasurer of the recipient committee my

request redesignation or reattribution of the contribution by the

contributor in accordance with Commission regulations. If a

redesignation or reattribution is not obtained, the treasurer

shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's receipt of the

contribution, refund the contribution to the contributor.

11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

V. Respondent made contributions totaling $5,000.00 to the

Dole for President Committee (the excessive amount of which was

not redesignated to another election, reattributed to another

person, or refunded within 60 days of receipt by the Dole for

President Committee) and thus made an excessive contribution in

violation of 2 u.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal Election

Commission in the amount of seven hundred and fifty dollars

($750.00), pursuant to 2 U.S.c. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

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

or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement
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thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the United States District Court for the District @1

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that

all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondent shall have no more than 30 days from the date

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the

requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes th. entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no

other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or oral,

made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not

contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Date AU
Associate General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

2~-~ '~(Name) Date
(Position)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC .!~)46I

MAY 4, 1993

Lydia Fried
9123 Town Gate Lane
Bethesda, MD 20817

RE: NUR 3309
Lydia Fried

Dear Ms. Fried:

On April 22, 1993, the Federal Election Commission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement submitted on your
behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 USSOCOS 441a(a)(l)(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act'). Accordingly, the file has been closed in
this matter as it pertains to you.

This matter vill become public vithin 30 days after it has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 u.s.c. s 437g(a)(4)(s). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISS ION ~

Iu~ the Ratter of
I MUR 3309

Lydia Fried I
- tA

0
z

CONCILIATION AGRZEREN?

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election CommiSSiOn

("Commission")1 pursuant to information ascertained in the normal

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities. The

Commission found reason to believe that Lydia Fried

("Respondent"), violated 2 u.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondent, having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

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

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

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

effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.s.c.

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

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. Lydia Fried is a person within the meaning of 2 U.S.C.

S 431(11).

2. No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).
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3. The limitations apply separately for each election,

except that all elections held in any calendar year for office of

President of the United States (except a general election for such

office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C.

S 44la(a)(6).

4. Contributions which exceed the limitations may be

deposited into a campaign depository. If any such contributions

are so deposited, the treasurer of the recipient committee may

request redesignation or reattribution of the contribution by the

contributor in accordance with Commission regulations. If a

redesignation or reattribution is not obtained, the treasurer

shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's receipt of the

contribution, refund the contribution to the contributor.

11 C.7.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

5. Contributions made by more than one person, except for a

contribution made by a partnership, shall include the signature of

each contributor on the check, money order, or other negotiable

instrument or in a separate writing. A contribution made by more

than one person that does not indicate the amount to be attributed

to each contributor shall be attributed equally to each

contributor. 11 C.F.R. S 1lO.l(k)(2).

6. A contribution shall be considered to be reattributed to

another contributor if the treasurer of the recipient committee

asks the contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a

joint contribution by more than one person and informs the

contributor that he or she may request the return of the excessive

portion of the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint
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contribution and, within sixty (60) days from the date of the

treasurer's receipt of the contribution, the contributors provide

the treasurer with a ~ritten reattribution of the contribution,

which is signed by each contributor and which indicates the amount

to be attributed to each contributor if equal attribution is not

intended. 11 C.F.R. S ll0.l(k)(3).

V. Respondent made contributions totaling $3,000.00 to the

Dole for President Committee (the excessive amount of which Was

not redesignated to another election, reattributed to another

person, or refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Dole

for President Committee) and thus made an excessive contribution

in violation of 2 u.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of five hundred dollars

($500.00), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 u.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue herein

or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement

thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the United States District Court for the District of

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that

all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondent shall have no more than 30 days from the date

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the
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requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no
other statement, promise, or agreement, either vritten or oral,

made by either party or by agents of either party, that is flQt~

contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence H. Noble
General Counsel

BY: ___________ 
_____________

Date
Associate General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

1h3-~9 ~-

am Da t e
(Pos ftion)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCrON. DC .'0441

MAY 4, 1993

John V. King
31 Buckingham Road
Norwood, NA 02062

RE: NUN 3309
John V. King

Dear Mr. King:

On April 22. 1993. the Federal Election Comeission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement submitted on your
behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(lJ(A),
a provision of the Federal Election Ca3paign Act of 1971, as
amended (the Act). Accordingly, the file has been closed in
this matter as it pertains to you.

This matter will become public within 30 days after it has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 u.s.c. s 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of
2 u.s.c. S 4379(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

2'~ ~ >~<
Jeffrey D. Long

Enclosure ParalegalConciliation Agreement
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FEDERAL ELECTION
COMM!SSIONMAIN COPY f~OC~*~

DEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECIOE CONRIS~3RN~ II 18 ~I
In the Ratter of

MUR 3309
John W. King )

CONCILIATION AGREERENT

:2
This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Coami9*~fl

(Commission"), pursuant to information ascertained in the ner~l ~
'F.

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities. Tb. ~'

Commission found reason to believe that John W. King

(Respondent"), violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondent, having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

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

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

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

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

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

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. John W. King is a person within the meaning of 2 U.S.C.

S 431(11).

2. No person shall make contributions to any candidate vith

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 u.s.c. s 44la(a)(l)(A).

-. ' ~4f~
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3. The limitations apply separately for each election,
except that all elections held in any calendar year for office of
President of the United States (except a general election for such

office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.s.c.

S 441a(a)(6).

4. Contributions which exceed the limitations may be
deposited into a campaign depository. it any such contributions
are so deposited, the treasurer of the recipient Committee may
request redesignation or reattribution of the contribution by the
contributor in accordance with Commission regulations. If a
redesignation or reattribution is not obtained, the treasvrer
shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's receipt of the
contribution, refund the contribution to the contributor.

11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

V. Respondent made contributions totaling $2,500 to the Dole
for President Committee (the excessive amount of which was not
redesignated to another election, reattributed to another person,

or refunded within 60 days of their receipt by the Dole for
President Committee) and thus made an excessive contribution in

violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A).

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Federal
Election Commission in the amount of three hundred seventy-five

dollars ($375.00), pursuant to 2 u.s.c. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue herein
or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement



thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the united States District Court tar the District of

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that

all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondent shall have no more than 30 days from the date

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the

requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no

other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or oral,

made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not

contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY: ___________ ______________

Lol sG./Le rner Date
Associate General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

g'i/ Y/iv
me) Date

(Position)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCf'bN DC ~Ib4bI

MAY 4, 1993

Hell. S. Tondro, Esq.
ITT Hartford
Hartford Plaza
Hartford, CT 06115

RE: MUR 3309
Hartford Insurance Group PAC
and Roger J. Rageau, as
treasurer

Dear Counsel:

On April 22, 1993, the Federal Election Coinission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement submitted on your
clients behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 u.s.c.
S 441a(a)(2)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). Accordingly, the file has
been closed in this matter as it pertains to Hartford Insurance
Group PAC and Roger 3. Rageu, as treasurer.

This matter will become public within 30 days after it has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(4)(S). The enclosed conciliation agreement
however, will become a part of the public record.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Ehviosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTIOR CORNISSIOR

In the Ratter of

Hartford Insurance Group PAC ) MUM 3309

and Roger 3. Mageau, as treasurer I

COICXLIATION AGREENENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election ~ou.t*fiofl
N

("Commission"), pursuant to information ascertained in the gi@'~mal ~

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities. T~0

Commission found reason to believe that Hartford Insurance Group

PAC and Roger 3. Rageau, as treasurer ("Respondents), vi@leted

2 u.s.c. S 441a(a)(2)(A).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondents, bavtng~

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to A

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

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents and

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

effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.s.c.

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

II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with the

Commission.

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

1. Hartford Insurance Group PAC is a political committee

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

2. Roger 3. Mageau is the treasurer of Hartford Insurance

Group PAC.
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3. No Eulticandidate political committee shall make
contributions to any candidat, and his authorized political
committees vith respect to any election for Federal office which,
in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.00. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A).
These limitations apply separately to each election, except that
all elections held in any calendar year for the office of
President of the United States (except a general election for such

office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(6).

4. Contributions which exceed the limitations may be
deposited into a campaign depository. Xf any such contributionb

are so deposited, the treasurer of the recipient comittee may
Frequest redesignation or reattribution of the contribution by the

contributor in accordance with Commission regulations. If a
redesignation or reattribution is not obtained, the treasurer

)
shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's receipt of the

contribution, refund the contribution to the contributor.

11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b)(3).

5. The Respondents made a $2,000 contribution to the Dole for
President Committee on September 3, 1987, and a $5,000
contribution to the Dole for President Committee on February 22,
1988. Respondents received a refund of the excessive amount
($2,000) on May 30, 1988, which was not within the prescribed time
limits as set forth in the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended.
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V. Respondents made an excessive contribution totaling $2,000

to the Dole for President Committee in violation of 2 U.s.c.

S 441a(a)(2)(A).

VI. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of five hundred dollars ($500),

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VI!. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

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

or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement
V

thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the United States District Court for the District of

Columbia.
?f) VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that

all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has
0

approved the entire agreement.

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

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the

requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commission.
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X. This Conciliation Agreement Constitutes the entire
agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no
Other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or oral,
made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not
contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

BY: 
_____ 

~Lois G.~Ler~*~ Date
Associate General Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

N

(Nam 
Date~

(Pos t on)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2t)44~~

MAY L~, 1993

Cohn R. Stoner, Assistant Treasurer
Tele-Com., Inc. PAC
P.O. Box 5630
Denver, Colorado 80217

RE: NUR 3309
Tele-Com., Inc. PAC and
Gary K. Braken, as treasurer

Dear fir. Stoner:

On April 22, 1993, the Federal Election Comission
accepted the signed conciliation agreement submitted on your
behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). Accordingly, the file has
been closed in this matter as it pertains to Tele-Com., Inc. PAC
and Gary K. Braken, as treasurer.

This matter will become public within 30 days after it has
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply witn respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

4
-J

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



337013 TEE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

I MUM 3309Tele-Communications, Inc. PAC
and Gary K. Bracken, as treasurer I

I
COEd LIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

("COmmission'), pursuant to information ascertained in the normal

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities. The

Commission found reason to believe that Tele-Communications, Inc.

PAC and Gary K. Bracken, as treasurer ("Respondents'), violated

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

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondents, having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

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

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents and

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

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

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

II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with the

Commi ss ion.

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

1. Tele-Communications, Inc. PAC is a political committee

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

2. Gary K. Bracken is the treasurer of Tele-Communications,

Inc. PAC.
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3. No person shall make contributions to any candidate with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000.00. 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A). For

purposes of the Act's li~tations on contributions and

expenditures, the term "person" includes a political committee

that has not qualified as a multicandidate political committee.

4. A multicandidate political committee may make

contributions up to $5,000 to an authorized political committee.

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A). The term multicandidate committee'

means a political committee which has been registered under

section 433 for a period of not less than 6 months, which has

received contributions from more than 50 persons, and has made
contributions to five or more federal candidates. 2 u.s.c.

S 441a(4).

5. These limitations apply separately for each election,

except that all elections held in any calendar year for office of

President of the United States (except a general election for such

office) shall be considered to be one election. 2 U.S.c.

S 441a(a)(6).

6. Contributions which exceed the limitations may be

deposited into a campaign depository. If any such contributions

are so deposited, the treasurer of the recipient committee may

request redesignation or reattribution of the contribution by the

contributor in accordance with Commission regulations. If a
redesignation or reattribution is not obtained, the treasurer

shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's receipt of the
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contribution, refund the contribution to the contributor.

11 C.i.a. S 103.3(b)(3).

7. Respondents made a $2,000 contribution to the Dole for

President committee on tI~mber 24, 1987, then requested and

received a $1,000 refun5~n March 3, 1988. Respondents

subsequently made a contribution of $1.000 to the Dole for

President Committee on March 29, 1988.

V. Respondents made an excessive contribution to the Dole for

President Committee in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A).

VI. Respondents viii pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of seven hundred and fifty

dollars ($750), pursuant to 2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

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

or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement

thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the United States District Court for the District of

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that

all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

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

this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the

requirements contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commission.
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X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no

other statement, ~romise~~ r agreement, either written or oral,

made by either par or agents of either party, that is not

contained in this agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

DY:
Lois G
Associate General Counsel

Date

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

/,
Date(Name) Cohn R. Stoner

(Position) Assistant Treasurer
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ATTVNEYS AT LAW

818 CONNECilCUT AVENUE, N.W., SUITE 1100
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20006

(202J 721-1010
FACSIMILE: [2021 728-4044

93JtJNtO PnIZ*.oo

June 10, 1993

- HAND DELIVERED -

Lawrence D. Parrish
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Suite 657
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Parrish:

Enclosed please find the signed Conciliation Agreement as we discussed for the
Commission's approval. If you have any questions or comments, please contsct me at (202) 728-
1010.

Sincerely,

Lyn Utrecht

Enclosures
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S Ec\~~~
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSj)J~

In the Matter of SENSITIVE
)H & W Aviation ) NUN 3309

Browning-Ferris Industries )

)
GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On October 29, 1991, the Commission found reason to believe
that nine corporations violated 2 u.s.c. S 44lb by making

contributions to the Dole for President Committee (the "Dole

Committee"). On September 29, 1992, the Commission determined

to enter into negotiations with the above-mentioned Respondents,

directed towards reaching a conciliation agreement in settlement

of this matter prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

(See General Counsel's Report, dated September 21, 1992.) These

two Respondents are the only remaining corporate Respondents in

this matter.

H & W AVIATION

On November 30, 1992, this Office received a letter from

Ms. Geraldine Price, responding on behalf of H & W Aviation

("H £ W"), requesting that no civil penalty be assessed in this

matter. (See Attachment 1). Ms. Price is employed by H & N as
an accountant, and was the person who handled the accounting for

H & N's charters. Ms. Price asserts that the amount charged to

the Dole Committee for use of its aircraft "was certainly in

line with charges made to other clients."
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Ms. Price has enclosed, along with H a V's response, copies

of the charter flight invoices for the four charters before and

one charter after the Dole Committee's charter. The following

is a list of these charters:

Charter 22, 12-02-87, hourly rate, $ 757
Charter 23, 12-04-87, hourly rate, $1,087
Charter 24, 12-29-87, hourly rate, $1,200
Charter 25, 02-19-68, hourly rate, $ 8871
Charter 26, 03-04-88, hourly rate, $1,017
Charter 27, 03-16-88, hourly rate, $1,150

The calculated average hourly rate of the above charters is

$1,016. The hourly rate charged to the Dole Committee for its

March 4, 1988 charter was $1,017.

Although H a V agreed to reduce the Dole Committee's

original quoted charter amount by $2,750, in an effort to

collect as much as possible, it appears that the amount agreed

upon still fell within the standard fare charged by H & V to

other individuals which chartered its aircraft during that same

time period.2

Based upon the foregoing, this Office recommends that the

CommiSsion take no further action in this matter and close the

file as it pertains to H & W Aviation.

1. Charter 26 is the charter for the Dole for president
Committee.

2. There was a dispute between H & W and the Dole Committee
about the amount charged for the charter. The original amount
quoted was $14,750. In an attempt to resolve this dispute,
H & V reduced the amount of the charter by $2,750. The actual
amount paid by the Dole Committee for the charter was $12,000.
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BR~UNING-FERRIS INDUSTRIES

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed

by counsel for Browning-Ferris Industries ("BFI"). (See

Attachment 2).



I I. RECONREMDATIoIS

1. Accept the attached June 10, 1993 counteroffer from
Browning-Ferris Industries.
2. Close the file with respect to Browning-Ferris

Industries.
3. Take no further action against H & W Aviation.

4. Close the file with respect to H & W Aviation.

4
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5. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

~k&zzL2~I2±5 BY: ~eral

socia

Attachment

1. 3 & V December 7, 1992 letter
2. SF1 December 7 1992 letter
3. SF1 June 10, 1993 letter

Staff Asaigned: Lawrence D. Parrish



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

H & V Aviation; ) MUR 3309
Browning-Ferris Industries.

CERTI FICATION

I, Marjorie V. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on June 28, 1993, the

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

actions in RUR 3309:

1. Accept the June 10, 1993 counteroffer from
Browning-FerriS Industries, as recommended in
the General Counsel's Report dated June 22,
1993.

2. Close the file with respect to
Browning-Ferris Industries.

3. Take no further action against H & N
Aviation.

4. Close the file with respect to H & V
Aviation.

(continued)



Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 3309
June 28. 1993

Page 2

5. Approve the appropriate letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel's Report
dated June 22, 1993.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, RcGarry, Pottef,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Secr ~tary of the Coissiofl

Received in the Secretariat: Wed., June 23, 1993
Circulated to the Commission: Wed., June 23, 1993
Deadline for vote: Mon., June 28, 1993

10:50 a.3
11:00 am.
4:00 p.m.

bj r



FEDE~RAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCrON D( 2044,

*JUL~ 7, 199~

Lyn Utrecht, Esq.
Oldaker, Ryan & Leonard
818 Connecticut Avenue, 26W, Suite 1000
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. Utrecht:

On June 28. 1993, the Federal Election Commission .0~.pt*d the
signed conciliation agreement submitted on your client's behS IC in
settlement of a violation of U.S.C. S 2 U.S.C. S 44lb(a~, a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as *~nded
("the Act). Accordingly, the file has been closed in this tt@r
as it pertains to arowning-Ferris Industries.

This matter vill become public within 30 days after it haS
been closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Please
be advised that information derived in connection with any
conciliation attempt will not become public without the written
consent of the respondent and the Commission. See 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(4)(D). The enclosed conciliation agreement, hovever,
will become a part of the public record.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) still apply with respect to all
respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission vill
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. Please note that the civil
penalty is due within 30 days of the conciliation agreement's
effective date. If you have any questions. please contact me at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

A~v
Lawrence D. Parrish

Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

'~A~ ~



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'a) ~

IntheMatterof )
) MUR 3309

Browning-Ferris Industries )

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT
C
C ~2

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission (t m Connis~'),

pursuazt to i formation ascertained m the normal course of carrying out its supervisomy

re~~Jjtjes The Commission found reason to believe that Browning-Ferris lixhuiries

("RespolKient') violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission aix! the Respondent, having partie~,med in

informal methods of cot~iliation, prior to a finding of probable cause to believe, & hamby

agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and the subject ~ter of

this proceeding, aix! this agreement has the effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2

U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(AXi).

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no action should

be taken in this matter.

Ill. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with the Commission.

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

1. Browning-Ferris Industries is a corporation.

2. According to 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a), it is unlawful for any corporation whatever so

make a contribution or expenditure in connection with any federal elections.

~1&2 ~>



3. A cwlidaw, candidate's agent, or person traveling on behalf of a candidate who

uses an airplane which is owed or leased by a corporation, other than a corporation licaued

to offer commercial services for travel, in com~tion with a Federal el~tion uwat, in

advance, reimburse the corporation. 11 C.F.R. f 114.9(c). In the case of travel to a city

served by regularly scheduled commercial service, the reimbursement umat be the first class

air fare; in the case of travel to a city not served by a regularly scheduled commercial

service, it must be the usual charter rate.

4. A review of the Dole for President Committee (the WDPC*) r~ and reports

indicated that from May 1,1967 through November 18, 1987, the DPC umed private aiwaft

owned by Browning-Ferris Industries for campaign related travel. This xevw indicated that

the DPC made 2 paymests (November 20, 1987 payment for $2,414.00 and March 15, 1968

payment for $1,254.00), totaling $3,668.00 to Browning-Ferris Industries wbich we not

made in advance as required by 11 C.F.R. § 114.9(e). Browning-Ferris Imhistries was wt

licensed at the time to offer commercial services for travel.

V. BR requested payment from the Dole Committee in advance of the use of the

airplane, and reviewed each trip to insure that full payment was received. In only two

instances payment was inadvertently made after the date of travel. In both instances BR

claims that it was unclear at the time of the trip whether the trip was campaign-related. and

in both instances, reimbursement was made within a few days of the travel.

VI. Respondent's failure to require payments before providing travel on its aircraft

constituted a corporate contribution by the Respondent in violation of 2 U.S.C. f 441b(a).



VII. 1. Reapomlsit will pay a civil paulty o the Federal Election Commission I.

the amount of six lauKired dollars ($600.00), parwmt to 2 U.S.C. I 437g(aXSXA).

2. RespoixiCit agrees to zu~ufre advance payment for all travel ftirnliud to

candidates for Federal office for campaign travel, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 1114.9(e).

VIII. The Commission, on request of anyoee filing a complaint uuxler 2 U.S.C I

437g(aXl) concerning the matters at ismie herein or on its own motion, may review

compliance with this agreement. If the Commission believes that this apeint or any

requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the UnIWd

States District Court for the District of Columbia.

IX. This agreen3zt shall becon eflbctive as of the date that all paths lur~o have

executed and the Commission has approved d~ entire agreen~

X. Respondeut shall have no more than 30 days from the date this ap~u3at

becomes effective to~ly with and implement the requirements contained in this

agreement and to so notify the Commission.

XI. This CorKiliation Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties

on the matters raised herein, and no other statement, promise, or agreen~m, either written

or oral, made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not contaiu3cl in this written

agreement shall be enforceable.

3



FOR THE COMMISSION:

LawmKe M. Noble

General Cawud

BY:

Associate General Cmzuel

FOR THE RESPONDENT:

Oldaker, Ryan & L8omxd
Attorney fw~ Browning-
Ferris Imlustries
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20*3

'..'LY 7, 1993

Geraldine A. Price
MassMutual
One Benham Place
9400 North Broadway9 Suite 700
Oklahoma City, OK 73114-7493

RU: KUR 3309

U & V Aviation

Dear Ms. Price:

On October 29, 1991, you were notified that the t.der*1
Election Commission found reason to believe that 3 & V AviSti@fl
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

After considering the circumstances of the matter, the

Commission determined on June 28, 1993, to take no further .~tiofl

against U £ V Aviation, and closed the file as it pertains to H & W
Aviation. The file will be made public within 30 days after this

matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved.

You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of

2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(l2)(A) still apply with respect to all

respondents still involved in this matter. The Commission will

notify you when the entire file has been closed.

The Commission reminds you that discounting the hourly rate

for the Dole Committee Charter appears to be a violation of
2 u.S.C. S 441b. H & V Aviation should take immediate steps to
insure that this activity does not occur in th. future.

If you have any questions1 please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely, ()

~N
~~~'enceD.Parrish

Attorney



Owen & w
Associates, Inc. J~L 1? David C. Owen, Pr.~~4Oflt

July 1, 1993

Lawrence D. Parrish, Eaq.
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E. Street NW
Waahin~toa, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Pan~h,

In response to our telephone conversation, please find enclosed our check in the

amount of $2,000 as full settlement of the above matter.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely.

/49~~z
David C. Owen

DCO/sw

End.

11011 KIng Street, Suite 260 * Overland Park, Kansas 66210 * (913) 409-5615 * FAX (S1~ 469-1662
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMNISSI9I '7

In the Matter of )
MUR 3309

)
John J. Hamilton )
The RBA Group ) SENSITIVE

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

a. John 3. Bamilton

On September 29, 1992, the Federal Election Commission y0t*d

to enter into pro-probable cause conciliation vith John

3. Hamilton with regard to an excessive contribution mad. to ti~*

1Dole for President Committee ("Dole Committee"). During itS

reviev of the Dole Committee's record, Commission auditors fCVV~d

that Mr. Hamilton had paid $2,000 on March 30. 1987, 50 that t~*

and a friend could attend a Dole Committee fundraiser.

Mr. Hamilton had made one earlier contribution to the Dole

Committee in the amount of $25.00. The Dole Committee refunded to

Mr. Hamilton the excessive amount of $1,025 on June 28, 1987, O(

90 days after receipt of the second contribution.

1. Of twenty individuals discovered to have made contributiofl5
to the Dole Committee in amounts over twice the legal limit, the
Commission has already voted to take no further action against
fifteen.



b. The RBA Group

On September 29, 1992, the Commission also voted to enter

into pre-probable cause conciliation with the RBA Group with

regard to a $2,000 contribution from this corporation to the £?~5J

Committee. The Commission's audit of the Committee's records

revealed that, on or about December 2, 1987, the RBA Group made a

$2000 contribution to the Committee drawn on a corporate accori~'

The president of the corporation has stated in an affidavit

submitted in this matter: that the $2,000 payment vas for the

purchase of tvo tickets to the New Jersey Tribute to Senator ~Qb

Dole dinner on December 6, 1987; and that he vas unavare of *'~Y

impropriety" in purchasing the tickets vith an ISA check. 1I~

president of RSA also stated in his affidavit that it vas hIS

understanding that the principals of the corporation had

reimbursed either the company or the Dole Committee vith pere9flhl

funds and that the Dole Committee had returned the check. ott,.r

than the affidavit, the Commission has no evidence of either the

reimbursement or of the $2,000 corporate check having been

returr.ed by the Committee.

II. ANALYSIS

The excessive contribution made by Mr. Hamilton totals

$1,025.

Given the relatively small amount involved, and the current status

of this matter, this Office recommends that the Commission take no



.3..

further action as to the violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A) by

Mr. Hamilton.

Th. president of The RBA Group also set forth in his

affidavit his recollection that its $2,000 contribution was

returned by the Dole committee and replaced with personal fVAdS

Although no other docuMentation has been provided in *~pport of

these arguments, this Office recommends that, in light of tWe

successful resolution of the outstanding issues with reSpeCt tO

Dole for President, campaign America, and all other resp@flddP~*

and the status of this matter as a whole, the Comissi@fl t& ~

further action with regard to this respondent's appet~t vi*i*t~~

of 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

III. RECO.UIUUD&TIOUS

1. Take no further action with regard to John 3. Uemilt@fl
and The RBA Group.

2. Approve the appropriate letters.

1/~2 OI'?3

Date
General Counsel

Staff assigned: Anne weissenborn, Lawrence Parrish
and Jeffrey Long



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

John 3. Hamilton;
The RBA Group.

)
)

MUR 3309
)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie V. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal glectio

Commission, do hereby certify that on July 22, 1993, the

Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the £ollovluaq

actions in RUR 3309:

1. Take no further action with regard to John J.
Ha3ilton and The iSA Group.

2. Approve the appropriate letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel's Report
dated July 20, 1993.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, EcOarry, ?otter,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

7".23-VA
Date ar or Eons

Sec tary a Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Tues., July 20, 1993 2:27 p.m
Circulated to the Commission: Tues., July 20, 1993 4:00 p.m
Deadline for vote: Fri., July 23, 1993 4:00 p.m.

bj r



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASNINCrON DC 20461

JULY 29. 19~3

CON? I DENTIAL

John Hamilton
1030 Union Street
Suite 15
San Francisco, CA 94133

RE: NUR 3309

Dear Kr. Hamilton:

On November 21. 1991, you vere notified that the Federal
Election Commission found reason to believe that you violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). On December 2, 1991. you submitted a
response to the Commissions reason to believe findiap.
After considering the circumstances of the matter, the cemission
determined on July 19, 1993, to take no further actios a~1*St YOU.
and closed the file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437; (a)(12) RO

longer apply and this matter is now public. In additLon, although
the complete tile must be placed on the public record vithim JO
days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or le;al
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as s@w~ as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~.ASHINCTON DC 20*1

JULY 29, 1993

John 3. Nalorana. Esquire
RBA Group
1 Evergreen Place
P.O. Box 1927
Morristown, NJ 07962-1927

RE: MV, 3309

Dear Mr. Majorana:

On October 29, 1991, you were notified that the ftderal

Election Commission found reason to believe that ISA Group 
,t.lSt@d

2 U.S.C. S 441b. On December 17, 1992, mBA Group *ubmitt*4 C

response to the Commission'S reason to believe finding * 
After

considering the circumstances of th. matter, the CoiniaSi@S

determined on July 19, 1993, to take no further action against ISA
Group, and closed the file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at z U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12) no

longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although

the complete file must be placed on the public record within JO

days, this could occur at any time following certification of 
the

Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal

materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as

possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before

receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions9 please contact me at (202)

219-3400.
Sincerely.

Lawrence D. parrish
Attorney



w w
DEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CORNI5~j~ **' ,~ -

In the Matter of ) SENSITIVE
Dole for President Committee ) NUR 3309James L. Hagen, as treasurer )
'empalgn America
Judith P. Taggart, as treasurer

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

I. BACEGROWID

Attached are two conciliation agreements, the first signed by
Scott 3. Morgan, counsel for the Dole for President Comitte., and
the second signed by Kenneth A. Gross, counsel for Campaign

America.



~4 -~

II. 33C01U1D&TZOUS

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement vith
the Dole for President Committee and James L. Ufefli
as treasurer.

2. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with
Campaign America and Judith F. Taggart, as tresgurer.

2. Close the file.

3. Approve the appropriate letters.

-7,3
Dat

General Counsel

Attachments

1. Letter and Conciliation Agreement, Dole for President
2. Letter and Conciliation Agreement, Campaign America

Staff Assigned: Anne A. Weissenborn
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Dole for President Committee and
James L. Hagen, as treasurer;

Campaign America and Judith F.
Taggart, as treasurer.

MUR 3309

CERTI FICATION

I, Marjorie V. Emuons, Secretary of the Federal 3lectlon

Commission, do hereby certify that on July 19, 1993, the

Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the follovin9

actions in MUR 3309:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement with the
Dole for President Committee and James L.
Hagen, as treasurer, as recommended in the
General Counsel's Report dated July 13, 1993.

2. Accept the conciliation agreement with
Campaign America and Judith F. Taggart, as
treasurer, as recommended in the General
Counsel's Report dated July 13, 1993.

(continued)



0
Federal Election Commission
Certification for IIUR 3309
July 19, 1993

Page 2

3. Close the file.

4. Approve the appropriate letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel's Report
dated July 13, 1993.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McGarry, Potter,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decisions Coinlssloot

McDonald did not cast a vote.

Attest:

or e
Secre~ary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Tues., July 13, 1993
Circulated to the Commission: Wed., July 14, 1993
Deadline for vote: Mon., July 19, 1993

4:37 p.m.
11:00 am.
4:00 p.m.

bj r



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2O4b~ JULY 29,199~

U,
Scott 3. Morgan, Esquire
1618 Inverness Drive
Lawrence, Kansas 66047

RE: MUR 3309
Dole for President committee
James L. Hagen, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Morgan:

On July 19, 1993, the Federal Election Commission accepted
the signed conciliation agreement and civil penalty submitted on
your clients' behalf in settlement of violations of 2 U.S.C.
SS 434, 441a(b)(1)(p4, 441a(f), and 441b, provisions of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act), and
of 26 u.s.C. 5 9035(a). Accordingly, the file has been closed in
this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 u.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within 30
days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed
conciliation agreement for your files. Please note that the civil



Scott 3. Norgan, 3squire
page 2

penalty is due within 30 days of the conciliation agreement's
effective date. We ask that you provide the Commission vi~h
copies of the checks used to make the required ref~ands of all
outstanding prohibited and excessive contributions.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely.

Anne A. Weissenborn
Senior Attorney

3nclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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WORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

*~0 1

In the Matter of )
)

MUR 3309
Dole for President Committee )

and James L. Hagen, as treasurer )

CONCIUATION AGREEMENT

This matter was Initialed by the Federal Ele~ion Commission (CommiuIon'), puusuant to

information ascertained in the normal ~urse of cariylng out Its supervlsoey respomIbIUUm~ ThU

Commission found reason to believe that the Dole for President Committee and Janwe L

Hagen, as treasurer, (Rsspondents") violated 2 U.S.C. 5434, 441a(b)(1)(A). 441a0. and 441t~

and 26 U.S.C. 59035(a).

NOW, THEREFORE. the Commission and the Respondents, having pu1lc~utsd in hEorrV,~

mettiods of ~ncllIation. prior to a finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby qine as

foflows:

I. The Commission has jurlsdlWon over the Respondents and the subje~ msr of

this proceeding, and this agreement has the effed of an agreement entered pumasuW fo 2

U.S.C. S 437g(a~4)(A)(O.
II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no adion

should be taken in this matter.

Ill. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with the Commission.

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

1. The Dole for President Committee is a political committee within the meaning

of 2 U.S.C. § 431(4).

2. James L Hagen is the treasurer of the Dole for President Committee.

3. The Dole for President Committee was the principal campaign committee of

United States Senator Robert Dole during the 1988 presidential primary eledion campaign.

4. During the 1987-88 eledion cycle Campaign America was a multicandidate

political committee within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. § 431(4) and 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(4).

5 In 1986 and 1987 Senator Dole served as "honorary chairman of Campaign

America.

8. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 431 (8)(A) and 11 C.F.R. 5 100.7(a), 28 U.S.C.

59032(4) and 11 C.F.R. 59032.4, a contribution includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance,

or deposit of money or anything of value made for purposes of influencing a federal eledion.

"Anything of value" includes in-kind contributions. 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)(1)(iii).



7. V~Aen - individual becomes a candidate, any funds receIved, losiw oWbWd
or disbursements made in connection with his or her campaign prior to becoming a candidte
shall be deemed to have been received, obtained, or made as an agent of hIS or her campaign.

11 C.F.R. 5101.2(b).
8. Funds received and payments made solely for the purpose of detenniniuig

whether an individual should become a candidate. I.e., for teating-the-waters. are not

contributions or expenditures for purposes of the Act. If the Individual subsequently becomeS U

candidate, the funds received andlor expended become contributions subject to the reporting

requirements and limitations of 2 U.S.C. 5434 and 441a(b). 11 C.F.R. 5 100.7(bXIXI).
9. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(2)(A), no multicandidate political committee

may make contributions to any candidate and his or her authorized political comnias with

respect to any election for Federal office which, in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.

10. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f), no political committee may kno~*I~y accept
contributions in excess of the limitations established at 2 U.S.C.5 441a(a).

11. In 1968 and 1987, Campaign America expenditures in lows on behalf of

Senator Robert Dole constituted testing-the-waters expenditures totaling $41 ,8S7U bellW
In-kind contributions when he became a candidate.

12. In 1988 and 1967. Campaign America expenditures in New ~npalilrS Out

behalf of Senator Robert Dole constituted testing-the-waters expenditures totaling $5359.42 W*d

became in-kind contributions when he became a candidate.
13. Campaign America made a total of $47,247.24 in expenditures an beliaff of

the Dole for President Committee, thus exceeding the $5,000 statutory limitation on contributiofl
by $42,247.24

14. Pursuant to 2 u.s C § 441a(b)(1)(A) and 441a(c) and 28 U.S.C. ~ 9035(a). no

candidate for the office of President of the United States, who is eligible under SectIon 9033 of
Title 28 to receive payments from the Secretary of the Treasury. may make expenditures in any

one state aggregating in excess of the greater of 18 cents muhiplied by the voting age population

of the state, or $200,000.00, as adjusted by changes in the Consumer Price index. Exce~ for

expenditures exempted under 11 C F.R § 1082. expenditures incurred by a candidate's

authorized committee(s) for the purpose of influencing the nomination of that candidate for the

office of President with respect to a particular state shall be allocated to that state. 11 C.F.R.

§1 06.2(a)(1).
15. For the 1988 presidential primary elections, the expenditure limitation for the

State of Iowa was $775,217.60. Respondents exceeded this limitation by $304065.44.
16. For the 1988 presidential primary elections, the expenditure limitation for the

State of New Hampshire was $481,000. Respondents exceeded this limitation by $284064.46.
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17. Pusmant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441b, N Is prohibited for pohilci commIttees

knowingly to accept contributions from corporate entitles.

18. Respondents knowingly accepted dived and In-kind contributions totaling

$64,043 from corporate entities; $7,201 has been refunded. These contilbutlons include two

uses of corporate aircraft for which the Committee made reimbursements which ware a total of

$3,750 less than the normal and usual charges for the services provided. $56,842 remains

unrefunded.

19. Pursuant toll C.F.R. 5114.9(e), a candidate, acandldatesagent, ova

person traveling on behalf of a candidate who uses, in connction with a federal election, an

airplane which is ~d or leased by a corporation, other than a corporation licensed to offer

commercial services for travel, must reimburse the corporation In advance for the costs involved

In such transpoitation.

20. Respondents used the aircraft of 15 corporations for which they made 26

payments totaling $54,264.85. Theme payments ware not made in advance of the travel

involved. Included in this figure is a $2475 lnldnd contrIbution from a corporation which

accepted a payment which was $2,475 lame than the amount blUed for use of the abu used by

Respondents. AN other amounts for use of corporate aircraft have been paid.

21.2 U.S.C. 5 441a(aXl)(A) limits to $1,000 per election the amount which wiy

individual. partnership, or political committee which is not a multicandidate committee may

contribute to a candidate or his or her authorized committee.

22.Respondents knowingly accepted a total of $239,131.81 in contributions from

418 individuals which exceeded their respective $1,000 limitations; all necessary refunds have

been made.
23.Respondent knowingly accepted a total of $4,000 in contributions from three

partnerships. P and D Realty Company. Bertram Associates, and Altman Brothers, which

exceeded their respective Si ,000 limitations. $2,000 has been refunded. $2,000 remains

outstanding.

24 Respondents knowingiy accepted a total of $8,375 in contributions from

seven political committees which exceeded the Committees' respective $1,000 limitations;

$7,375 has been refunded. $1,000 remains outstanding.

25. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 9003.3(a)(1)(iii), presidential candidates are

permitted to accept contributions to a legal and accounting compliance fund prior to nomination

for use it the candidate becomes a candidate in the general election. Such candidates are also

permitted to deposit into such a compliance fund redesignated contributions which exceed the

contributors limitations for the primary election. If the candidate does not continue into the

general election, any contributions made with respect to that election must be refunded.



m~at in ~u~ww,4l. C~USb
$8. Ra~sn~ ~~espM aS ~

dalaple ammlbss in camldisd apsus.
V. ftuinpondsis knowingly aam~sd 542,24724 in

mbasul~in~a..um.,m.Campaign America, in violation of 2 U.S.C., 448a(f). The esgire 42,2q.24
-emS

VI Reapondsb acssdsd aS primary cunpulgn mpendffium U~us ~
of rim and New ItampuNre by a total of $588,140.90, in violation of 2 USC. 5 441a~(1XA)
sal RB U.S.C. 5 9035(A).

VII. Respondav~s knowingly a~s~.d w~uibitions totaling $84,043 hm corporate
wileS, in violatIon of 2 U.S.C. 544Th. $56,842 remains unrefunded.

VIII. Rsapmide.~ failed to make edvance paymeMs totaling $8434.85 maSus of
corporate aircraft, in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b. $2A75 remairm unpaW~

IX. Reapondaats bo~y acupled armulwe coaMbijess Uh~~1StM
Oem 410 inib, in visMam ER U.S.C. 5 44b(I). M anwusy ~

X. Rs~mbuaa ~ aonaplad min~ coIbdmnuaim~ ~
puIneuuh~ in viohlwi 0(2 USC. 5 441a(I). ~,0W mmabw uue*ualad.



Xl. Raspondents krs~vIngOy ecc~d massive COntrWxAIOII totallag 56.375 in

contributions from seven political committees, In violatiOn 012 u.s.c. § 441a(f). 51.000 remains
unrefunded.

XII. Respondents failed to refund or to obtain redeslgnatlonS or regtrlbsAlOn for

$48,598.55 in contributions to a legal and accounting compliance fund within Sixty days of the

date upon which the Republican Party nominated a candIdate for the office of President m 1966.

in violation of 2 U.S.C. 9 441a(f). All necessary refunds have been made.

XIII. Respondents failed to report the receipts and dlubwssmeflts of elglWW delegate

committees in consolidated reports, m violation 012 U.S.C. 9434.

XV. Respondents will refund all outstanding excessive and prohibited ~@flhU1biAlOi15.

This Is a total of $104,564.30. Such contributions will be refunded either diredly to the oulghW

contributors or to the U.S. Treasury.

XIV. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Federal Election CommISSIOn in the

amount of One Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00). pursuant to 2 USC. 9 437@(SXSXA)
xvi. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint under 2 U*.C.

9 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue herein or on its ~' motIon. 11W 9WYIW

compliance with this agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreeiiwrW or any

requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the United 5l8S~

District Court for the District of Columbia.

XVI. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that all partieS hereto have
executed same and the Commission has approved the entire agreement.

XVII. Respondents shall have no more than 30 days from the date this agreement

becomes effective to comply with and implement the requirement(s) contained In this agreement

and to so notify the commission

XVIII. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties

on the matters raised herein, and no other statement, promise, or agreement. either written or

oral, made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not contained in this written

agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION: F R T E RESPONDENTS:~ 7443
Lawrence M. Noble Date S . Morgan Date

General Counsel Counsel, Dole for President
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ASHINCTQN DC 2O46~

,IULV 29.. 1993

Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Weagher & Floe
1440 New York Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20005-2107

33: MIX 3309
Campaign America, Inc.
Judith F. Taggert,
as treasurer

Dear Kr. Gross:

On July 19. 1993, the Federal Election Commission accepted
the signed conciliation agreement and civil penalty submitted on
your clients' behalf in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(2)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended (the Act). Accordingly, the file has been
closed in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)C12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within 30
days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Please be advised that information derived in connection with
any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(4)(5). The enclosed conciliation agreement,
however, will become a part of the public record.



* *~ '

Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire
page 2

Enclosed you viii find a copy of the fully executedConciliation agreement for your f lies. Please note that the civilpenalty is due vithin 30 days of the conciliation agreement'seffective date. If you have any questions, please contact me at(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely.
~ 4 ~ r~A 4~. 64/eA sEt '%2 -

Anne A. Weissenborn
Senior Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

MUR 3309
Campaign America )
Judith F. Taggart, as treasurer )

COEd LIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

("Commission"), pursuant to information ascertained in the normal

course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities. Tb.

Commission found reason to believe that Campaign America a~d
Judith F. Taggart, as treasurer, ("Respondents") violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(2)(A).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondents, having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

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

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents and

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

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

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

II. Respondents have a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate

that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with ~

Commission.

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

1. Campaign America is a registered multicandidate

political committee within the meanings of 2 U.S.C. 5 431(4) and

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).



-2.-

2. Judith F. Taggart is the treasurer of Campaign

America.

3. I~ 1)86 and 1967 United States Senator Robert Dole

was the 'honora~~ ~ ~irman' of Campaign America.

4. 2 U.~' . S 4~a(a)(2)(A) and 11 C.F.R. S ll0.2(a)(l)

limit to $5,000 the amuuf~t which a multicandidate Committee may

contribute to any candidate and his or her authorised political

committee with respect to any election for Federal office.

5. 2 U.S.C. S 431(S)(A) defines 'contribution' to
include anything of value provided to any person for purposing of

influencing a Federal election.

6. 11 C.P.U. S l00.7(a)(l)(iii)(A) defines 'anything of

value to include all in-kind contributions.

7. 11 C.P.U. S l00.7(b)(l)(i) excludes from the

definition of 'contribution' funds received for the purpose of

determining whether or not an individual should become a

candidate, i.e.9 for 'testing-the-waters' for a future candidacy.

If that individual does later become a candidate, the same funds

become contributions for purposes of the Federal Election Campaign

Act ('the Act"). See also 11 C.F.R. S 101.3.

8. In 1986 and 1987 Respondents sponsored a series of

events in the state of Iowa, prior to the registration of the Dole

for President Exploratory Committee on March 13, 1987, including

the following:

a. A February 7, 1987, town meeting in Orange City;

b. A February 12, 1987, town meeting in Dubuque;



3-

C. A February 22. 1987, town meeting in Des Moines;

d. A February 23, 1967, breakfast meeting in

Davenport.

9. Invitation postcards for the town meetings sponsored

by Campaign America used the same for3at and picture of Senator

Dole, and vere printed by the same Iowa firm, as vere invitation

postcards later used by the Dole for President Committee. The

Campaign America postcards contained the sentence, 'During this

meeting I would like to hear your views and concerns while sharing

some of my own with you regarding our shared Republican future.

10. Campaign America produced a memorandum dated

February 16, 1987, which in part discussed 'Quad City Issues.

Davenport, Iowa, is one of the Quad Cities. The memorandum also

included a section entitled 'Offer Iowans a Friend in the White

House.'

11. Campaign America expenditures in 1987 related to the

four events in Iowa cited in Section IV, 4, included $14,684.35

for the town meetings and breakfast meeting, $10,214.70 in staff

expenses, and $6,522.50 and $1,476 for staff interstate

transportation, for a total of $32,897.55.

12. Campaign America also made expenditures in Iowa

totaling $8,990.27 for a telemarketing program designed in part to

create a list of supporters of Senator Dole. The survey data was

used with respect to Campaign America events in Iowa in January

and February, 1987.

13. The Campaign America expenditures in Iowa on behalf

of Senator Robert Dole cited at Section IV, 11 and 12 constituted
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testing-the-waters expenditures totaling $41,867.82 and became

in-kind contributions when he became a candidate.

14. Campaign America made 117 expenditures to various

towns on behalf of Senator Robert Dole in New Hampshire in 1986

and 1987 for voter lists. These payments totaled $3,136.26.

15. Campaign America 3ade expenditures on behalf of

Senator Dole in New Hampshire in 1966 and 1967 for a business

telephone, the number of which was later used and paid for by the

Dole for President Committee. These payments totaled *2.223.16.

16. The Campaign America expenditures in New Hampshire

on behalf of Senator Robert Dole cited at Section IV. 14 and 15

constituted testing-the-waters expenditures totaling *5.359.42 and

became in-kind contributions when he became a candidate.

V. Respondents made a total of $47,247.24 in in-kind

contributions in Iowa and New Hampshire on behalf of Senator

Robert Dole, thus exceeding the $5,000 limitation on contributions

to the Dole for President Committee by $42,247.24, in violation of

2 U.s.c. S 441aCa)(2)(A).

VI. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Federal

Election Commission in the amount of Twelve Thousand Dollars

($12,000.00) pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue herein

or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement

thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for
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relief in the United States District Court for the District of

Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date
that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondents shall have no more than 30 days from the
date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement

the requirement contained in this agreement and to so notify the

Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire
agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and no
other statement, prosise. or agreement, either written or oral.

made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not

contained in this written agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

~ ~14i#7 7 2~
- Lawrence N. ?$'oble Date
General Counsel

FOR T RES~OMQV~2 .~

/
___________ a..

Da
Kenneth A. Gross
Attoiney for Caipaign k~rica
Jtxiith F. Taggart, as Treasurer



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 204b

JULY 29, 199~

Steven W. Katz. Esquire
Katz & Pantirer
1325 Morris Avenue
P.O. Box 685
Union, NJ 07083

RE: MUR 3309

Bertram Associates

Dear Kr. Katz:

This is to advise you that this matter is nov closed. the
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437; (aHl2) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days,
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. while the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions. please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely.

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney



w FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSiON
~4SH~N(AON DC OJb~

JUt.Y 2Q, 1Q93

Marcus T. Hickman. Esquire
Kennedy Covington Lobdell & Hickman
3300 NCNB Plasa
Charlotte, NC 28280-6000

RE: NUR 3309
Secon Construction company

Dear Mr. Hickman:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The

confidentiality provisions at 2 U.s.c. S 437;(a)(12) no longer

apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, althouqh the

complete file must be placed on the public record vithin 
~@ days

this could occur at any time following certification 
of the

Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal

materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as

possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before

receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissiofls

will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions. please Contact me at (202)

219-3400.
Sincerely,

/

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

JuLY 29, 1993

Philip S. Deck, Esquire
Kirkland & Ellis
200 East Randolph Drive
Chicago, IL 60601

33: HUE 3309
Cont ran

Dear Mr. Beck:

This is to advise you that this matter is mow cl@e.4. The

confidentiality provisions at 2 u.s.C. S 437ig(a)(12) so 1.09.1

apply and this matter is now public. In addition. altbouh the

complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 dayS
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. It you vish to submit any factual or legal

materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as

possible. While the file may be p laced on the public record before

receiving your additional mater a s, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions. please contact 3e at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

g .1

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney



I,

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA$HgNCTON, DC 20463

dULY 29; 1993

Geraldine A. Price
H & V Aviation
9400 North Broadway 1700
Oklahoma, OK 73114

RE: RUR 3309

Dear Ms. Price:

This is to advise YOU that this matter is now clod. rhe
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no bagel
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the

complete tile must be placed on the public record within 30 dayS
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal

materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the tile may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissiOfls
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,
p

~
Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney

-. ~'A~ ~
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSiON
WASHINCTON DC 20463

JULY 29, 1Q93

Jonathan Ballet
Jenner & Block
601 Thirteenth Street, MV
Washington, DC 20005

RE: NW 3309
Long Lines Limited

Dear Rr. Ballet:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer

apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, although the

complete tile must be placed on the public record within 30 days,

this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commissions vote. If you vish to submit any factual or legal

materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as

possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before

receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions. please contact me at (202)

219-3400.

Sincerely.

~
Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
.WI7SYi wAsHIN(;Jo% DC

,WLV 29, 1993

David C. Owen
Owen and Associates
11627 West 112th Street
Suite 102
Overland Park, NJ 66210

RE: RUR 3309

Dear Kr. Oven:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. 'lb.
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. Xn addition, although tb.
complete tile must be placed on the public record within 30 days
this could occur at any time folloving certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soofl *5

possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,
/

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

JULY 29, 1993

Mr. David P. Romano
P and D Realty Company
Norris Canal Plaza
1070 US Highway 46
LedgewOOde, NJ 07852

RB: MUR 3309

Dear Hr. Romano:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no l@~*f
apply and this matter is now public. Zn addition, *lthou~h the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 3@d*yS
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or l.q8l
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soofl as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissioflB
viii be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions. please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely.
/

~.

Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~V~SHING1ON DC 204M

~JU1Y 29, 1q92

Joseph F. Levandovski
Altman Brothers
115 New Street
Glenside, PA 19038

RE: NUR 3309

Dear Kr. LevafldOvski:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisiOns at 2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(12) no longer

apply and this matter is now public. In addition9 although the
complete tile must be placed on the public record within 1@d.ys.
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission'S vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal

materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before

receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissiOfls
vill be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions. please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

A.
Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D( 2O4b~

JULY 29; 19~3

Betty Ray Atkins
21 Canaan Close
New Canaan, CT 06840

RE: KUR 3309

Dear MS. Atkins:

This is to advis, you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is nov public. In addit ion al thou~ the
complete tile must be placed on the public record within 30 days,
this could occur at any tim following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissionS
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions1 please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

I,

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC .'044,I

JULY 29, 1993

Mitmi Ayala
744 Lake Terrace Circle
Davis CA 95616

as: NUR 3309

Dear Ms. Ayala:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. Yb.
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437; (a)(12) me longer
apply and this matter is now public. In adds tion, although the
complete tile must be placed on the public record within 30 days,
this could occur at any time following certification of the
comission's vote. If you vish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ WASHINGTON. D( 2t4b~

Jul v' 2Q, 1Q93

Floyd Ayers
19838 Encino Brook Street
San Antonio, Texas 78359

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Ayers:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(l2) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commissions vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissionS
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal

4



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN( TON D( 2044,

w JULY 29, 19Q3

Thomas 3. Lucas, Esquire
Aiken, St. Louis & Slijeg
1215 Morton Building
801 Second Avenue
Seattle, VA 96104

RE: NUB 3309
Natthev N. Clapp. Jr.

Dear Mr. Lucas:

This is to advise you that this matter is nov closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record vithin 30 days
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

~~cL
Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~%ASHtN(;rON DC 2044)1

JULY 29, 1993

Edna Davol
40 Holbrook Avenue
Rumford, RI 02916

RI: RU! 3309

Dear Ms. Davol:

This is to advise you that this matter is nov closed, fiRe
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(l2) no longer
apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, although the
complete til. must be placed on the public record within 30 dayS
this could occur at any time folloving certification of the
Commission's vote. If you vish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soofl as
possible. While the tile may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissi@fl5
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

X~~i1
Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC 2046J

JULY 29, 1Q~

Doris Freeman
1103 Edgevater Drive
Orlando, FL 32804

RB: NUR 3309

Dear Ms. Freeman:

This i~ to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.s.c. s 437y(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is nov public. Zn addition, .1 though the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days,
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file u&y be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

~erely.

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2O4~3

JULY 2~, 1993

Lydia Fried
*6 Vendome Court
Bethesda, MD 20817

a3: NUR 3309

Dear Ms. Fried:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. Ihe
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record vithis 30 days.
this could occur at any time folloving certification of the
Commissions vote. if you vish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTONOC 2G4~

JULY 79, 1993

Willis Hesseiroth
4433 Sea Forest ~,riv.
~iawah Island, SC 29455

RE: HUH 3309

Dear Hr. Hesseiroth:

This is to advise you that this matter is nOW closed. lbs
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a~(l2) me loa,@t
apply and this matter is nov public. Zn addition, altb.~b the
complete f ii. must be placed on the public record vitbia Ode 5.
this could occur at any time following certificatiofl of the
Commissions vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as SoOn Cs
possible. While the tile may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissiOnS
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

It you hav, any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(TON DC 20Gb

JULY 2~, 1q93

John V. King
31 Suckingham Road
Norvood, NA 02062

RE: HEiR 3309

Dear Hr. King:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. 'Ihe
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition9 although the
complete tile must be placed on the public record vithin 30 days
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. if you wish to submit any factual or leg1
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions. please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely.

~
Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~%ASHINGTON.DC 204b1

.JULY 29, 1993

Maurice Lancaster
12204 Aihambra
Leawood, KS 66209

RE: KUR 3309

Dear Kr. Lancaster:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. Tb.
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(l2) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days.
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commissions vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soOn as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

~</4K 2 ~X~jJ'
Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCrON DC 204b3

JULY 29, 19q3

Katherine F. McCoy
P.O. Box 2413
West Palm Beach, FL 33402

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Ms. McCoy:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record vitbin 30 days
this could occur at any time folloving certification of the
Commissions vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissiOfi'
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D( 2(~46I

JULY 29, 1993

Robert whitelaw
Obermayer, Rebmanfl, Maxwell & flippel
14th Floor Packard Building
Philadelphia, PA 19102

RE: MUM 3309

Dear Mr. Whitelaw:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The

confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 431g(a)(l2) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the

complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days

this could occur at any time following certification of the

Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal

materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as

possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before

receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3400.

Sincerely.

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION~fl,~j) WAsHIN(;Jo% U( 20461

JULY 29, 1993

Richard W. Schuermann, Jr., Esquire
Emens, Hurd, Regler & Ritter Co., LPA
65 E. Stat. Street, Suite 1800
Columbus, OH 43215

RE: MUR 3309IJ.E. Patrick

Dear Mr. Schuermann:

This is to advise you that this matter is nov closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days,
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commissions vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
viii be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC .'O*I

JULY 79, 1993

James G. Vetter, Jr., Esquire
Godvin, Canton & Maxwell
3300 NCNS Plaza
901 Main Street
Dallas, TX 75202

RE: MIII 3309
Lonnie Ken Pilgrim

Dear Mr. Vetter:

This is to advise you that this matter is nov closed. The
confidentiality provisions at a u.s.c. s 437g(a)(l2~ so looger
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete tile must be placed on the public record within 30 dayS
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Comissions vote. If you vish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely.

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 20*1

JULY 2Q, 1Q93

Donald H. Piser
45 West 60th Street
32K
New York, NY 10023

33: NUN 3309

Dear Mr. Piser:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. 'lIie
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as *oofl as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible subuissiOfl5
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey LongLParalegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC 20461

IULY 29, 1993

Dennis V. Griffiths, Esquire
3850 Three Nil. Lane
NcMinnville, Oregon 97128

RE: NUR 3309
Delford N. Smith

Dear Kr. Griffiths:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 u.s.c. S 437(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is nov public. Zn addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days
this could occur at any tim following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. while the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials. any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeff rey Long
Paralegal

'4'&~. ~C~I
2~.~



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~%ASHINCTON. DC 20461

JUlY 2~, 1993

Leroy C. Tombs, Jr.
8304 Oakland
Kansas City, Kansas 66011

RB: NUR 3309

Dear Kr. Tombs:

This is to advise you that this matter is nov closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longef
apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, although the
complete file aust be placed on the public record vithln 30 dayS
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soofi as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

f~/7, ~
Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



:7-:

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~SHINGTON DC 20463

JuLY 29, 199~

Edmund S. Wartels
Crow Hill Road
Mt. Risco, NY 10549

RE: WUR 3309

Dear Hr. Wartels:

This is to advise you that this matter IS now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437w (a)(l2) no 19@f
apply and this matter is now public. In addition. although the
complete tile must be placed on the public record within 30 days.
this could occur at any time following certificatioll of the
Comission's vote. It you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely.

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal

~.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ASHI\CTON DC 20461

JULY 29, ~99'

William Oldaker. Esquire
Manatt, Phelps. Philips & Kantor
Suite 200
1200 Mew Eampshire Avenue, NW
Washington. D.C. 20036

33: flUX 3309
Dave Williams

Dear Kr. Oldaker:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(l2) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete tile must be placed on the public record vithin 30 days.
this could occur at any time following certification of the
commission's vote. If you vish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions. please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely

~~ ~Y4 ~ J
Jeffrey Long
Faralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA~,HINCTON. DC 2044,1

JU9Y 2Q, 1993

Carla L. Saunders, Treasurer
U.S. Federation of
Small Businesses PAC
208 G Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

RE: MUM 3309

Dear Ms. Saunders:

This is to advise you that this matter is nov closed. Tb.
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437y(a)(l2) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days,
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

.tf you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
2l9~ 3~J0.

sincerely,~44:) ~ j~
Jeffrey Long
paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI~4CfON. DC 2I44,~

*WLY 29, 1993

Gary K. Bracken, Treasurer
Tele-communications, Inc., PAC
P.O. Box 5630
Denver, Co 80217

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Bracken:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. TheConfidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longerapply and this matter is now public. In addition, although thecomplete file must be placed on the public record within 30 daysthis could occur at any time folloving certification of theCommission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legalmaterials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon aspossible. While the file may be p laced on the public record beforereceiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

~1~i 1.
Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2044d

w JULY 29. 19Q3

3. Todd Johnson, Esquire
Jones Day. Reavis ~ ?ogue
Metropolitan Square
1450 G Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005-2088

33: 31)3 3309
Ernst & Young LOS Angeles
PAC and
Marry D. Slaughter. III 85
treasurer

Dear Mr. Johnson:

This is to advise you that this matter is nov cloaed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 u.s.c. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days.
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissiOfl5
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



S 0

FEDERALELECTION COMMISSION
SHINCTON DC 20461

JULY 29, 199~

Vigo G. Nielsen Jr., Esquire
Nielsen, Merksamer, Uodgson,

Parrinello & Mueller
591 Redwood Highway, Suite 4000
Mill Valley, CA 94941

RE: MUR 3309
Pluor Corporation and
Andrew M. Schwartz, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Nielsen:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days,
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

sincerely,

~K2~4 A ~

3effrey LongParalegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20461

JULY 29~, 1993

Robert 3. Nag.au, Treasurer
Rartford Insurance Group FAC
Uartford Plaza
Rartford, CT 06115

Attn: Nenry Katz

RE: KUR 3309

Dear Kr. Katz:

This is to advise you that this matter is nov closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Comission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

It you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400 -

Sincerely,

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~A4,SNINCTO% DC 2OM~

JULY 29, 1993

Carol A. Laham, Esquire
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

13: KUR 3309
General Electic Company
PAC and Robert V. Wolson,
as treasurer

Dear Ms. Laham:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. Tb.
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no longer
apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record vithin 30 days.
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Comission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soOfi as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissIonS
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

~/~t J A4~
Jeffrey Long
Paralegal



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*1

AUGUST 2, 1q93

Lfl Utrecht, Esquire
aker, Ryan & Leonard

ais Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suit. 1100
Washington, DC 20006

RE: MUR 3309
Browning-Ferris Industries

Dear Ms. Utrecht:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The
confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(l2) no longer
apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days,
this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before
receiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

(a~,w_ / _
Lawrence D. Parrish
Attorney
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'jFEDERAL E~.ECTION ION
WASHINC TON DC 20Gb)

_ 4~24i~
~ WAY R3fOmajmgu

TO: OGC, Docket

730K: Philomena Brooks
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Receiy~

We recently received a check from
_______________________, check numberriI7Zi~4i~ ,and in the amount oAttaWa~IIiIj~of the check and any corres a e thatvas forwarded. Please indicate below the accoumt into whichit should be deposited, and the NUR number and name.

~in~inminmmmminmmmm~mm

TO: Philomena Brooks
Accounting Technician

730K: OGC. Docket~QG..

In reference to the above ~,hheci~ in the amount ofthe RUi number is ~ and in the name of
The account intov c t s ou e epos te is n icated below:

Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 9573875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other: _____________________________

aA4tc Q6.~&~ 8-~g-q~Signature I Date
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~ I I ~ - CLOSE~) F EDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA$HINCTOe1i DC 20*)

IWO WAY RUWORANDI

OGC, Docket

Philomena Brooks
Accounting Techo !cidi7

805J3ct: Account Determination for Funds Received

check number

a check
and in the amount oAt ac copy of the check and any cart..was forvarded. Please indicate below the account into whichit should be deposited, and the IP~ number and name.

mmmm minmmm mmmm mm mm ~

TO: Philomena Brooks
Accounting Technician

OGC, Docket

In reference to the above check in the amount oftk~e Mui number is ~3QE.... and in the name of
The account intov c t s ou e epos te s in icated below:

Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 9573875.16

I Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

O~4~
Signature

Date

TO:

730K:

FROM:



SAUJ *USOIPTUON . I
Civil Penalty - MUR 3309 $1 N, ON. ~0

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMAlEE. INC.

~~sxmm

SIGWFII4NK

pAyegne Hundred Thousand and 0I100'''~~ DOLLARS S * 100, WI.00

United States Treasury
c/a Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20#63

~S2mOO2Id.~us

8/17/93

10
116

6318

'~4e5

.us~S.USinWY@4V4 -~
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August18. 1993

Mr. Lawrence M. Noble, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 3309
Dole for President Committee, Inc.
James L. Hagen, as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Noble:

As per the conciliation agreement fully executed on 7/29193 regardIng MUR 3309.

please find the following:

1) Check #8318 in the amount of $100,000.00 for payment of the clvi penalty.
2) Check #6317 in the amount of $30,867.06 for payment to the U.S. Treasury

in lieu of refunds made directly to contributors.
3) Copies of refunds made directly to contributors totalling $73,697.24

The combined total of 2) and 3) above is $104,564.30 which agrees with the amount
of outstanding excessive and prohibited contributions as noted in Article XV of the
conciliation agreement.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 3031220-5433 or Scott E. Morgan
at 9131842-6268.

Respectfully,

James L. Hagen, Treasurer
Dole for President Committee, Inc.

Enciosures
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-. . ,SOSSPfg@N __________

~1 -- A A~7 A~
vww 9 ~ U * VW

CoflttibUtlofl Refunds (EXCeSS 1 ~~orpor.tei

Dole For President Committee, Inc. (C0021 3850)

RE: MUR 3309

- 'I
- - - -- -

- -j.~---;~ .'-.-:-~~-- -. -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.

N

w * ~mamn*~ BS*~

-- DOI.E uun riuuui ~inuuw~. "'~*
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-~ inmCRIxK
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* ~ -

~LGwIwIL4!1r~
Auaust 17 93

PAThI~~Y Thousand Eight Hundred Sixty Seven and 06/100******** DOLLARS ,*30S67K*

United States Treasury
c/c Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20a163

3/17/93

6317

'6

if



Contribution Refund

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMItTEE. INC. Sf6 BA
~ VA

Auaust 18 . 93

*AV FOIIY

10
1IU

Two Thousand Two Hundred Fm-tv seven

Campaign America
900 Second Street1 NE. *iia
Washington. DC 20002

and 2~/100*****o *
DOLLARS S #2,2#7.2S*

~OOOO~ 28 I u:o 5E.ooI.o8~II: ~S2mOO2I.~cIhu

t

- WVO4 V-S

*sso RIP TI ONMit

Sf17193

'a

6281

N-



* s~cm op To ow -

Contribution Refund

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITIEE. S.c.
U-

Auaust 1? . 93

PAY *Two Thousand Seven Hundred Fifty and ~ DOLLARS .eLZUJR±~.

H $ W Aviation
9400 North Broadway, #700
Oklahoma City. OK 73114

~oooo~2a2U2I:o5Boo~o8~Im: ~

6117193

A ~

$2 * 750 * 00

6282 7
Was

10
M

mm



S~WI P~ WV4 V4

OEICmIPTION

Cofitributlon Refund

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COUMIlTEE. INC.
tinXx~mX Sf6 WF BA

August 17. ~.g3

PAY *On. Thousand and ~DOLLARS sfl.JMML
Owen £ Associates
11827 W. 112th Strest
Overland Park, KS 66210

I*J~A..

U'oooo~.283':o5~oo~oa'II: £~5~mmOO~I.E.~.9uu I

3117193

To
1,.

6283



A A

iii~~iniiii 0ESC~IPTOM I
Contribution Refund $1 ,@W.oO

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE. INC.

mmin ~LGWrBAl~I
Auaust 17 ~ 93

*()g~. Thousand and WI100 DOLLARS s~JtM43L.
r -i

to Ballet Umited Partners
1621 N. Olden Avenue
Trenton, NJ 08638

u'oooo~au.r ~u:os~oo',oaqu: E5~-OO2l,~.&q~
-A.-

3117153

6284

h~4.s

K.



- ~ ~4
V*.sCmPgOu I

~1g I________
I I

Contribution Refund *

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE. INC.
mxx ~LGWFR 4r~

Aucust 17 p9)

PAY *011. T1I0U5~nd and OOIlW***************************************eebLLAA* *±L..M±..

Clinton Commons Associates
1621 N. Olden Avenue
Trenton, NJ 08639

umnflflnK~. ,~ c; m0 s~ooI.oecIs: ~5 2-00 2I.~.E.cIUu

.~ .~

8117193

10
lIE

mm
0

6285

~4ssI



is~ - #ein ww~. ~e

Contribution Refund

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMEnTEE. INC. SIGWJ7BA

Auaust 17 .93

PAY*TWO Hundred and 00I100***~**~**~**** DOLLARS $±ZMaM±.

Columbia Management
137 Washington Street
Norwell, MA 02061

~3 S ~"'OO ~

8117193

[
$200.00

10
"U

6286

Was



DAIC OE3@~IPT~@W I -

Contribution Refund $1 ,WO.0@

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMErFEE. INC.
6287SIGWFBAN~

August 17 .93

PAY*One Thousand and 00/1

1,

0

Committee for Humane Legislation. Inc.
11 West 60th Street
New York, NY 10023

.:n ~nnLnaqm:L~J~LY.D' --

8117193

DOLLARS ~



V.
I SESCRIPTION I - .

Contribution R*fund $1 .000.0.

DOLE FO~ PRESIDDIT COMMIUTEE. INC.
1~1

SIGWFRMErf

Auoust 17 .93

p~y *OPA Thousand and 00/ 100************~******** ******~~OLLA KS 6ZJMLM±.

10
lIE

D - J Company
The First Place
6821 East Kellogg
Wichita, KS 67207

~&

6/17193

6288

W40



IU.POSVVO4V'S

DESCRIPTION
-I a

Contribution Refund $1 P . 00

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMiTTEE. INC. 816 ~LTR4

Auaust 17 .~3

undOne Thousand and @OIiW* ~ OOLLARS~.L.BBIaM~...~
1

10 East State Street Assoc. LP
1621 Olden Avenue, N.
Trenton, NJ 08638

uOOOO~28~Iu .:os~oo'.oa~i': ~52-OO~~F~

:~,

I
8/17 ,~3

6289

V4u



OE3QRIPTS@N [ ~oww

Contribution Refund

DOLE FOR PRESUENT COMfIrIEE. INC.
~LGWIWBAJ~4

Auaust 17 ~3

S'On. Thousand and WI100*~~**~~******************************.* DOLLARS o±L9M.ML
r ~1

Edward White £ Co.
Warner Financial Center
5950 Canoga Avenue, Suite 200
Woodland Hills, CA 91367

hhoooo~ouucu:osBoo~oa~u: B5~-OO2'~~Iu

61171*3

* -

$1,000.00

1~U

6290

W'.s
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Contribution Refund

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMIlTEE. INC.

hIAVSiX

1~6

6291
~LG~L T BAIY~

Auaust 17 ~m93

Hundrd and OS/i **********~~

George Eschbaugh Advertising
Box 130
Wilson, KS 67~9O

OOLLAR6 e5M.M.~..

Ai~L&~aL~ inhLq~-~.

.nnnnr. 2q ~ -.:os~oo'1 oaq': ~.S 2-00 ~~7.

.7.

6117/53 $4"."



.~ ~smm me v4DEICRIPTION I
Contribution Refund

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMIrlEE. INC.
1~~W~CW~M)WC ~LGwIwIL4Ai~

Auaust 17 ~93

PAY*O~ Thousand and 00/1 00**************************.**********

To
TIE

OP

DOLLARS s±Lt
Kwik International Color LTD
111 EIghth Avenue
New York, NY 10011

rA~4AAh~&k '~.. A~-Iusj ~.

uOOOOB~ci~h. ':052.OO'.O8'11 B 5 ~usOO 2'.~q.'

6,17193
$1,000.00

6292

5~~

Np~~



* P~ ~4 V4

DISOftIPTION -

8/17193 ContributIon R*fund $750.00

'-S

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE. INC. SIG~~'B4NK 6293

~mmmin~~x
August 17 in93

MY 5 SVefl Hundred Fifty and 0/100~~~ DOLLARS S±ZUJ~..W
r -~

Lauren K. Welch, M.D.
32~3 E. Murdock, Suite 601
Wichita, KS 67208

~oo0o~ 2~ 31 ':0 s~oo'.oeq': ~ 52-00 2I.B~33



* sin.ps~um WV.., wa
SAft OSSOftIPTIOW j Miami

Contribution Refund $11000.00

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT CouMrrTuE, mc. SIG WV BA
August 17 ~3

PAOne Thousand and OO/lO@***************************** ******.** OOLLA~S S~.OW.@~
I-

Leslie Enterprises
Box ~56
Saticoy, CA 9300w

L.44uLq .

uoooo~. ~cI mu. *:o 5~OOL.Oe~Iu: ~52mOO2u~~quu-5~* 
.74-

SI171~3

p

TO
116

6294

Was
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ousom, PyloN

Contribution Refund

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE. INC.
inKKXu~XSR
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. DC mai

TI~ WAY R33~ANDUN

TO: OGCU Docket

FROK: Philomena Brooks
Accounting Techn clan

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

6 We recently received a check from /
check r

iti~acpy~dktbe rnmbe
and in the amount check and any corres

was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the RUN number and name.

mmmmmmmm mmmm mmm mmmm mmmmm mmmmmmm mine mm inwinmmmminmmmmm~m

TO: Philomena Brooks
Accounting Technician

FROK: OGCD Docket

In reference to the above check in the amount of
, the NUN number is J3~ and in the name of

The account into
v c t ou e eoste s n catedbelow:

Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 9573875.16

V Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other: ____________________________

OA~& OIt p~dG4~~.
Signature Date



CAMPAIGN AMERICA
W4AT@R 303 DOLE

Ho.oraryc~irmn

August 5, 1993

Mr. Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: NUR 3309
Campaign America, Inc.
Judith F. Taggart,

As treasurer

Dear Kr. Noble:

In the above-identified matter/conciliation agreement,
enclosed is Campaign America's check in payment of the civil
penalty to the Federal Election Commission in the amount of
Twelve Thousand Dollars ($12,000.00) pursuant to 2 U.S.C. sec.
437g(a) (5) (A).

If you have any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

0-Anne L. Coe
President & Executive Director

Enc.

900 Second Street, N.E. Suite 118 Washington, D.C. 20002 202/408-5105 Fax 202/408-5117
~ T.ap.~.. .zpsm F~i hr b, CAMPAIGN AMURIC&

' 1:
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCT0td. DC 20*3

TWO WAY 3m3AJDuN

TO: 00c1 Docket

13Cm: Philomena Brooks
Accounting Technician

StJSJ3Ct: Account Determination for Funds Received

check number~ a check from
, and in the amount oA tac e copy of the check and any correwas forwarded. Please indicate below the account into whichit should be deposited, and the HEIR number and name.

mrnmmmumm~~m

TO: Philomena Brooks
ACCOU~tI~g Technician

FROM: OGC, Docket &(A~ C2..CL

In reference to the above check in the amount of$ 0. * the HEIR number i~ ~Q9j and in the name of
The account intov c t ou e epos te is in icated below:

Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 9573675.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other: ____________________________

Signature 
Date



OLDAKER, RYAN & LEONARD
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

818 CONNECTICUT AVENUE. N.W.

SUITE 1100
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20006

FJ~ r -

K.

~UG 2~ ii 44 flf V33

202) 728-1010

FACSIMILE (20.~) 728-4044

August 20, 1993

Mr. Lawrence Noble
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 3309

Dear Mr. Noble:

Enclosed is the payment of the civil penalty in the above-referenced matter.

Sincerely,
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DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE EXHIBIT A

PAGE 1 OF 7

Prohibited Contributions

Under Section 44lb of Title 2 of the United States Code,
it is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution or
expenditure in connection with any election at which presidential
and vice presidential electors or a Senator or Representative in,
or a delegate or Resident Commissioner to, Congress are to be
voted for, or in connection with any primary election or political
convention or caucus held to select candidates for any of the
forgoing offices, or for any candidate, political committee or
other person knowingly to accept or receive any contribution
prohibited by this section.

Section lO0.7(A)(1)(iii) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states that the term 'contribution' includes a
gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of money or anything
of value. The term 'anything of value" includes all in-kind
contributions. Unless specifically exempted under 11 C.r.R.
SlOO.7(b), the provision of goods or services without charge or at
a charge which is less than the usual and normal charge for such
goods or services is a contribution.

Section 103.3(b)(1) states that, contributions that
present genuine questions as to whether they were made by
corporations may be, within ten days of the Treasurer's receipt,
either deposited into a campaign depository or returned to the
contributor. If any such contribution is deposited, the Treasurer
shall make his or her best efforts to determine the legality of
the contribution. If the contribution cannot be determined to be
legal, the Treasurer shall, within thirty days of the Treasurer's
receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to the
contributor.

Section 103.3(b)(4) states that any contribution which
appears to be illegal and which is deposited into a campaign
depository shall not be used for any disbursements by the
political committee until the contribution has been determined to
be legal. The political committee must either establish a
separate account in a campaign depository for such contributions
or maintain sufficient funds to make all such refunds.

Receipt of Contributior~ from Corporations

The Audit staff reviewed the Committee's
contribution records for the period February 1987 through April
30, 1988, and identified 250 contributions from corporations
totaling $75,771.08, which were not refunded or not refunded in a



DOLE FOR PRESIDENT CONRITTEE EXHIBIT A
PAGE 2 07 7

timely manner.*/ Included in this total are three in-kind
contributions, totaling $3,820.82.

The first in-kind was related to a $12,000.00
payment the Committee made to an air charter company for air
travel. According to documentation from the committee's vendor
files, the $12,000.00 charge "represented a discount from the
standard fare of $14,750.00" and was arrived at to compromise
between the above figure [$14,750.00I and the partners" price
which would have been $9,800.00." The auditors concluded that the
Committee had received an in-kind contribution from the air
charter company in the amount of $2,750 ($14,750.00 - $12,000.00)
which is the difference between the normal charge for this service
and the amount paid by the Committee.

The second in-kind was related to a $9,905.00
reimbursement to a corporation for use of a private airplane. The
Committee withheld $1,000.00 of the actual $10,905.00 cost of this
rental due to the $1,000.00 transportation expense exemption from
the definition of contribution allowed by 11 C.F.R. slOO.7(b)(8).

The auditors verified that the actual cost of this
rental was $10,905.00. However, it is our opinion that 11 C.F.R.
Sl00.7(b)(8) applies to individuals, not to corporations. (Also
see Exhibit B for further discussion of this item.)

The third in-kind was related to a $70.82 charge on
Elizabeth Dole's Committee credit card for four rooms and
telephone charges at an Iowa motel. The documentation for this
charge in the Committee's vendor files contained a notation that
one-half was donated by an Iowa company. Since this company was
incorporated, the Audit staff concluded that an in-kind corporate
contribution had resulted in the amount of $70.82.

Of the 250 corporate contributions discussed above,
the Audit staff identified 25 refunds totaling $7,201.00, which
were not made timely. In the Interim Audit Report, it was noted
that 10 of the 25 refunds not made in a timely manner were
determined from the disclosure reports and needed audit
verification (i.e., copies of the front and back of the negotiated
refund checks). These 10 items are noted on Attachment 11.

*/ Section 103.3'b) of the Code of Federal Regulations was
amended effective April 8, 1987. However, it is the opinion
of the Audit staff that these contribution refunds were not
made within a reasonable time as required by the previous
regulation.
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A separate account was not established by the

Committee for deposit of possible illegal contributions. However1
the Audit staff reconciled the Committee's bank accounts to

disclosure reports for the period February 1987 (inception~

through April 1988. The misstatements in financial activity were

immaterial. The reported ending cash balances were as follows:

Report Period

Inception - 3/31/87

4/1/87 - 6/30/87

7/1/87 - 9/30/87

10/1/87 - 12/31/87

1/1/88 - 1/31/88

2/1/88 - 2/29/88

3/1/88 - 3/31/88

4/1/88 - 4/30/88

Ending Balance*/

$ 208,742.71

1,685,502.24

2,214,821.68

2,208,682.83

4,153,698.85

836,445.98

374,415.37

519,912.58

Based on these ending cash balances, it appears

that the Committee 3aintained sufficient funds to make any
necessary refunds.

The Committee was provided with a schedule of the

corporate contributions.

In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff recommended

that the Committee either submit evidence demonstrating that these

contributions were not received from corporations, or refund the

$68,570.08 ($75,771.08 - $7,201.00) in prohibited contributions

and present evidence of such refunds (i.e., copies of the front

and back of the negotiated refund checks). In addition, it was

recommended that copies of refund checks be submitted for the 10

unverified refunds.

The Audit staff further recommended that the Committee

provide additional information relating to the second in-kind

discussed above ($1,000) including the circumstances surrounding

the payment, the identity of the passenger(s), whether the

passengers were volunteers and an explanation of why the Committee

applied the volunteer exemption to this payment.

*/ Also see Exhibit C., Apparent Excessive Contributions.
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In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit Report.
the Committee Treasurer addresses each of the three in-kind
contributions mentioned in this finding. He contends that the
first in-kind ($2,750), which was related to a $12,000 payment for
a chartered aircraft payment, was not a reduction from the fair
market value for the services provided.

The Treasurer explains that a dispute arose between the
Committee and the charter company when the Committee was billed a
higher amount than was originally estimated. He adds that letters
were exchanged and eventually the amount originally billed,
$12,000, was paid by the Committee.

The Treasurer notes that although a memo dated April 7,
1988 to the Commfttee from the charter company states that the
billing represented a discount from the standard fare of $14,750,
the Committee believes that the $12,000 easily meets fair market
value for the services provided. He continues that '...(tihe fact
that in negotiating terms, a company states that it is giving a
campaign a break does not mean that it, in fact, has given the
campaign a break outside the normal course of business.

The Treasurer concludes that 'luinless the auditors
believe that $12,000 was too little and has evidence other than an
attributed comment made as part of a business negotiation, DFP*/
stands by its claim that it paid fair market value.'

It is the opinion of the Audit staff that the memo dated
April 7, 1988 to the Committee from a representative of the
charter company contains enough information to question whether
the $12,000 paid for the charter service was the usual and normal
charge for such services. In this memo, a Ms. Price, who
according to a letter to the Committee dated April 26, 1988 was
the controller of the charter company, was quoted as stating that
the $12,000 . . . represented a discount from the standard fare of
$14,750.00' and '...was arrived at to compromise between the above
figure ($14,750.00), and the 'partners' price which would have
been $9,800.00.' The documentation also suggests that the
increase in cost which appears to be the cause of the dispute was
due to additional flights ordered after the company had given the
Committee a price estimate.

The Treasurer contends that the second in-kind ($1,000),
which was related to the Committee's deduction of $1,u~B.~ from a
$10,905.00 payment to a corporation for use of an aircraft, was
permissible pursuant to 11 C.F.R. SlOO.7(b)(8) because an
individual personally paid for the use of the aircraf He
further states that the fact the check went through tka~ corporate
account does not preclude the possibility that the individual paid
for the aircraft from personal funds.

*1 DFP refers to the Dole for President Committee.
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It is the opinion of the Audit staff that without
documentation to support the Committee's contention that an
individual paid for these transportation services from his
personal funds while engaging in activity on behalf of the
Committee, the Committee has accepted a $1,000 contribution
in-kind from a corporation.

The Treasurer states that the third in-kind, vhich was
related to a $70.82 charge on Elizabeth Dole's Committee credit
card for an Iowa hotel bill, was paid for by an individual since
they had no evidence that a corporation made this payment. The
Audit staff concurs with the explanation provided by the Committee
for this item and has deleted this item from the finding.

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit Report,
the Treasurer states that [tjhe Audit staff believes it has found
roughly 250 corporate checks out of the 162,000 checks received by
DPI. DPI notes that it returned over 600 checks without
depositing them and refunded many more once it was unable to
obtain the necessary verification from the contributor as to the
source of the funds.u

Included in the Committee's February 12. 1990 response
is a discussion of a preliminary review of the apparent corporate

Lr) contributions and a request for additional time to search through
their contribution records to locate contributor verification
letters related to these items. The Committee's explanation of
their preliminary review includes a breakdown into four groups.

The first group is for contributor checks which the
Committee believes on their face are not corporate. The second
group is for contributor checks for which partnership letters are
attached. The third group is for contributor checks which the
Committee believes are not from corporate entities because of a
combination of the face of the check and standard banking
procedure. The fourth group is for checks the Committee concedes
are probably corporate.

The "standard banking procedure" referred to by the
Committee for the third group of contributor checks was that
"[tjhe micro coding on the bottom of each check gives the bank
routing number, account number and check number. If the check
number is centered or right justified, then it was more than
likely opened as a personal account. If the check number is left
justified, it was more than likely opened as a business account."
The Audit staff contacted a representative of the American Bankers
Association - Standards Division who, after conferring with
"experts in the field," stated that the micro code location of the
check number has no bearing on the type of account.
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On April 13, 1990, the Committee submitted photocopies
of contributor letters related to some of the apparent corporate
contributions noted in this finding. These letters, signed by the
contributors, indicate that the funds were personal rather than
corporate. From both responses combined, the Committee provided
letters for 84 items.

Of the 250 apparent corporate items, totaling
$75,771.08, noted in the Interim Audit Report, the Committee has
provided documentation in their response to the report and in
their April 13, 1990 response for 116 contributions, totaling
$32,953.76. This documentation consisted of either contributor
letters or check copies.

After considering the response, the Audit staff has
deleted 37 contributions totaling $7,492.70. Included in the
remaining apparent corporate contributions are 61, totaling
$21,686.88, for which the Committee has submitted signed
statements from the contributor indicating that the contributions
were made from personal funds. Hovever, these statements are in
conflict with information obtained from various Secretaries of
State and do not provide any other information that demonstrates a
non-corporate source for the funds. Given this conflicting
information, the Audit staff must rely upon the information
provided by the independent source and consider the signed
statements as mitigating factors.

The Committee concedes that 11 of the 250 contributions
noted in the finding, totaling $1,977.00, are probably
corporate. However, no evidence of any refunds was included in
the response or noted in the Committee's disclosure reports for
these items.

In summary, the Audit staff has identified 213 (250
minus 37) contributions from corporations, totaling $68,043.38
($75,771.08 - $7,727.70), which were not refunded or not refunded
in a timely manner (see Attachment 1). Included in this total are
the two in-kind contributions discussed earlier, totaling $3,750
($2,750 + $1,000), 61 contributions, totaling $21,686.88, for
which signed personal funds statements have been provided, and 25
contribution refunds, totaling $7,201.00, not made in a timely
manner. Contributions from corporations not refunded total
$60,842.38 ($68,043.38 -$7,201.00).

In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff requested
that the Committee provide copies of the front and back of the
negotiated refund checks for 10 of the 25 refunds ($2,763.00)
which had been determined from the disclosure reports and needed
audit verification. These copies were not provided.
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ReCommendation *i

The Audit staff recommends that pursuant to the Commission
approved Materiality Thresholds, this 3atter be referred to the
Commission's Of fice of General Counsel.



,) 4 0 ) 5 ~ 3 I 9
Exhibit A
Attachment 1
Page 1 of 

13

6a3,h
I.aain... Udue

Sm b.p.e~
Last Na.. Filet Earn. 3 Set.

31813 *0*113*, Lie.
LIomams SAWNODS £ Ol/Il/IgIg

83311 ASS NASIsS (Aloe assvs~-ms. ome, NAC
CAIGO MSEVgrgu

*2~3 /3988

.163 AL ASAHI SAIL '0*51. INC

13111 (SillIg 0 Il.i@,.'55g1

33301 ALNAI AIIoCIAVSM tsr

I3I0SNFgg ALLIS S Il/30/3115
999619 ALINAS SUOTNISI

11,)3~h 081

0831 ANSISCAS OSNLALOICA. LIUSISO LISSAIW

3 1/3M/19S1
31830 ANSEICAS GtatAL30ZcAg. LI5b35e LISSAMI

1130AM? 5A5030 03/04/3,05
09*0 AUSIIcAu IIAUSA6S A0PL3AMCS PSoSeyboS

0? COLOMASO 1081305
81*855W OSLOSIS *1 81/01/1891

1363 ANIMSCAU S1AMSA6 APOLIAUCI 05@ISC?300 4
OP COSAIASO 8531699

*?ASISI *ILFSSS I 31/03/1961

16931 ASM3CA IIASSOSO AP0LZAUcI PI@?IClgog 4
00 COLA03 1051309

81*0311 SOLVISO 1 83/04/1188

8911 ASOISS MIlL. PA., AtlomuSy A? LAM

3SIlL A53013 86/36/1391
3630 MALLS? LINIYSS 0*593151 34

*6,143 901
0339 1555*53 1319383 U.S. 44
0SI8~8 8156*55 3 30/33/3081

9111 ISSISAN ASIOCIASI

81/31/1911

30913 MIlieu S. SOLOMON. 0 C . l.A. 84
lOLNasog *.w 61.-011960

6831 C. SOOSASS It MAStIc AIAMCIAySI. INC. 38I?. SAMYIM 3. SUVASS 10,19i39*

Add,.,. 3

(Cflttlbuth., lag
ASowat S.

5? 3 501 OILLL
81 60 si'i~

aaa NW 3115 casual

34 00 32/19,

AISUSATNI 39 . loll C
SOIWILL 5086

90 90 11/94/

38 lOLL! (OUSt
11.66 6'69/

131 Urns SIllS?
3.0e0.ee **,oa~

O 0. 603 144
13 II 61/I),

0.0. 101 184
53.69 01/01/i

6331 5051K CAMS FUSS

13.00 *3/ep~3

Ill U CAMS 0555

SOUls CAMS FUSS

13.00 03,03,3

3000 VII? 6110 1? .swsii
30

390.00 64.30131

138

I S. 0&UIJ8S~
84/033M

403 *SSSflfl555A~5

31,lS~19
03 FLAGLIS A!S

0 IUIISLI. 5?.
100.06 01/61/19

Mas Sate; 06/01/8990

Addr... 3

SI, 333
to

1*31* I
-mao. SiE

0.9.; 3

Refund Inforuet EonCat? Stee ISp Date Amount 9 of *a~p

-

PS

NI *33

AYLAMYA

111

191

400

319

101

3006

3410

3801

010

'I)

£003

9,3

NOSOCLIFO LAME

0L158155

606613 OWL

606313 PIll.

COLOSADO 303330£

C0LOA. 1033303

COLOSASo 
8013303

*8013*

3039336

-I-

m we,

weCISIS.

61103

33308

0* 
39138

0 10)1

89630 ~/j7/gg

549AM

64036

09931

52.000.00. I2/JI/S7-~/g79* I.,

CO 60931

CO 60931

38 00133

06030

16301

0)00)

16000

03009 2115111 S~00.00 l012S137-lIISIgu 316

ConmA1-~ /7'IS 54eb~1 ++ee~sf-v fevrevi&s ,v~e4i~ -,--~ sot~,-
8 ~nverIf1e4 reluu.d

A



40955J1 I Exhibit A
Attacluent 1
Page 2 of 13

L161*sg .1 PesetbI. r.upe.aes Ceslglbwtoqg by aipewata mace g~.g.

latch
Mambos Smelmeas Mama Addee.. S

Last Same fleet Same

13917 CAPIYAL Cl?! CUSS!? 95305
wasusu GILSIS?

7044 CIIAC UILL 31905?
haliSYl 1.1.

7657 CUAULUU 3. NasAgui *@@PIU COUPASI

Sate

*4/i sa.ae

I1,'63/l,67

Sell *ici&ui. 5. I5/53/5907

7436 CIYISEMI AC?135 YEAR
S e 11/el/aell

3434 CLISYOC CONNOSS A6a@CIA?36
eesasge

7303 COLOUIAI. CAUPSYS
11/69/3967

6031 COLOUIAL camesta
5 0/3 9/5 90 7

13997 CSLUU3IA NAMA6SN6S?
*i*au&uu IA8SA L @2/23/ISSi

9465 COLMUSIA NaUA0SSEUY
11303*35 BAUSSA 1. 09/30/3967

35663 CONNI??SE Poe SJNAW C ILAIe@. IUC.
PSIAL 'slaClj.&A *aa9,seuo

1a304 cosinE. in.. ~ aaawzcsa ce.
eamims ~..... *asesoae

30340 Cl ChaSE! ImvCSSUM CO.
CAUSE!. JU. Cl 03/19/1916

9353 5 a 9 IWVESYNES?9
WLLEE SOSAha U se/eg/leol

1414 9-3 COUPA!. ?S3 P339? PLACE
SISCOS 6. 5 91/19/5907

6414 9*3135.6. CAaE. A LAW C@I3wSA?106
CASE SARIEL 6 07/11/1967

SAWIEL I.. ?EOSSCO. PA.. A~3UE1 A? LAW
- *ESSUAL ACCSISI

93969CC SACIEL 5. .4/es/Ill,

51340 SEUCO-S LYS.
.9063 365513 S 63/04/I901

59431 533333 L S35OLA6. A~USEI A? LAW
SISOLAS Scuote L 01/37/5161

Camgvlbutlem leceip
Amemet Sate

*600 *A3UIS@U
usa. el/a,/u74

*OUI I ~ e.,asass.

5913 @530
aso.ee 50/09/5931

P 0 003 433
Leo... *a.e~ii*ei

sais e *L331 AVIEWI
neesee *4,ias.oi

36 *AUL0W~~ 3

ii *AIL0W~ ~ 03/IS/l9~

13) wAaaimftg a?61E?
300.60 00/51/1977

337

II WEB? 493w lmE~

.o.e.oe aasi'ueto

59. I YADA 5035?
ao..o ea'ae..a*uu

3941 SOWYC PAUUVAI SIEVE
39.60 *1/36p1966

6631 LA!? SELLOGG
1.060.3w 04/34/5974

aese ASWALAUI PLACE
a..... 94/el/a...

320 93 9,3 S?3SS?

isaac 03/14/5,54

*aa.,ssue
163

Sum Salog *4/6'/19*S

Addiese a

953

a..

1374

3307

£109

607

900

4,,

1599

34

"9

'33'

5375

909

33

342

usa

Paes a

Cat, eta.. ISp

~P3SA

CELISA

vtCu3,A

31356 SeSSAEU

10331U

9ha350

5A56@S

UUWLL

56WOLL

33w 1034

maw emsa&

JACU6U9ILL4

WI-EtA

UOSLS.S

F~1. iAussesain.a

SCULl awie

""Am

seas a

30115

*7aa*

20.00' II/3/S?-~I 26186 US

30064

00436

04461

04403

63043

0206)

9033

73076 6/20/06

69302

07367

94509 1/29/OS

33336

20.00 I/15/3g-4/26/gg 1W

$100.00 7II5/S7-1/29/gS 196

IA 11463

WA 99305



4O9S~3i L k.xhibit A
AttacImm~ I

Page 3 of 13

L5a££.g .1 PsesihI. C.fp...e. C@UtiShut.,s by ce,9eeIg BOSe 003.

leash
lush., Swal..., U... Add.... 3

U DeposIt C.m£,Ahut£..Lest Me.. F3ieI Me.. I Ode Locust

*aaae s:sc~a.cg, cAmm61.gU IS@UASgmI
96163* NetlIl MAUI l3~3l~i9g~

0633 *33CALC39 ASNSLIg NOUA1?gmv
II. 1*13 VUSSIA

3303 93. FAIIIAs. SAIIAWI

0131 DUFF? COISUucylou CONPAIW
10FF? 10111

0133 1013AM FUNgIA: :oa~
1011Am JAA.j 1

1111 1. 8 33351. A??0311: A? LAW
1011.63 0

0111 SAUL 0. NEhIgL. 3.3

4941 SAl? SAS 19931? AIIOC. 3.9

I LIII 33.0

0399 SOMAlI 10373 1 CO.

101?? 610*31

0401 30033 I. *AUSWU. 11.0 P.A.A.l

1104 61.063? *shshabagIS CO.
11.033? II A

161 3*116?? I 9131.3.1 11.9.
3151.1.? 611136?? I

31334 INNS?? I. EII1.LI* 11.9.
363 3.1.1 3111369? I

3./Il/a,.

06,3 P/loll

31/11/3911

3J.'31,336P

33/1,/agIl

30/33/3901

11/13/101 P

00/SI/S 901

5*9., PA.
31/16u3901

3 3/01/1913

01/13/3 p

1060
61/3 4/3966

Addieg. I

lageip 339
Ieee

110a Ugh? MAlE 37336?
PIll 61/11/allI

Jill USC? NAIl 07133?
11.00 11/31/3013

31311 LUILIl I? 360
II 00 16,'31,'39pg

P 0 SOB 43
31 00 *1.'36,lg)6

Ill hlururaw AIEUUU
£01.10 14'39,316j

P.o SOt 114
111.11 11/33/30)0

13333.31 ILIL
13,11,39 10

aaa, OLISE AVIlug, I

1101 CA300A AVENuE, 10391
aol

10/01/1911

630 UIl?~
1 ~ U05 u I?

P.O. lOg 4640
39.00 11,011003

1101 AIIIONA
10 @0 313149P4

All 3000

10.00 31/13/1914£3133 IIIC U. F0116A1.000 N I. 416F961A1.896e ISEC U ll/14/3010 ~ ai..iI,'aoio

3049 P.O. 3360 NAlwAeygzuo CI10AI ill-ass PA3sJtgnogICIA3PIa ego. 06/13/lOll (3~.0l) *3,1l~39 41
3190 P.m. *cgappgg I.O.U . @3*1. AORAUEL1.0 *403 CUUOIUUAN

FACIAL 10300*.IUAPPSI P.S. *6/33~3961 10.06 36,04,1963
31131 PAIl LANK PAINS 3 3 4. 10~Jj4,300333 3 I 03/11/3901

1044 P03*6 NASAGUNSI? P.O. IOU ~JJJ.0096336 jag. U 13/03/lOll (~ 00) 63/04/3910

Ill

£431

3101

I 036

"4*

£111

013

siet

33 P6

Ill

all'

9'

094

3010

'£43

313

144

Oil

Faq.: 3

halo alp

JEFFSUSaU CI??

JIPPIIIOU CE??

311.340011?

916 0*1.1.10

PINEVILLS

OCALA

000063.3.

9033100

1060LA01 131.1.1

1.1963*3.

013131 PAlS

3~ AIOL1.1l

340 *303.1.11

l~A meica

96*9310

*093.33

U?. 93.0*1*11?

VICIOIA

NO

130

011

.3

II

PS.

II

3*

CA

10

PS.

CA

CA

CA

I.

NO

'A

31

41111

40 III

44004

91000 4/25/SI

40011

31016

41043

00036

93111

47908

33101 4/23/35

00041

90141

90403

lola.

04003

25.00* I0/26/g~-~/,g/*. 244

*29.O0' 2t/5/S7-4/26/Sg 134

11641

61303



Exhibit A
Attaciment 1
Page 4 of 13

Lhstlm~ at PsesthIs Coipsests Cunteibuass,. by ceupsists Case 0.1.

So S eb
Seebs, Swats... sass

Last De* Pleat P Sspss£t

I Sets

~91 S B I PAINS. ZinC.

ASAGI @150 11/11/151

0155 5. J PU?5 SANSOPP, 0 *
*AUS@PP PItS lS/ISISi

£1616 S.C 50550W. 0.5 5

NOSSOW 0 C. 54dl,-ISI

£6113 S C. sossow. u.s.a.

50550W 0 C. 01/31/169

~la 6.c. NOSSOW. S.5.S.

S.C. 66/16/155

£431 610505 SSCSSAIDOS ASWIS?353e

SO/IS/Isa
959670 6ISSOU SCAN Ii. P.C ATYOSNI? At LAW

ethel .1 £1i1£..'£sS
1134) GILSISt S. SNAIL. 6.1.5.. OSAL ASS

NAIELLPACIAL SONOISI
SNAIL OlIJISt S S£i£I.'355i

8660 5 19155 cONSYSWCY 34.
OlYSms esic 61/l3/aSS~

£5045 SLICUSnUAWS & CO.

*1,'51..100a

390016 GAlA? PLAINS USOWOt. PA
SeAl V Ecu @1/19/1961

£3739 OSOSAIL PalmS
S0@SOuL SOONSI 63/lS/ISSS

£80.3 OtIASSIAS ?ttLg ANINCI
65363 SAVIS 611Sv1965

C S ~ V AWIAtION

1113£ S PsISIsacs 553505 u.s
553518 5. PSSSSsIcs 031££sss

OSIS U.S SLAtS OIL CONPAUW
SillS 51??! 30i1S,3S~

SillS U.L. CONPVOO* U.S
OONPON IL. *3/56/1555

Add.... I

SwA 5565! @6/61/1500

Address 1
Csstgtbutlsu. Isosip 15

Aesast 5gb

£113 moats CONNAICII. soS
14

SI 31.66 *3,£I./19)1 £190

411 ICcONS 0)331?
Ii 16.60 s4.3*'IsSi 1100

ass PaCTS AVE . BUIVI
5)51

5 10.60 0S~I?,£6)£ 155

ISO PactN Avg.. SUITE
£161

5 306.50 SS/l1~)61j 701

ISO PICtS AISWI. SUItS
£161

7 66.66 06/17/£51£ £461

505 130
1 600.00 *1/3I.1511 365

P.@ 501 639
1 JOss 65/I1/I601 63£

£303 PACEASS

I 160.66 S3Il6~IS7l 116

P.O SOS 'jilL
C.£~.~6.6~~'ssSo £198

* CASt OIlS Sf061?
£060.60 66.S1'1501 705

3110 LAStS. SUItS OS
£66.66 6S~l6iIS65 1411

SOS
£660.66 51,10/1563 306

P.O. 505 jiLl

ltj'30/£511 31

6466 SOStS SSOASWAV elSe 15-5355
1716.06 6636/ISO) ISO

P 0 sos 1314

1.66 10.'S££010 £011
LAS? ~ l3'11/ISSS 501

660 CASe 6?. 515 160
34.60 61,1a,'~911 156

SLISSIS

350 OSOvS

P IftSSWSSS

PIttSSWsO

PIOfOSUSOS

WILSON

SIPOSS

A ASSIS

LOS ANSI~LSS

05W tOOt

SISAl 5130

LIWUS

LAISSNC*WI LII

OSLAISNA

VISItS SAWIS

AWLANWA

695S61

P0gs~ 4

csep State Sip

55 67066

11441

£1838

PA £1111

PA £1113

67490

36116

46264

00515

soot,

57130

wia a

60645

13£ £4

33603

61060

65640



~~4OYS~3~ :4 Exhibit A
Attach3ent I
Page 5 of 13

LIetlag .6 PossIble C.rps*ete Ceeteabutoe by ceepeaet. ness 8J.:8~

6.6gb
lusbee Sullrnee. U...

LeeS lass first Hems

33,3 same, a. wigs. 0.5
3505 4*051

lOPS flAil! £ 45160. U.S
~s. maim,

4041 macmv £ visa. U.S
3366 UACSI

1498 lASS! L NoNEIMO, 0 0 ACE
aCCOSUT

NANNIUO 10301

88446 *511610 OUtEd

6311185 A1~L3

0041 muGigs su~i~oge

SAILEW VICaR
81101 IPYSSASS 09 636 UANPSUIUI
SALOON 8.913

83964 IWISITOSS DSVUWPNSW? 05095
aoaao oaemo

88908 .s a ~ aueeyoosyg
maoosas.m isv ama

88400 i.a ,aoae cONSEVCTION CO.
SALNCUSAU 30000'

3 45 hAd) itsti Co
545?? J

3443 3 V 430CM) 645?? CO.
35?? JOAN

4010 3 3. 8JAc18 645?? CO
NW?? 3

5949 3 3. hOCUS IVY? CO.
SOT? 3003

4)3 JAN38 A NOLLIDAI.0.S. .P.A.

1044 JAN35 N. maugas. u.s.. wa.
5*8.8.130 JaN34

10 JANUS P Svao. Pa
51*0 Jonas

85481 335003 5. ULAOU. 6.5

PLAItS

£

3

OC

8.

C

U

3

0

V

8.

U

Sep.. 8 t

Sets

* 3,84,896

Oil 39,8904

10/34/8961

* OFFICE

88,66,8061

63/3 48606

83/86/8061

6 5/ 8 6/ 8 950

6380~8a04

03,338646

03/89/lOOl

54/00/Igal

51/8 9,8901

05/3 3.- 150 1

00/31/1901

03/Il/I 90 1

a

Add,.., 8

Csettlbutl.g Imesip
auGust Sets

4400 oaooowaw* SlITS 903
390.65 *0/35/8018

446w gloaS.av halTs 961
596 06 00,'36,891s

4406 6flO~!!JJ U8TS 903

*o'asa 911
000 IUIaL AVISUC

39 55 el/5818063

OVITS Eu 3, 88 silOog
6045005

P 0 608 39001
900 60 59/81,8963

3000006 MOOS

06 60 88/09/8961

8588 04500* SObS
300 00 48/04/8501

8580 0AS~5 04,09/8909

P 0 503 1883
860.00 64/06/1964

P 0 SON U6
396 00 88/06,891)

P.O 508 flO
306 60 88/00/8913

P 0 503 US
400 06 81/06/8913

P.O. 503 UO

906.60 saoosgus

4160

N 88/89/8901 8093

830 3045166001 OIl 61365?

P 04/06/8901 390.00 63/80/8963
8380 180133 Our! 56.
U.S. 0110

03/33/8 966

urn Sale: *6,01~5056

Oddiss, 
3

885

483

444

668

8618

8889

191

984

8091

040

348

480

1193

8331

003

863

859

Pegs: 9

cat9 Slate Sap

SASSA, LIT!

106500 Cl?!

303005 CI?!

4588.8 8ANUPOIT

SOSTOf 
liLa

938.00

60313 UONPYSO

6558.110g35q

NI 8.5005

IWIN.AU.0

flOUTS LITtlE 50CM

Nests L8??8.3 10CM

ISUTI LITTLE 50CM

mats styns secs

TAMPA

?OLLONAS egg

FT. LAUOSU5AL3

CANToS

04888

04888

04888

81108 2/35/Se $25.00 II/9/3?-2IIS/gg 98

06 
99091

03 14893

36 68651

PA 11048

06 49890

CA P8104 6/23/88

05 13889

AU 1)889

05 13819 12/21/87

05 13859 11/24/U?

PL 
33080

$100.00. 2/19/88-6Iza/ge 336

400.00 9/22/S1-I2/2I/63 90

75.00 S/2I/8,-II/24/g? 95

P8. 33)60

FL 83386

OS 
44166

39 00 61,68/8013 8998



Exhibit A
Attachment 1
Page 6 of 13

~633mg St PoseAble Cespelat. CeAttihu@.qm bp teepogeg. nag. p.3.

Ewe beegi U#OliiOgg

303 eb
SUUAUOOS Sage

Last lame Piesi S... ** **~**~~I Oat.

143 JUl.35 S. CLAUSE. U 0

6560 JUN ?SAup c@USSbCtg@S
hASP Jim

4346 JUN'S PIAmnAct PA.. NOUSSI
ClAM . JAN65

33510 JOE L. 506103, PA.
SOS,.. Jog

13016 1055 OASOSUS FAUNa
GAISESS 1055

1141 JoSU V. lasso. N.*. * PA.
10303 A

1155 JOSEPO A. LOYA. 6.5.0 . PA.
JOSE"

13345 *EUSEU S. SOP?. U.S.
SOP? 555

090914 EEl UUESpSISEU
6.3639 5.5.

0343 S3LU@VSSE IUVSSygy COMPASS
UCLAIS 25Sf

4033 5535 ISESSA?305AL COLOS LIS

31170 3. P. SEES SAUCE
5555 JISSIS U

1641 LASSES S. WSLCS. U.S.

VSLCS LASSOS

6164 LAW OPPICES o~ SUCh a *SiSfl

S53U~

53613 LI ISlAgog JEUS3.SV

CUSI A.

0111 LESLIE 5Bl55P55555
LISLUS 5.g4~

Addeege 3 Add.

.C.gtgSbqgtj.g Esgeep 335
Asowat Set.

£330 tINhIS NESI OS.
5V .330

61/30/3SS1 31.60 S1/03/39~

1655 NIDLUESS3
31/31/3557 11.66 @5/31/3913

CLISEC 7)? lAS? CSAIIP0SO
*S.16u0Sl 16.06 03,363ggg

61/11/3 SUE NAIl PLACE. asivi gee

3,006.00 ll/30/I95l

SOUlS 3. 503 33?
S1/3S/30SS 36.66 6ei31/3,~
31/61/3061 o~~* iS*vi*. *~itg 331

316.66 31~'33~30l3

363 SAIIOS StUBS?
A *S.355561 560.06 66/13/3114

636 NAIl flUES?
Ol/IS/SOeg 366.66 *S/SI/30s4

1163 CONASCIS
*i/3?/3357 360.09 06/36/3516

3461 25SEP15 SELL 30*0
33/35/1061 10.06 0S/Il/39)6

133 515 AUSEUS
60/33/3061 i.666.Se 03/11/3013

63/10/3066 ~

33,3 1. NSSSOCS. 55313
663

61/11/306? 116.66 66.'14.3500

P.A. 5310 SOSUWUS? ISIS
615553

51i61~306? 566.90 66/66/1061

CESYSAL ESOPPIUS PL. 3501
u 113 5?

61.'l6'3366 01233056

P.O 001 043631/64/3061 3606.66 36/64/3014

rOSS 3 ChOp

.

3101

£343

3106

633

641

5100

3114

633

14?0

'44

£134

3103

410

5316

CABleS

1~?OU

SASS IA

WULSOYA

LAUM

*,SS6~0 PASS

SmOWeos

SOCUSSIES

GAlA? Slug

P.3AIULI*

SOW 1055

SI*3A3

USCUSYA

SlamS

Ut ABE

State Sip

03 44166

01616

61403

61101

66110

66364

01416

46011

61136

63104

30033

16661

61366

PA. 31310

9/2~I3S 1,000.00 2/12100-9IZOISS 221

100.00 tZIIIgl.,/2./g. 300

PL 11316

CA 05004

P.,.



40 ) ~, a:, ~S
Exhibit A
Attaciment I
Page 7 of 13

L*sllaq ml PeusibI. 'aipeisi. omtrlbwt.,s by ceupetate flame Del.

latch
luBber .SIae., .~.ae Addges. S

I Sepasil CemhelbutlemLast lam. FIrst lame I bat. Leewel

2434 LISA LSVumtgggmo COMPANY 393 I ICLILI belllash see eii-i,., a.eoo.oo I

1396 LOS AIGILSI SIVIALL ~
11,0 4, 1961

999996 LVII S 30?CIIII. Nb. illS) MiS? 30615.

261IOICIWN LVII 6 03/10/1961 236 66 I
i@*@ N-) L000CIAgS
306581 MASS .9/24/198? leoso. *

16919 MAISLUIU PIL9MACI 699 WhaIlbooe at.
*J/04/1966 SlOe 6

1661 SAab 3M?03PSI000 P 0 501 900990116161 WAit Il/Ig/IggI ISle 6

9010 MANtlE V. VAlUE. AVYOSENI LV LAWILIUM uamtsu u 03~66~Igg o(.a.~ss~) a
6391 NAN 6. OLVISE LISO a CAYTLI CO 603 263OLYISI NAmIlli 3130.3g61 96 *e I'

910 MCCASTUV £ NCCA16UV 3966 10113 hLAEIII
£93. IWlYS 1034ICCASTUW NSLLIII 6 6e/@21l9g1 39.00 II

9336 MCVELM £85 eowraqv ase m'~a wa me..

lea Sale: 60/01/l990

Address 
a

Imemip
Sete

Li whim
12/31/1010

lle2/1961

CVIII

19/26/19 16

1/03/1969

4/19/ 39 16

9/64/10 19

4/ 2 6/3 966

S/I 1/3311

ii 2.. 1964

I?

699

8248

163

106

I,,,

1336

"'9

Pae~ 1

CIty atete SIp

It CII VA

LONO ISACI

OUOOLAMO pall

ISV 1061

LAS V6AICgsCo

SAMIA UASOASA

SIAN'

EIAIAIIA

COCOA DIACI

1619050

61203

06639

46 III

30021

94366

02100

46434

33,43

1/29/ag 25.00 ~/2/67-I/29/gg 241

VI 
36319

32061 namas NAIA@IN6IY Co.
16010

1265 NICILSL N. IA6IAUICE. 1.1., V
SLOIAI3CI N

1841 NIIALIC P60P101330
SIULLIC OWL N

990094 NILLIS SAUd
NILUSa WIN

1396 MILLiE. CAIPISLO. PASSOCU ASS

1336 NILVOI PsIgyam L6eoCsamm
PIUS? 00 UIL?01

253 NOSiCI 16,tI*IU01W CO.
3L66041 lOSALO

19/21/3901

02/13/3000

C.
I 1/05/196 1

06/I0/1061

63/11/3061

OTOIS
31/04/1911

09/39/106 1

61/21/ISOO
9.0. 603 2913

46.06 62/06/lOll

9.0. lOt 100
306.60 01/21/1915

0160 OSIELIS Lug.
31.60 61/01/1663

333 9*1100 55.
160.66 61/6I/1916

2960 COUISICA IWILSIlO
1.l00.60 04/11/1061

140 NASISOI &oiuus
l.000.00 04i301l010

53,,

146

64

306

3412

63

1293

1.636163

OSCAUAM

WIALO

SIlL? SANS

"lao'?

tOW 1016

10406

46013 ~

44013

61130

66226

36022

PALLIlOS? CL 00123l4/16/1061 1603 S.

Ioa.oo I/s/ei-qn~,gg 1C2



kxhibft A
Attecimeut 1
"age 8 of 13

addling at Paaalhla COpe.ate C..,t,£butaa by oespoata mama Dole

Satch
U6006e Suaiaaas Name Addeaaa I

36. bale: 00/01/I000

A~I.aa 2

* Sapealt C.ati£but£em lacamp 330
Leat Sasa VItal Mama I Sate Amacat Octa

6 100336 33V6L000? CO. 1003 3 aoNS3a1? OLvO.
aemi 1030L .s *3,-aaaOao 200.00 a410/3003 013

0 Nassau ogvsg*~m0uY to 1003 u asmisoc? OLVO.
lieN 00003.0 J 33/11/3601 £00.06 04/10/1903 140

0 105106 S1V1LOPUWY CO 1003 £ 30Ni3~3V OLVO.
sea eNwoas oaioaoaO aa.aa a./a0/10a3 a31

4 nassau OVILOPNSUW to ioaa a. 0000300? OLVO.
morn 03/20/l000 200.00 04/30/1003 030

O 3.3. 01t?360L3 tO.. e "IUL?30 300311100 003 010611 NAIL
IIOOLI I. I 00/30/1001 100.00 03,'OOIIO1O 3311

0 60313 U. SNAJA, 1.0 3011 LON3?A BLVD
01/04/3901 00.00 a1'ao£olo 11

a macurn U B~JA. N.0 3000 LONIVA BLVD
JO a..JZO U 03,20/3000 £00.00 01,00/1010 400

O 60130 U bAJA. NO. 3010 LON~jAJJJ~S
JO *. 0a/30/m*Oa 01/09/3070 £010

I UILSOU 10701 90073 004 173 ~

000 WAVES 03/Il/lOlO £30

4 *ELSOU NO?00 PAB?0 004 173
000 30100 I0/0£i3001 ~3~~o1io0i3o01 £101

0 SOLId NOV06 PABlO 004 itS
IOU 30333 3£/34/1001 30 00 01.00.3001 £310

3 31C0L000 - toss. out
LV 1. 3 32/30/3901 10.00 01/00/3010 £141

2325 000100 F 0930000. JO . NO.

0900430 NO0N00

1000£ NaSYN tOYS FAIN

020 637110 CLIANISO

15300 OIAL F. ansoova. c.L.u
0006330 eoa&

0 0016 0 AaSOtlAS0

0070 9 000 0 OSALVO CO.
000000

01~00/3 001

03/03/lOlO

00/02/166 1

F 02..30/I000

12/01/1001

3000 WILOIIII ILVO..

*I/£0/£010 £034

30373 £ 1 ML-IAJ
00/10/3002 009

300 NAIl StIll?
31.60 16/30/3004 301

21.00 32/30/3002 023

£1027 336? £32tu 17351?. 36-3330
OVItI £01

3000.00 02/34/3004 £001

20 3030031 NOLL
2000.00 01/30/1940 103

90100033?

903Am.',?

90301030?

PASASOUU?

PA3AP't0

tOSOOCS

,.eeAOCg

YeNBANCI

3033.06

6033.00

U053.00

C033500700

3.00 A0003.3S

POUUY

C0036331

00333

VUOLA0O 9033

"tea-A

001 23

00123

00123

00123

01012

00101

00000

00161

01131

13031

01031

00030

2400£

00410

03101

40230

3/29/li * 10.00 ll/24/S2-I/29/gg ~

NJ 01010

Page: 0

Ca., ObOe SIp

3200
000

93£
IA'

3141
000

3001
Boa

100
US,

21

3193
mBA

3340
CIA

£00,
OIL

.43
SOL

000
IlL

610
OIL



L&a11m~ .9 PessIhI. Ceeperats COUtlbutes bp ceip.eate name -Bole

05565
5555ev *uIlmsss Uses Addis.. 3

N bepesIt CsmIvlbsII.eLast Sass 91,55 Was. I Sat. aesest

10614 PALASS 9015L@PNO~t CO

5565 PALNIII 1a5w51 19090 ~ CO.

044 PAl USALtI

1174 PASULL ASS 13130
ecu sews sausma.

3311w Passoso, EASt 5 CO. * 8055?
osegum mass.

999664 P9cm sa.~e associating

0,02 PitErn 5 P551A5 3.10.

P55556380 P5155

7212 5335? 5503.3. 18550
sesegcuum ian

PIPsLEu5 suo:uouuau
mamos mast

422 Psustoc I. N5m55L. 5.5
usussu.

1042 5 s a sascosut muss
cassoti a~ssst

7973 5. a somausm coswsucyg.u e~
0059055 3

0631 Ii.. avust Lmossm Co.

ens sasa.eummauoag Laa~*teuius
ussoca:ssg.egs s tausa. sseo

mae utcsaou.

7705 maLsis
saanv vueoae a

03/62/206

32/14,100

s1i29~I96

06/23/866

62/3 3/3056

53/33/3161

5 0021,1061

8 10 1.3 06 1

8 07/10/1657

01/11~3 06?

10/52,3067

susauw
* 11/20/1087

10/26/3067

Poe

31/27/1067

Pus Sate. 58/0~/i39g

aegis.. 2 CIty

lassip 630
54,5V 558152121 ~ 002

133 smoa~ftjjp 315 3166
~js~~) 3220,3005 141

012 ImaumLIs av~uus
* 21 05 54,a1~u35s1 53

oss smoassas
F 20 00 30/14/1040 001

058113.5 touts
14 55 50/11/3121 681

3.000 00 0s/l6/I953 047

707 StE assmum. o.m.
SOt 3.5350

1,600.66 01/21,1011 8245

Sm 2. 303 124
C1T.s95eeauao. 405

24623 aug *tmusi

10.60 01/14/3574 3226
530 5. 8210 aviuso, soo.a

10.06 0604.3072 306

104 PzPv~~~~ 3261

2036 u.s. OtassLI
93.00 12/10/1081 200

11.06 11/14/3613 10

217 611.155 oPus seas,
SUItS 207

29 45 09/20,3000 *36*

* 0. 505 33610
P 11/17/2607 22.00 01/92/1047

76fl sata momma. u.s. - ceocegs - cusotmoos
sgsicas. oseop

3650 Savi 11/25/Isgi

6066 usa smoos
0890 VILLU8N 12/34/1967

4106 souto Llsosises
53....

21060 s33I~l070

2.560 90 10/61/1606

*104

3413

742

0590* 0

655%.

seua.sos

sew loom

Gauss. CItY

sacoasum,.

058113*

sow toss

sow toss

wausus

satwass

"LASS

ss.ina.tu

SOAWLs

masoag city

uaa.g usomos Pbubuos

sacuansut.

0?. 3.9085

lIp

50352

35550

'III.

91036

Osasa

80080

10113

*/23/sa * 29.~0 */22/87-~/tg/gg 318 -

9/2w/ga 1.000,00 9/2III7-~/3*/gg 371

12212

04145

08764

31237

05551

OGisi

00214

91012

62320

Exhibit A
Attachment I
Page 9 of 13



~4Q)5~)3~ 9

Exhibit A
AttacImeut 1
Pane 10 of 13

Lulling at Possible Casperata Ceetribueae by ee.p~.at . DI.
ace Sate: 66/57/1595

Samba. Semlmees use.

aLa., ma.. Filet Na.. I

515*AWAI tavern Lime
eASI.Ssem, 3

4915 *EL5AMcE tO@L a ape co

11055 mlceAms C. SIOmOP Nb.
PILlS ANSA 5

amen maccam. p. usia sm..
5533 IICUASS P

51330 UICUASS V. SASA U 5
maca macmass

isis Sacistta tmvCslue coat.,
most.. g*e.tta

5950*5 DOmED? C. ., ice * a
3A55*in at U

anne, mosust h. AACA*0. III. artosgmt

isel SOSIUS ASSOCiAtES, PA.

1735 lOcALS Bess. PA. - @PE5At36 *

5005 506515

name, moms ssnmi.svzcc* u.s. .~.c.
SSlOL5ViCU 5.

names sos,.. momamuag ass somim
508Cc 3egmeg

11067 50511 C@sStmUCtieu CS.
lUlLS CECIl. 5

5*01 SWeLl CeSStSWCfloe CO.
USULE CECIL 5 I

eae i a 3 LASS 5 CAttLE CO.
SAPS 5515.13

31
Seam m. ALSSASUSOS. 5.5. 5 AS5OCEAtI

AlJSASS5ouu OSSALSISE I

1555 SACIS 5EALtt CO.
5AC~i 50555t a

*ep.. n a

set a

nj/i a/nell

nonsnsl

62/aZ/I 555

05/ne, nsa,

mi/na/I Pam

Add....

Cemlaibetica leceip
Amacet meSa

P 0 503 lOge
31.0. *l/14/1911

ca? s eta,. St
55.00 as/IG/ImeS

nan a UAStAUCUIJ5I mm.
nosing nl/n/ng)s

554 553 550tC555005 5L.
emm.ms m.a'amla

semi COLLIOB PL
some mi/ee/nsme

553 U NAOS@LIA
enina/aess comes *imaitsg

553 aamast, musts senon-uenses ease 55,esinmee

A? LAS sea CASOSsOLET St.. gaits
see

eanasseS ~~IsI~? se/sm/nsee
liSle SUC5LASftptSSEt

nm/es/lee? ~!1~j~9 ea~ae#nsec
CCOOUt esmen SISCAINE sneasgass.

mUlti *54...

osmi asses ins.
el/es/nege noses en/iiI5ll

isa SILVAS ASSeNt
me/e5/n55m aesemo eneaoe,

nems 555cm *og
mn/esasme ~O.5~m4,n5,l5i?

I54SiI5Sl 1041

ia/nasal ~ a aesasSo

5. S.C. ins a. cams itassy musts
ann

5511501 ieee sl/ceinele

no 30505 APE
n/se/see) nesese aennasts

Addfegs 9

I'm

~5

'is

I.e

nine

me'

elm

nose

asia

13~

cam

000

4,4

anna

a ace

'ma

Clap

CI.ACSANAS

01415

Pvu.umt.s

SANCAS CIYI

caimnyos

PS..."

O*AOO till

365 51.EASS

WESt PAIN SEACU

moot. wi*ai meats

501555

sma.eus.o CLitm

-'toga,

WE..,'.

somemmee

OSE 500am

358801 Ci??

Stats lip

.5

EL

CA

ES

CA

As

S.

LA

Pa.

FL

53

'S

TN

am

IL

"eli

40811

'cm,,

genes

me ten

mime?

045 11

isn am

lion.

'name

'sees

eisac

amaim

nones

scene

semen

7/29,86 $200.00. 3/3IIIu-,/29/gg 120

7/25/68 $100.00. 2/9/Sa-7/261sg 170

03 
01304

Page 
as



)~4O)~532J
Exhibit A
Attaclment 1
Page 11 of 13

.tttlm4 .1 Peseabi. C..p..aaa CeatrIb

SateS
leeS.. *.oi..u. Came

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

S
LeeS lame 9*1st lame I

3244 *CUWIUS.01 510033&SU CONPAUV-m

GAIl L

,014 *SOVacSa VULINEVOS

0O?3A3505 0

D*i* omgas~ug k.oia.g £13 cosslysom

ocosatag mats

Dole oaa.,s £eCSs?* 3@SCo, cemyr
SOAStifuE eooeacyg~ Eye.

SOLVE J

tOll IMtU £30 toosas

aseca masawn ~ms tuonag

,901 OPIS3GPISLS PAIN
OtOUS CUI301LL U

sac. o~:~usu S. 63353563, u.S.

6 5

10100 OUSUOSAC SLBC?31C
OLAgeSt Jot

1044 OUSOEIS SILFIELS SUPPLY CONPAI

0114 SUSAI I. WOGAUe I AgOeCgAygg

50001 0W3t550 I

JGAUC 0

560011 OtStSNO I

NOSOOLL JOhNS 0

Glee tC@mgsigg VALLeY ~AL88 C@NPA5!

*0068 gEE aoog~ c

aa~oo 16005 .5914 PAINS
*@LVssOce ALAN 5 6

0263 lou meLsa &soecgaysa
&ue iou

.5.,. bp caupo.ata n.m. *o5.

Add..., a

ompesat CemtglbutIam asleep
Sate Ascent bate

-EC3EWA SIC MOlTS MAim*O~gg~agg1 210.36 alae/aclo

Seal *Uto~.zaAp

)0~* tulle *IngS?
~/69/ago1 21.60 0l/22,ael

9155 1961 Smaayoa. WIwe

*0iI4~50Ol (j.es~ooaaze,,o.a

11 LSSU 36063 Dl..
Illyg 420*a/oSagi? aaa.oo *1iS)iaglg

II ~L5SU 05053 DC.,
SUItS 426

*a/231966 3066 @1/02/1610

bowl 1. SoD 136 3
aaa9,aeg? 52.06 00,aliagh,

3631 V. IS Ut.. Ott

52/10/5361 ct~,~~e..i~aeaags.

* 0 ~AV5jJ.aA~

504 6. *UOASWAI lUStS
taco

Cal m. 010506 LVI.
a/3e/agOl aecee slIaiagga

Dill SW 1910 61330?
aaa,'aeo asco *l~asagig

Dial ar
3/Ie/~0c

SUItS 401, TALLAM
OWE LSl~

*/32/aSdi 00 60 13/11,5012

BOUTS 3
5/5015000 10.60 *liIO'Iglc

Cue Suet *c/O1/a,,O

Addiges 
I

'a.

aoo~

6~

ales

a,..

116

aCOl

ace

sat

961

coo

SU

114

"cc

5416

21

Pa,.: 
as

Clew

UICU3yA

"'SEA

IDVOSOI 56

06310t1LL8

Icec Risen

WSO SOACI

LIVID LAO

ISO LOUSLIa

C103?LImE

VECUIYA

CUECA

""IA

tOPIC A

cUAtAO..GA

933566£

goat. lip

01303

'"to

gal. 
I

ca gese~

CA 
90032

sccao

92121

coca a

ccc so

cOca a

11402

VI 
14061

U610935.LI 13 11143

fl's/s. 25.00 II19117-211511S 
9S



~4OY5332I
Exhibit A
Attachment 1
Page 12 of 13

LIelteg .1 PeesAbS. Ceipele.. (eaSrIbut.,. by ee.peset. acme 0.3.

Set eb
Sues., SeeIeee. 0.0.

Lees Ecue FleeS 3... 5I See.
35000 woceasaug c@UoySSi3oe cm.
*ain.sc

50000 TOKAU&WU COUStO@ctIom Co.

0550 TOSASAVe C@SSCISOS CO
IACOUSI NAUILIO

30000 tON? ShAWL 0 ShE
MPA@L olvog

53603 133 FAUNa
guSh, ON,

53300 CUIIIS OSIUS LtS.

muss:.. usutam

3000 WUSIIS SWOPLI CO.

COSItEShh. MAUI

0031 WAMOUU *ShAU3SAt3U
vAgeeg 3

*oo* vistas a ,giias IIU0IUI
YSItAS *A0~&SS0LAg

53003 Victom 1. *saJmeS. u.s a..
*.L1F11018 NASIMA

3430 vi sutmuwmsuma

0110 VALS ONAIISAIIOS. 131

LIWIUuIYo SONA&S

51701 WALIU & OIUCULUI CONPAII

07300 lulasmI
0000 VALtIS I. 3..... l.A.. Atti

SLABS ws.'~ .

1051 UAUbUOS3 CL. .. 'L.0

inama.sa . - - no
31490 vasmUet.. 5oeaU
033085* WILLIAN

II

0003 uOAt@333.i I5836.AtUue CaWAUW
A9U13&V W3LL3~

Add,... a

Coat sAbeR see
AS.ueS

Itie Sotel *0/01/5000

leceep
Sese

O 0 003 3156
A 01/34/SOIl 110.06 *5i33/5g03

P 0 503 3136
@3/16/5066 31.06 03/53/5005

P 0 508 3,80
50,31,3,0? 1,0.66 01/11/5005

096 S 05.601 AVE
01/10/3960 5000.00 04/50/5000

p a iou 1
6l,'i9.s@as 5060 ge 03/13/5611

1530 U CIUIIAL AVE..

1114 LIUCOLI SLYD.. 095.
00. 350 ~07/13/500? ~ 00/17/8005

El Wg0~jjW57g Still?
* 11/04/5001 '~.:!!~;.!~~ 53/11/1004

19 POUOILL LASS
31/34/3061 5,000.00 51/14/5900

ZUC. 0105 69306? 05.05 . 30313
031

01/10/3000 50.00 04/01/3071

ISOOWAI 30
07/54/1001 ( 05/15/3010

00. sos
11/51,391? 100.00 00/30/5660

200 5IUA301AIcu cIutli,
00513 1030

01/14/3000 500.00 07/10/3000

001 A? LAW 5605 03396005?I II..
00390 101

3 00/15/5061 0.10 03/31/5019

5. 55/5 3/5061 ~ ~zi~:~j.? 03/10/3013
5000 POLLUAS 0?

0 03/54/5001 110 00 33.00/5016

0.0. 006 010
I 13.30/3001 38.00 51/31/5000

Addeess I

3,.

410

413

I 300

gle

10

3133

3.3

144

413

I'll

543

5101

330

015

'S.

*Ogel II

CSSV

SASIA CIII

SAISAI CI??

MAOA CI??

PSI 3.AShLFUSA

PIUSSAShi

1936333

NAIUIA XLIII

M3&193

5.50 AUSES.h0

06393 CUStIS

5.50 AU&II

Mt..'?

COSAA. shams

'Aol-S

COStA 568k

Slot. Sip

00503

60503

04801

50530

03013

01051

*~28/II $250.00' 2/2~/S0-6I2SISS us

CA 90103

00000

01300

00000

00901

00000

40143

6121118 $10.00. 2/2~/38-6/2u/gg lie

FL 33001

01311

01016

SC 10310



J 4 0 ) S ~ 3 4 4 IxhibitA
Attaclweat 1
Page 13 of 13

I.tstteg .1 PeselbIe Ceepeete Cestrlbutes bp ceipeicts ,ase--0',I~ Sum Sate, 00/01/3000

See oh
S...., Sui3uees Wise

N

I.

A

P.A

Last Name P31st Use.

5010 WILLS PNOftSY355

WILLS OGUALS

3131 WilT LASS SWOYSIOSS

1700 UNITS PUSL CONPANV

7700 WICSITA OS-OWN ASSOC ...

SAWISS 551355

0033 WILLIAM S .~C3, N S

iii

1101 WILLIAM S. SIYCS. U.S.

06305 WAWLISS

6550 WILLIAM U. OSASLO!. 5.5.5.

WNSNOWN

0510 SILSOISS C53055 CAUSOAO
mIWILO, S

Addess a

Sepesit ~este3bataea Isceip

Site Ameset Set.

P 0 603 1544

£oaliaoul 10.00 *i'uO'aoua
iota NASOVUS AVI

oo,'ao.aohi 0* ** g1/IS/IOS1

Ii NWLISTSAS STOuT

as/li/sOsi 30.00 61/10/1030
145 30313 LOSNAINS

11/11/1001 10.50 SaioeiIooo

0304 NIWSOLO 51313?.
SUITS Oil

aooa.aei 40.00 *oaOaooI

0304 ISISOLS SINUS?.
50195 401

la/03/IeS1 100.00 0531/ISOl

0400 SALSOA SSOLIVASS.
SUItS III

30/1i/1051 30.00 04/11/ISlO

p 31/SS/IOi? 1363 WIS?4LiJSSSt 13

Addle.. 3

335

3370

303

303

333

C..,

SOYNOAN PSAUCS See

SALLAS

P030105W' g

WICINVA

SAVAUNAM

3100

SAUANSAN

3303

5055"

'43,

AMO *306185
146

teteS P.o seeee

total seceudes 333

Isge~ II

ieee. Sip

0406 3

03561

07314

33400

GA 33401

CA 03330

CA 00030

00,043.30



MLF000573

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE EXHIBIT B
PAGE 1 OF 3

Use of Corporate Aircraft

Section 114.9(e) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that a candidate, candidate's agent
or person traveling on behalf of a candidate who uses an airplane
which is owned or leased by a corporation, other than a
corporation licensed to offer commercial services, for travel in
connection with a Federal election must, in advance, reimburse the
corporation - in the cas. of travel to a city served by regularly
scheduled commericial service, the first class air fare; in the
case of travel to a city not served by regularly scheduled
commercial service, the usual charter rate.

The Committee used private aircraft owned by
'N corporations for campaign related travel. The Audit staff

reviewed all payments for these services and identified 31
payments, totaling $58,564.65, made to 18 corporations which were
not made in advance as required by 11 C.F.R. S114.9(e). These

'0 corporations do not appear to be licensed to offer commercial Iservices for travel. The payments were made between 1 and 409days after the date of travel. It should be noted that 13 of the
payments, totaling $19,787.00, were made within 5 days after the
dates of travel.

0
In one instance, the documentation indicated that an

individual, associated with a corporation, chartered aircraft from
the corporation and in this case paid for the charters from his
personal funds. Another document referred to the payment as being
made from the individual's "personal business account."

The individual paid $9,987.85 for the aircraft charges
and was reimbursed by the Committee in the amount of $7,512.85.
The documentation mentions the $2,475.00 difference as airfare
possibly not authorized by the Committee but it is unclear as to
whether this portion was reimbursed as well.

One of the other eighteen payments, in the amount of
$9,905.00, is related to the second of three apparent prohibited
in-kind contributions discussed at Exhibit A. This was the in-
kind contribution resulting from the Committee withholding $1,000
from the total cost for the airplane rental due to the $1,000
transportation expense exemption allowed by 11 C.F.R. l00.7(b)(8).
The auditors concluded that this provision applies to individuals,
not to corporations.

At the exit conference, the Committee Treasurer stated

that payments made after the travel date occurred when travel Iarrangements were changed at the last minute and the check had
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already been made out. He felt it was more important to vait
until a nev check could be prepared than to send a check with an
incorrect amount.

The Committee was provided with a schedule and copies of
supporting documentation related to these payments.

In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee provide evidence which demonstrates why the
Committee is not in violation of 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(e) with respect
to payments to the corporations noted above.

The Audit staff further recommended that the Committee
provide additional information relating to the chartered corporate
aircraft apparently paid from an individual's personal funds
including the circumstances surrounding this payment, an
explanation of the $2,475.00 difference between the aircraft
charges and the amount reimbursed by the Committee, and whether a
discount was received by the Committee as a result of the
individual's association with the corporation.

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit Report, the
Committee Treasurer stated that it was their policy to make
advance payments to corporations for the use of their aircraft.
He explained that "...if it came down to deciding between making a
guess as to how much should be paid or waiting until after
completion of a trip to pay the correct amount, we would wait.
Often it was unknown how many people would be on which legs of any
given trip. Corporations were confused enough about the checks we
gave them that giving them one then asking for its return so we
could give them a new and correct one was, for some, too much. I
believed that briefly late correct payments were more in keeping
with the spirit of the law than forcing a 'best guess' check on a
confused corporation.

Of the 31 payments, totaling $58,564.85, the Committee's
response included comments and documentation related to 18,
totaling $38,777.85. Based on the Audit staff's review of this
information, five of these payments, totaling $6,775.00, will be
deleted. Three of these items were replacement checks for checks
sent in advance of the travel. One item had an incorrect date
written on the Committee's "Request for Expenditure" form and one
item was an additional amount related to an earlier check, paid in
advance, which had a mathematical error.

It should be noted that the 13 payments not addressed by the
Committee in their response were all made within 5 days of the
dates of travel (13 payments totaling $19,787.00). It appears
that the Committee omitted these items because when this issue was
presented to them at the exit conference, the Audit staff informed
them that they would possibly be excluded from the finding as
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immaterial, but that the Commission night decide to include them.
Based on the Office of General Counsel's recommendation, and
subsequent approval by the Commission, these items were included
in the Interim Audit Report finding.

In addition, the committee's response included information
about three payments which were originally included in
documentation provided to the Committee at the exit conference but
subsequently excluded from the Interim Audit Report based upon our
review of additional documentation.

The Committee's response mentions the two $1,571 payments to
Contran and explains that the second payment was a duplicate
payment. However, the response does not indicate if the second
check was ever returned uncashed or if a refund check was ever
received in the amount of $1,571. The Audit staff reviewed the
appropriate FEC reports but no refund was disclosed.

The Interim Audit Report included a recommendation that the
Committee provide additional information for a $2,475.00
difference between the charges related to a chartered corporate
aircraft and the amount reimbursed by the Committee, and whether a
discount was received. The Committee's response stated that the
$2,475.00 was not paid by the campaign because it had not been
authorized, and that the amount was apparently paid initially by
an individual and would not appear to involve a corporate
contribution. He adds that "(wje were all sort of confused by
this one...' This amount was not included in the total questioned
in the interim audit report. Based on the Committee's
explanation, the $2,475.00 will now be included in the total items
being questioned.

In summary, the Audit staff has identified 26 (31-5)
payments, totaling $54,264.85 ($58,564.85 + $2,475.00 -

$6,775.00), made to 15 corporations which were not made in advance
as required by 11 C.F.R. S114.9(e) (see Attachment 1). These
corporations do not appear to be licensed to offer commercial
services for travel. The number of days after the date of travel
these payments were made ranged from 1 day to 409 days. It should
be noted that 13 of the payments, totaling $19,787.00, were made
within 5 days after the dates of travel.

Recommendation *2

The Audit staff recommends that pursuant to the Commission
approved Materiality Thresholds, this matter be referred to the
Commission's Office of General Counsel.



Corporation

1. American Financial Corp.

2. Becon Construction
Company, Inc.

3. B & G Investments

4. Browning-Ferris
Industries

5. Businessmen's Assurance

Company

6. The Coastal Corporation

Corporate Air

~eck M~nt

$1,038.00*

495.00*

9,987.85

1,500.00

4,398.00*

630.00

1,254.00

1,280.00

2,709.00*

2,414.00*

676.00

166.00*

Travel - Not Paid

Q~eck t~te

6/25/87

8/31/87

4/07/88

4/01/88

2/08/88

7/06/87

3/15/88

3/24/88

5/05/87

11/20/87

4/24/87

8/20/87

*Although not paid in advance, payment was mad. within 5 days after the dates of travel (13 payments
totaling $19,787.00).

In Mvance

Travel ~te(a)

8/29/87

1/18/88, 2/25-2/27
3/05/88, 3/08/88

12/03/87, 12/12/87

2/06/88-2/07/88

5/01/87, 6/27/87

3/07/88

7/28/87, 10/11/87

11/18/87

5/01/87-5/03/87

11/17/87-11/18/87

4/14/87

8/17/87

EXHThIT B
ATYAQIIDIT 1
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Camaittee (2ieck

6/21/87

8/31/87

'88 4/07/88

2/25/88

2/06/88

7/07/87

3/15/88

5/05/87

11/16/87

4/14/87

8/18/87
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Corporation

7. Contran

8. The Home Insurance Co.

9. Long Lines Limited

10. Oven and Associates

11. Pfiser Corporation

12. Refco

13. Stephens, Inc.

14. Torchmark Corporation

15. Vinston Netvork, Inc.

Corporate

a~eck Amount

1,662.00

1,571.00

1,571.00

1,430.00*

3,880.00

9,905.00

178.00*

441.00*

330.00

1,022.00*

1,250.00*

3,265.00*

981.00*

231.00

Air Travel - Not

2/03/88

3/24/88

4/01/88

4/24/87

12/31/87

5/06/88

9/11/87

2/03/88

6/19/87

12/8/87

3/04/88

3/02/88

4/07/88

1/29/88

T~7FAL

Paid In Advance

Travel t~te(a)

1/12/88

3/14/88

3/14/88

4/20/87

12/23-12/24/87

Various ktes

3/24-11/09/87

9/10/87

2/01-2/02/88

5/13/87

12/5-12/6/87

3/01/88

2/27/88

4/02/88

1/21/88

zxaiurr a
ATEM~3W~ 1
?age 2 of 2

Coittm Qaeck

2/02/88

3/24/88

3/14/88

4/20/87

12/31/87

4/28/88

2/02/88

6/19/87

12/8/87

3/04/88

3/02/88

4/06/88

1/29/88
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Apparent Excessive Contributions

Section 44la(a)(l)(A) of Title 2 of the United States
Code states that no person shall make contributions to any
candidate with respect to any election for Federal office which,
in the aggregate, exceed $1,000.00.

Section 441a(a)(2)(A) of Title 2 of the United States
Code states that no multicandidate political committee shall make
contributions to any candidate and his authorized political
committees vith respect to any election for Federal office which,
in the aggregate, exceed $5, 000.00.

Section 110.1(k) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that any contribution made by more
than one person, except for a contribution made by a partnership,
shall include the signature of each contributor on the check,
money order, or other negotiable instrument or in a separate
writing. A contribution made by more than one person that does
not indicate the amount to be attributed ti-' e~h contributor shall
be attributed equally tc each contributor. Ii i contribution to a
candidate on its face or when aggregated with other contributions
from the same contributor exceeds the limitations on

N contributions, the Treasurer may ask the contributor whether the
contribution was intended to be a joint contribution by more than

o one person. A contribution shall be considered to be reattributed
to another contributor if the treasurer of the recipient political
committee asks the contributor whether the contribution is
intended to be a joint contribution by more than one person, and
informs the contributor that he or she may request the return of
the excessive portion of the contribution if it is not intended to
be a joint contribution; and within sixty days from the date of
the treasurer's receipt of the contribution, the contributors
provide the treasurer with a written reattribution of the
contribution, which is signed by each contributor, and which
indicates the amount to be attributed to each contributor if equal
attribution is not intended.

Section 103.3(b)(3) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that contributions which exceed the
contribution limitation may be deposited into a campaign
depository. If any such contributions are deposited, the
treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution of the
contribution by the contributor in accordance with 11 C.?.~. S
110.1(b), 110.1(k) or 110.2(b), as appropriate. If a
redesignation or reattribution is not obtained, the treasurer
shall, within 60 days of the treasurer's receipt of the
contribution, refund the contribution to the contributor.
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Section 103.3(b)(4) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that any contribution which appears
to be illegal and vhich is deposited into S campaign depository
shall not be used for any disbursements by the political committee
until the contribution has been determined to be legal. The
political committee must either establish a separate account In a
campaign depository for such contributions or maintain sufficient
funds to make such refunds.

Section 441a(f) of Title 2 of the United States Code
states that no candidate or political committee shall knowingly
accept any contribution in violation of any limitation on
contributions.

1. Apparent Excessive Contributions from Individuals

-~ During the review of contributions from
individuals, the Audit staff determined that the committee had

NJ accepted 549 contributions, totaling $246,187.31, from 423
individuals which were in excess of the 2 U.S.C. S44la(a)(l)(A)
limit and not timely refunded*/, reattributed or redesignated.

Of these contributions, 397, totaling $206,670.21,
from 334 individuals, were refunded but not in a timely manner.
The average number of days from the Committee's date of deposit to
the date of refund was 106. An additional 139 contributions,
totaling $32,856.60, from 76 contributors were redesignated by the
contributor and transferred to the Committee's Compliance Fund,
but not in a timely manner. The average number of days from the
Committee's date of deposit to the date of transfer was 115. Nine
contributions, totaling $5,155.50 in excess of the limitations,
from 9 contributors, were never refunded by the Committee; and 4
contributions, totaling $1,505.00, from 4 contributors were
refunded, but as of 2/28/89 the refund checks were still
outstanding.

The Audit staff found neither a separate account
for the deposit of contributions which were possibly excessive or
prohibited, nor a method to monitor an amount required to be kept
in the Committee's regular accounts while the acceptability
determination was being made. The reported ending cash balances
were as follows:

*/ Section 103.3(b) of the Code of Federal Regulations was
amended effective April 8, 1987. However, it is the opinion
of the Audit staff that these contribution refunds were not
made within a reasonable time as required by the previous
regulation.
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Report Period

Inception - 3/31/87

4/1/87 - 6/30/87

7/1/87 - 9/30/87

10/1/87-12/31/87

1/1/88 - 1/31/88

2/1/88 - 2/29/88

3/1/88 - 3/31/88

4/1/88 - 4/30/88

Based on these
that the Committee maintained
necessary refunds.

EXHIBIT C
PAGE 3 OF B

Ending Balance */

$ 208,742.71

1,685,502.24

2,214,821.68

2,208,682.83

4,153,698.85

836,445.98

374,415.37

519,912.58

ending cash balances, it appears
sufficient funds to make any

The Audit staff provided the Committee a listing of
the items at the exit conference.

recommended
In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff

that the Committee take the following action:

- Provide evidence that the contributions in question
are not excessive; or

- Refund the remaining $5,155.50 in contributions
from individuals to the contributors and provide
evidence of such refunds (i.e., copies of the front
and back of the negotiated refund checks); or

- If funds are not available to make such refunds,
disclose the excessive contributions as debts owed
by the committee on Schedules D-P.

- In addition, provide evidence that the 4
contributions, totaling $1,505.00, which were
outstanding as of 2/28/89 are no longer outstanding
(i.e., copies of the front and back of the
negotiated checks).

Also see Exhibit A, Prohibited Contributions.
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The Committee Treasurer states in the Committee's
response to the report that the Committee agrees with the Audit
staff on five of the nine excessive contributions from individuals
noted as never being refunded. He notes the total for these five
items as $4,101.00, although the correct total is $5,100.00 (see
Attachment 1). The Treasurer explains that the Committee did not
make these refunds because they did not have addresses for these
five individuals.

The Committee provided additional information
regarding the remaining four items, totaling $55.50. The Audit
staff has reviewed this information and, based on this review, has
deleted these four items.

Regarding the 4 excessive contributions, totaling
$1,505.00, vhich yore refunded but remained outstanding as of
2/28/89, the Committee did not provide any specific documentation
for these items, but in response to the Stale Dated Committee
Checks finding, they state that the Committee has voided a number
~UEfi7 outstanding checks and would like to review these with the
Audit staff. The Audit staff met with the Committee and
determined that these four items are still outstanding.

In conclusion, the Audit staff determined that the
Committee had accepted 545 contributions, totaling $246,131.81,
from 419 individuals, which were in excess of the 2 U.S.C.
S44la(a)(l)(A) limit and not timely refunded, reattributed or
redesignated.

Recommendation *3

The Audit staff recommends that pursuant to the Commission
approved Materiality Thresholds, this matter be referred to the
Commission's Office of General Counsel.

2. Excessive Contributions from Political Committees

During the review of contributicns from political
committees, the Audit staff noted contributions from 13 political
committees which exceed the contribution limitation by $19,670 (18
excessive contributions). Your of the excessive contributions;
totaling $8,000.00, were refunded but not in a timely manner. The
average number of days from the Committee's date of deposit to the
date of refund was 116. One excessive contribution, in the amount
of $2,000.00, was redesignated by the contributor and transferred
to the Committee's Compliance Fund, but not in a timely manner
(106 days).

The remaining 13 excessive contributions, totaling
$9,670.00, were never refunded by the Committee.
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As discussed above, a separate account was not
established by the Committee for possible illegal contributions,
nor were account balances monitored to ensure that sufficient
funds were available to make refunds. However, it appears that
sufficient funds were on hand to make the necessary refunds.

The Committee was provided with a schedule of the
excessive contributions.

In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff
recommended that the Committee take the following action:

- Provide evidence that the contributions in question
are not excessive; or

- Refund the remaining $9,670.00 in contributions
from political committees to the contributors and
provide evidence of such refunds (i.e., copies of
the front and back of the negotiated refund
checks);

- If funds are not available to make such refunds,
disclose the excessive contributions as debts owed
by the Committee on Schedules D-P.

In the Committee's response to the report, the
Committee Treasurer states that of the 18 excessive contributions,

O totaling $19,670 (excessive portions), from political committees,
the Committee has no record of receiving 10 of the listed
contributions, totaling $14,120.oo.*/ He further states that
"[tihe fact that a PAC reported giving us a contribution does not
mean we got the check. It is possible we received earmarked

-' contributions from these PAC's, but we would have reported those
as being from the individuals giving the contribution, not the
associated PAC.'

The Committee agrees with two of the excessive
contributions, Johnston for Congress ($1,000) and Tele-Comm., Inc.
PAC ($1,000), and states it will refund $1,000 to each committee.
No evidence of such refunds was included in the response or noted
in the Committee's disclosure reports.

The Audit staff reviewed the information provided
in the Committee's response regarding the excessive contributions
from political committees along with information contained in the
audit workpapers. Based on this review, four contributions

*/ The Audit staff notes that check copies were obtained from
the Committee's contribution batch records for 6 of these 10
contributions, totaling $12,050.00.
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totaling $795.00 have been determined to be earmarked
contributions and have been deleted from the finding. In

addition, two contributions totaling $2,000.00 were found to have

been reported by the Committee under th. name of an individual.
However, the documentation for these contributions does not

establish that they were earmarked for the Committee by the

contributor. Therefore, these contributions remain in the
excessive contribution total.

Also, in light of the Committee's statements that

some contributions for which check copies and deposit records were

found in Committee records had not been received by the Committee,

and that some apparent political committee contributions were

found reported in an individual's name, contributions taken from

contributing committee reports have not been deleted from the

finding. Two such contributions remain totaling $1,500.00. These

items may have been earmarked and/or reported in the name of an
individual.

It is also noted that other excessive contributions
could be earmarked but Committee records do not contain

information establishing the earmarking, and a review of reported

earmarked contributions produced no information concerning any

contributions remaining in the excessive contribution total.

In summary, the Audit staff notes contributions

from 11 political committees which exceed the contribution

limitation by $18,875 ($19,670 - $795). This total is comprised of

14 (18 - 4) excessive contributions. Four of the excessive

contributions, totaling $8,000.00, were refunded but not in a

timely manner. The average number of days from the Committee's

date of deposit to the date of refund was 116. One excessive

contribution, in the amount of $2,000.00. was redesignated by the

contributor and transferred to the Committee's Compliance Fund,

but not in a timely manner (106 days). See Attachment 2. Attach-

ment 3 contains photocopies of the contributor checks for the

excessive contributions which were documented in the Committee's
records.

The remaining 9 excessive contributions, totaling

$8,875, were never refunded by the Committee.

Recommendation t4a

The Audit staff recommends ~ pursuant to the Commission

approved Materiality Thresholds AS matter be referred to the

Commission's Office of General Couiksel.
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3. Compliance Fund

AS discus5ed in Section Cole of this Exhibit, the
Audit staff noted contributions from individuals to the Committee
which were in excess of the 2 U.S.C. 5441a(a)(1)(A) limit and not
timely refunded, reattributed or redesignated. Included in these
items were contributions subsequently redesignated by the
contributors and transferred to the Dole for President Compliance
Fund (Compliance Fund) between September 30, 1987 and June 28,
1988.

The total amount of contributions redesignated and
transferred to the Compliance Fund was $102,662.55. The
Compliance Fund also received $16,292.00 in direct contributions
between November 19, 1987 and July 29, 1988. The only operating
expenditures made by the Compliance Fund totaled $166.80 for tvo
bank charges. The Compliance Fund reported contribution refunds
totaling $19,542.00 through September 30, 1990. It should be
noted that these refunds were made within sixty days from the date
of Vice President mush's nomination (8/17/88), which is in
compliance with 11 C.F.R. S110.l(b)(3)(i).

On November 14, 1988, the Dole for President
Committee - Penalty & Interest Fund (PIF) registered with the
Federal Election Commission. The treasurer of the PIF, Jim Hagen,
is also the treasurer of the Committee and the Compliance Fund.

0
According to Hr. Hagen, letters were sent to all

contributors whose contributions had been redesignated to the
Compliance Fund or received directly by the Compliance Fund with a
choice of either redesignating their contributions to the PIF or
receiving a contribution refund. The letter explained that the
P17 was established "to pay any fines or penalties the Federal
Election Commission might levy against Senator Dole and Dole for
President." See Attachment 4.

The letter further explained that a fund such as
the PIF is permitted under 11 C.F.R. 59034.4(b)(4). This
regulation states that civil or criminal penalties paid pursuant
to the FECA are not qualified campaign expenses and cannot be
defrayed from contributions or matching payments. The cite

d.her states that any amounts received or expended to pay such
* alties shall not be considered contributions or expenditures

h'~i: all amounts received shall be subject to the prohibitions of
* 1.3 Act.
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Letters signed by the contributors vhich
redesignated $50,814.00 of their contributions from the Compliance
Fund to the PIP were reviewed by the Audit staff. These letters
were dated from August 9, 1988 to August 22, 1988 and were
date-stamped as received back by the Compliance Fund between
August 26, 1988 and September 22, 1988. Therefore, these
redesignations were made within sixty days from the date of
Vice-president Bush's nomination. The Compliance Fund transferred
$50,814.00 to the PIF on December 5, 1988. The only activity
reported by the PIF through September 30, 1990 was $6,035.18 in
interest earned.

The Audit staff noted that other than the
$19,542.00 in contribution refunds and the $50,814.00 transfer of
redesignated contributions from the Compliance Fund to the PIP,
the Compliance Fund had taken no action with regard to the
remaining $48,598.55 in contributions. The $48,598.55 in
contributions consisted of both contributions transferred from the
Committee and contributions received directly by the Compliance
Fund.

On Jaruary 25, 1991, the Committee submitted
photocopies of 105 contribution refund checks (front only) in the
amount of $48,748.55 with check dates of January 16 and 17, 1991.

-~ These refunds were not made in a timely manner. The $150.00
difference between the contribution refunds and the remaining

O contributions in the Compliance Fund ($48,748.55 - $48,598.55)
resulted from the transfer of a $325.00 contribution from the
Compliance Fund to the PIP when the amount of the original
contribution was actually $175.00. Hr. Hagen stated that $150.00
would be transferred back to the Compliance Fund from the PIP to
correct this error.

It should be noted that these contribution refunds
are subject to audit verification and pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
S9038.6, any which remain outstanding are payable to the United
States Treasury.

Recommendation *4b

The Audit staff recommends that pursuant to the Commission
approved Materiality Thresholds, this matter be referred to the
Commission's Office of General Counsel.
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Dol. for President
A~arent Excessive Contributions -

Never Reftmded by C~itt..

Excessive Contribution

Contrib.ztor N Deposit A~mt Aggregate A~mt
Dete Total in Excess

Richard W. Br~

Stephen B. Flood

Jms 3. Hagen

Don Hall

John W. Jordan, J

1~Y~AL

03/25/88

0346/88

12/24/87

0242/88

03/01/88

$1,000.00

2,000.00

1,000.00

3,000.00

2,000.00

$2,000.00

2,000.00

1,100.00

3,000.00

2,000.00

$1,000.00

1,000.00

100.00

2,000.00

1,000.00

$5,100.00

* *;. ~
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Excessive Contributions from Political Committees

ContributionAinsurntu
Exceusive
Pnrt inn.

Refunds
Dates Amounts

No. of Days
to Refund

1. Arthur Young &
Company PAC

Y 6/03/87 $1,000.00
8/07/87
12/23/87
12/23/87
12/31/87

1,000.00 y
1,000.00
4,000.00
500.00

2. Dallas Citizens
PAC

3. Fluor Corporation
Public Affairs
Committee
(PLIJOR PAC)

4. Good Government
Federal Political
Action Committee

5. Hartford Insurance
Group-PAC

6. Johnston for
Congress

N 1/11/87 1,000.00
1/11/88 1,000.00

Y 6/30/87 5,000.00
11/04/87 2,000.00

N 11/09/87 1,000.00
11/13/87 1,000.00

Y 9/21/87 2,000.00
3/17/88 5,000.00

N 6/29/87 1,000.00
1/27/88 1,000.00

1,000.00 3/

2,000.00 2/18/88 $2,000.00 4/

1,000.00 4/15/88 1,000.00

2,000.00

1,000.00

6/28/88 2,000.00

1/ Qualified Multi-Candidate Committee (Y-Yes, N-No)

2/ Recorded and reported in the name of David Carney.
- that this contribution vas earmarked.

Documentation does not establish

Taken from contributing committees' reports.

Transferred to Committee's Compliance Fund.

Committee

$

2,000.00
500.00

106

154

103

2'
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Excessive Contributions from Political Committees

Contribution
Aw~.rn I*.

Excessive
Pnrt lonE

Refunds
Dates Amounts

No. of kysto Refund

7. The National Good
Gov't Fund

8. Non-Partisan
Political Support
Committee (G.E.)

9. U.S. Federation of
Small Businesses N
PAC (Small BIZ PAC)

10. Southwestern Bell Y
Corp. Employee
Federal PAC

11. Tele-Coum., Inc. N
PAC

Y 11/23/87 5,000.00
3/30/87 1,000.00

y 11/23/87
12/24/87
2/12/88

5,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

12/23/87 1,000.00
3/11/88 4,000.00

6/09/87
6/30/87
6/30/87
8/19/87
11/03/87
12/03/87

1,000.00
1,000.00

375.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

11/24/87 2,000.00
3/29/88 1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

4,000.00 6/24/88 4,000.00

375.00

1,000.00
1,000.00

3/04/88 1,000.00

Total

5/ Contributor check is labeled as earmarked, however, no name is associated
- with the contribution.

6/ Recorded and reported in the name of Gary Andres. Documentation does not establish that this
- contribution was earmarked.

Committee
name -

fle ta

105

101



F~G!I31T C
Att~mm~t 3
r~q 1 of 29

/

ftIAULgT6~@m~ym~y

DO 1~ 1? cGUIT INC

1U~L ~ A

:.CWUINflVM

4W



~1? C
Atta~mw~t 3
Page 2 of 29

~MEuIIfrT&4 %4/~;yqk~ ~' Check No.

I~~NUWL~DgMENT TYPE:

Other Required informatIon

I ~~3Ksae umeg

1 N3W

"~m~uv* N.Y.
ARTHUR YOUNG & COWANY
P@UflCAL ACTION COMMUTYgE

afl Pass Avamug S USW VSU. N.Y. mu

SAVE May 21. 1987 *1Ooo.oo

PAY ONE THOUSAND DOLLARs - ~ 
~

~ !~l. for Pros ident Exploratory C~te.
p

0/ AbKS

uoooso&.. l:o~&oo&O33i: OO&smsoo~~q~~.s

~ih~j

501



-u~1tc
Attadinnt

DOIZV ~ OOUUi~ i~

3

RL2~3 mWi~________

2~UL

&/O& cr~

rr~}2A~ I f I i-ij~
we

~ e:os&o.o~oa. 5~OO~?~q..

003

0..

00.
00*
00*

DO.

1.000.
100.

1 p0000

2.100.

DA~

-VA-

7' 87

NW~ca~



IWBITAttad~t 3
-~......

~ coqi~y vish the f.llwtmg guLd.lg~* 81. Mak, all checka payable to lob Dole for Preggig.uit.2. Corpora,. checka are prohibited by lay.~o ?e~e~~ 1u~ limit. coa:riheuoi1 . to $3000 per Person.C ) I viii aUami the reception for lob Dole on July 20, 1,87.C ) Sorry, I caamsg aucag, acioaed La my Check for SlO~jj*()Sorry, I unable to eu,,d* PIL'~~-54~A 4NAIS flpy4j~

ADOsgg 277 Park AV@~~
CO* /om, Arthur Young & Co.CI?! No York STArE MY ZIP 10017Paid for by Dole for Preagdeat ExPloratory Com.tgg.,.~:W4

ARTHUR YOUNG & COMPANY
POUTICAL ACTiON COMWyyug VE?.16Ff~~jj

811 lAME AVEMME * NEW VONIS. N.Y. 3MEI

I.',.
ateATU Jn1~~ 2S 1037

~. PAY ONE ThOUSAND DOLLARS mmmm~~ 
~ DOLLARSI ~ Robert Dole tor President A £rnYwu:Y.sjue~ COMPANY

~ do John MillerProvidence Mutual Ins. Co.~2 1600 Market Street
.~ Philadelphia, PA 19103

~'OOO5Oa.u* I:o~1oo&o33i: OO&-SOo~~q~ Lu'

~1) N? 504



~OIIB1? C
Attaduvent 3
Pa~ 5 of 29

I
'0

UOYZ F~ 1? cmin XE

M~H -ua..229jZL
~0

romz. ~?L

DOlLAR -

~4

-COI~INfl~_____________

~\jU~i

ASAM LET ~OE~ m~Ym.y

C
e
h

Ii



4
J

!~GZI3IT C
Attadmnt 3
Page 6 of 29

UAinxua vauw eem~aaw
NEW TOEK~. N. ~*

PAY
TOTh
-U

ARTHUR YOUNG & COMPANY
POUTICAL ACTiON COMMITTEE

31? PARK Avumum. uuw vesm. .v. mu 523
14fl

m~,gDsCeUbew 9. 2987g 1.OOO.OO

GEE TE~WARD DOLLAM 
I A

m Bob Dole for Prinldent amuimum Yes.'. & PAIIY

d~Th~JAAf

*OOOS~3u ':o~&oo&D33g: OO&-SOo2Gq~.s



L~OUBIT C
Atta~simnt 3
Pa~u 7 of 29

N,

tn

0

taugy @@MPA3y
4KW YORK. N. Y.

AftTHU~ YOUNG & COMPANY
~@UT1CAL ACTION COMMIyygg311 PAUg AVUN pg. ~ V*s~., S.Y. lest,

'eggs

N? £ 522
DAY3 D@C~ib@' 9, 1 9 8 7 ~4,ooo.~

PAY_
mu

CCCI.
op

I

FQ~JR THc~JsMrD

Bob Dole for President

'Ooo5~u. I:o~&oo&o33.:
tO LmSOO ~&9& Ii'



LAST NAME: FIcjd&., 7~LI~ 4116a;..qL

DOITh1? C
Atta~mt
Page 8 of

C*2~?ItSL Check No.~Jj~j
SALUTATION:

ACKNOWLEDGMENT TYPE:

Other Required Information
-- - I --

4~4~

* *PLUOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE ~4)
3333 MICHELSON

W4E, CALifORNIA 53730
TELEPHONE: (714)0753053

NE 001298

j~* 19.

PAY TO TIE
ORDER op * * DOLE FOR PRESIDDIT EXPWRATORY CONNITTEE * * * 0

ECAaL~~CC3 4?vV CC
J $59000.00

(I) ~*OSSd*U*OSIU O~V.. ?l..31S4008

me. peat ~aeu. sa&wee.aamm

~gH PC.
bbool2,a.s 4:&2w03L31,':oDs?303083.'

4A~~ S1

~&

L I
(4Z

r



E011D1TAttadTmnt 3Pa 9 of 29

*UILUOR PUUC AFPAmS COMMgyF~ VE~IF~ED ~
3323 MCNUL5~ OAWEmwg Cauo~ 3730

iLEPHONI: (71sp PHags

PAY THE

'4. 1 ~ ~ ~ oonoo
r')

0

'~4 ~~'//,'



~OITh1T C
Attw~hmnt 3
P~u 10 of 29

tf)



E~~NI3IT C
Attadmw~t 3
Page 11 of 29

* OSg~gW ~ ?Oa ________________

AND OC/ipo S '.1,

Tig ~ @PPAam~~~=

em

152

000.OO

001 LASS

I

0

#~5a
7'OJ



i~aimr C
Attadmm~t 3
Pag. 12 of 29

HATFORO WSURANCE GROUP. PLC.
m~ -~

eMRwomo. CT SItS

~ TillDIR OW ~1. for P~es1dat ~itt..
7 ~ inmt~usan4 Gllars

229

Septber 3. ~ 'lip

'S 2.000.o0

Dou..~as

t' ~ c
00/100

Wunited flank~~
FOR ~I-'RI~T

flAmRY2 022 n~-- -5. u.~ ~u-

i* :::

:5

Re

uooo~q.. q:a&&qofl~s~1:



E~OUB1T C
Attadi~nt 3
Pa~ 13 of 29

HARTFORD ISURANCU 630W * PAC. 242
--- -
~ ~A

MmP0~, CT guns ftbmry 22. to NiP

Iomoaaow ~ ~ $ S. ooo.oo
Five-Umuamad Illara 00/100

~OU~AR5

Wsdmkgh
G~WAPIY

uooo~.,~v.s:o&&qoo&sau: oB~a q a

y2537



~~OITh1? Ctadww~t 3
% ,I.

14 of 29

r4~ ~ ChecK I4o. ~

LAST ~4AJAI: ~'~' ~ 
6'"

SALU1AT1O~:

ACKNOW~D~~ TYPE: ~

j~equird IMor~StI" ~ f ~
~

NJ 

r4~. 21 401

I,)

I-)
-

p

F~St ~ kaW~ ~

G'ouu~ 

r~

II
JOHteSTo.. p~ ~ J

L~. - -

- ~SY~JIA.

'I:053&o8sao.: ?~OB~.s.S&~~



£dALhJ.&~.&~ ~

Attadum~t 3

P.3e 15 of 29

fts ~im. Ume~ mg~ 4$

PAYTOThE

J it2 ALE 
_

I4'~J~.
Porn_____________

"0 53&oasao.: ?WBG



I~GIIBT~ c
Attaditunt 3
P~ 16 of 29

- - - -

II 
-

b 1615
VERIF~k.D'~'

tS~303 DOLE ~

$ 1,000.00ONE ThOUSANDs ~ 
- DOLLARS

March 18 88

lIE NAl1@UAL 6000 OVUUSESIT RUSS
I-"~r.,rhs~ campaign COutributi@u

I'll
9-

Iii'



~OIThIT C
Attadunent 3
P~ 17 of 29

NON PARTISAN POLITICAL
- SUPPORT COMMrrrEI

PO emmaL aldus
~UMUT ~
FAINFIUW. CT SS@i

MY
Dole fo: ?reu±dega~ Coitt... Inc.

**Fiva thouzand and 001100--

Cwm~d)~~pwIBan~ ~-

p(COOZ3J!S50)1988Pres1dent±g~ 
- Pr±aaxy

-

-
4453

Noveuber 12. ie~IZ~
'S

$**5000.0O**

~aruarua

~d I



~OIIB~P CAttaduum~t 3
P~ 18 of 29

*n~~ L

MY
"'I.
0USSUOU ~o1a for ftp.tA.nt t~nintCtm~ Tni

NOW PARTISAN POUTiCAL
SUPPORT COUMI'ITEE I

worn - assims
- -

FAIW1S.O. CI OS~I 
fl.einhav I

$ **1000.OO**

LLARS
**~e thousand and OO/100

GW=~<BW*

~ (cOoZlSS5O) ~s'Idutia1 PrimarY
q~~~gu

#



i~a~zni'r cAttadmnmnt 3
P~ 19 of 29

,.~ ,-,'~ I-

NON PARTUSAN POLITiCAL
SW COMM~

roe einmL aiclus
- -
PAP.D. CT @601 ?ebniary 1,

~y.mYmm $1~1 Fm Pranidatit Comitte. Inc.
o.m*@p -

fli I A*3
- -~,IlW ~awuwmam m.~ - - - - w

Cw'm#ltJi'~md Bank ~ _______________

OW? q~~~uu

'-

/f:~-~O (eco~-d 0

F144.
(~p7 oor~ed Ltj

-J

Os

U

~1 -Ns-i

0745

4~



P~ 20 ot 29

-A

DAY
Dole for President Cmiteee

00/l0Oin.,.,~, $ 1,000.00

~IILLARS

Fon_______________________________

dOS&OO&I&ag 03&7 ;qLa~



9-.

I,

a.
2t

EWZBXT C
-. AttsdWuU~t 3

pa~ 21 of 29

-. DEPOSIT TICKET
92' Cigam co*' *agg~ a em~y myw .a~ ~ewi .g~

3*?'

cu.3,~cv

corn

eg ao
U'
53

o

U' /
Ab

I~. -~

3 9 ---. -o
o -~~-
911
f

Sm *,

an
*1 -

Di)

I

/
/
I
I:



~OIIBIT C
g1Ii.Jui~aTi~. 0
Pe 22 of 29

I,

LAST RArE: 'k211 ~I71..Pp9~~ ~SOLZCZTATZON Miff: _______________________________________

SALUTATZON: 
____________________________________________

AC~ TYPZ:
Oth@~ Reqt4~g~ nC Xafora~(j

0~. ____________________________

If)

q~J.

~

Small DIZ.PAC

N! H0

Vashu~g:.ui D.C. 
-. %m 

Yo.sx j
Flo@y 20002 ~ 

-JhYJ.l~jg)fl '1k gJ1WmR 

$40
-EflaLThQusand and 

-.

I___________________________________ 

I
h.m e~ i- I+SIX~~ 

-

03&?L.

SSa.Bu~ 
-~

4



~O!IDI? C
Attadwent 3 -~

P~ 23 ~r 2!'

C -c~i~

LAST NAME:
Check No.

SALUTATION:

ACkNOwL~~i~ TYPE: U~ _

Other Required Information

.Q~.

soummmau sini cowom~nou
~ftOm ~ A~SU

o sm~ ~ moom sue
SL WWW ND SW,

ass

Mr
SWSU W Dab Dole for Preuldeat ~ulaAtaFV ~It~

I'WSA AND ~

May 22. ,.37

I 5 l.OOO.OO

DOLLARS*~rc2Bank

FOR Pr±aarv O~ -t6 '07
'0011.01." ':oa &oaa, sq &e:

* /(*7(

1404

/'



I~~I3IT C
Attadz:mnt
Page 24 of

F;
Vt

Check No.LAST NAME:

SALUTATION:

ACKNOWLEDGMENT TYPE

Other Required Inforuetin

~~1~ 0----------------------

OlE Um.i~ ~ _ 4*4. I
UT. LOWS. MO ~ ~U4U

~*OP~~I.PQiIIQLPY@S1d.,t ~wloratcry Co~1tts.

Paq Preaidp,~ti8 i Plm~mry t~, miTt ~!j A

UUU AL 2L0 m*fln g~~a -- - -

u.wu.uuu.~ha,:

#

It-,



I~OII5I? CAttadmant 3.

V
jib.

No. .L~L3SALIJTAI1ON

0th... R.quie~~g Inform~g~ 
_____________________

.3
-

__ __ -
)

aSOUTHWESTERN SELL CORPa~ynn~ ~
ftwm ingm~ POLITIOM. 

MIgOm POUUNY

~. 

1413
a

ST. LOUS. MO Uleg

10116

~~~~OOLLAR8

poq PTIZY ~1Ct1Ol1 LV, !, 7-00&a&3h3 ':oa&ooisq&, 
0 &&ioj~..

4



E~OITh1T C
A~t~NIUflt 3
Pags26of29 _

S

& -

3~6~

I

LASTNAME: ~W Th~ii C~Ofp /41CC - CHECKNO..J~LLL~m

SALUTATION:

ACKNOWLED~~ TYPE: iY~. ICYC)C)
Other Rquired FEC InformatI@6~: ____________________________

- - -

SOUTHWES~F~N BELL CORPORATION mu 1417
EMPLOYU PW~RAL POUnCAL AC~ON CO.~

Offi maL C~TE~ ROOM ~84
ST. LOUS. MO miew

PAY
July 23, ,*87 m4bmSlOINS -

omosm op moo i~ie toy PY@.id.iit

3 ~D1Derce Bap,~ ~OLLAR3
q

p~q PZesidezitJ.al 1 l~ay $1 Z~H Ks
~

0 *~ *~ d * . .* .- 0 * * *.......................
e * . . .*.. *0* . p * *** .0~ *~ -

*1J



- .- .cG~Th~c
Attadment 3
Page 27 of 29

us'

i

.1's

ElSOUThWESTERN DELL CORPORATION

OWl PUL cS~ lOOM ~64
ST. LOWS. MO aim

~ m~ ~unc~ ~ minmw 1452

- 1* 57MY
U-
- - Ufth ~1 * Fm~ 3~m4 AUwm.~-~ ------- ~-~-a~ - - - - - .-

~- - I~--

8~J
~3I~L.-

~ * ~*~rce3ank

minPrimarv - Dpmrn4A~.'.*~~

~oO&m,5~u3 ~u:oa &oousq ia: i~ .,a ~
~1 '7

-4. -~ j.
.~,,. /: /~:

TN

(I)



i~0fTh1T C
Attaduiwat 3
Page 2C of 29

*OUThWES'TIRN SILL ~OWORAT3ON
- -~ ~ -

cie mm~ Omn~ ~
ST. LOUS. MO -

US.

A *W I
1UD~

*4~

Uaveubew 132 iLJl
5:1.000.00 1

Dole for Pi.mi~t Cmittaa

__________________ '~DBLLA3S

m Primary 4)' PC' ~
flfl1L~tF
~W - - - -m!flR iDOl. 5q 1s

~1/ ~

iii'
I



DGIThIT C
Att~unt 3
Pay 29 of 29

;~' s/in'

. .

6 a "CA

I

~~ILSUS6vArgow~ ~ ~ 106

S ~

OLgA ES

0

~o&I,&gs& &um

I



~arn~ t~
Actadmeat 4

Fage 1 of 1

August 9, 1988 'ff11

Mrs. Frances L Adams
1213 V. 29th Tez'raos
Brewster Vest Cottage 3
Topeka, KS 66611

Dear Mrs * Frances Z * Adams:

You may recall that earlier in the campaign you contributed, eitherdirectly or through reattribution, to Senator Dole' a general electionLegaI and Accounting Compliance Fund'. This money yam to be used tohelp Senator Dole meet the requirements of various federal statutes andregulations.

Nov that Senator Dole is no longer in the race for the Re~li~nomination for president, it is necessary that his committee eitherrefund your contribution from this account or seek your reattribution to~Senator Doles Post-primary Obligation Fund' * DIP is establishing thisfund to pay any fines or penalties the Federal Election Commission might~levy against Senator Dole and Dole for President after the completion of
FEC' a current audit.
This fund is permitted under 11 CII 9034 * 4(b) (4) of the Fe~ ~ra1Election Coinisssion regulations. Of course if you would prefer, DIP~will promptly refund your contribution. Which ever you decide, will youplease take a few innts right nov to check the appropriate box belay~ and return it in the enclosed postage-paid envelope?

o As always, thank you 50 much for your continued support. I amsorry that this is somewhat confusing but such is the nature ofqcomp~y~~g with the regulations of the Federal Election Commission.

Sincerely,

Chief Couns~.Y

Y ins9 i want to attribute my previous contribution to the Dole forPresident Leqal and Account ing Compliance Fund' to the Dole forPresident "Post-prizary C ~- 1 igation Fund'. My signature belowindicates my agreement with this reattribution.

NO, I prefer to have my contribution refunded directly to me atthe above address.
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Allocation of Expenditures to States

Sections 441a(b)(l)(A) and 441a(c) of Title 2 of the
United States Code provide, in part, that no candidate for the
office of President of the United States, who is eligible under
Section 9033 of Title 26 to receive payments from the Secretary of
the Treasury, may make expenditures in any one State aggregating
in excess of the greater of 16 cents multiplied by the voting age
population of the State, or $200,O0O~ as adjusted by the change in
the Consumer Price Index.

Section 106.2(a)(l) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that except for expenditures exempted
under 11 C.P.U. S106.2(c), expenditures incurred by a candidate's
authorised committee(s) for the purpose of influencing the
nomination of that candidate for the office of president with
respect to a particular State shall be allocated to that State.
In the event that the Commission disputes the candidate's
allocation or claim of exemption for a particular expense, the
candidate shall demonstrate, with supporting documentation, that
his or her proposed method of allocation or claim of exemption was
reasonable. Further, 11 C.F.R. S106.2(c) describes the various
types of activities that are exempted from State allocation.

Section 106.2(c)(5) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that an amount equal to 10% of
campaign workers salaries and overhead expenditures in a
particular State may be excluded from allocation to that State as
an exempt compliance cost. An additional amount equal to 10% of
such salaries and overhead expenditures in a particular State may
be excluded from allec~tion to that State as exempt fundraising
expenditures, but this exemption shall not apply within 28
calendar days of the primary election.

Section 106.2(b)(2)(iv) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states, in part, that overhead expenditures
include, but are not limited to, rent, utilities, office
equipment, furniture, supplies, and telephone service base
..harges.

For the 1988 election, the expenditure limitation for
the State of Iowa was $775,217.60 and for the State of New
Hampshire was $461,000.00. The Committee provided computerized
worksheets to the Audit staff that indicated allocable costs to
Iowa and New Hampshire of $793,230.82 and $462,462.20
respectively, as of October 31, 1988. These totals agreed with
the totals disclosed by the Committee on its FEC Form 3P, Page 3
as of March 31, 1989.
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The Audit staff reviewed the Committee's allocation
worksheets and analyzed the Committee's allocation methods. Based
on this review the following additions to the Committee's
allocation totals are required.

1. Twenty-Five Percent Fundraising Exemption -

Travel, Events - Senator Dole and Events -

Elizabeth Dole

The Committee applied a 25 percent fundraising
exemption to the following expense code categories: Travel
(Intra-state), Events - Senator Dole, and Events - Elizabeth Dole.
The Committee did not apply the exemption to expenses within 28
days of either p~imary election.

The Committee Treasurer stated that the 25 percent
exemption was taken to reflect the fundraising efforts associated

D with these three categories. He explained that whenever Senator

Dole and Elizabeth Dole were traveling, they would make a request
for contributions. Twenty-five percent was selected by the
Committee as a 'reasonable' judgment of what these requests were
worth to the Committee's fundraising efforts. No explanation for
the inclusion of the Travel category in this calculation was
offered by the Committee. No other evidence to support this
exemption was provided.

Neither the Act nor the Commission's Regulations
provide for a fundraising exemption for these expense categories.
In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff noted that in the
staff's opinion the Committee had not demonstrated that 25 percent
fundraising exemption is reasonable. It was also noted that,
absent the submission of documentary evidence to demonstrate that
these exemptions are reasonable, the amounts excluded by the
Committee from the Iowa and New Hampshire expenditure limitations
($28,450.36 and $13,997.06, respectively) had been included in the
Audit staff's calculation. Finally, the Committee was requested
to submit evidence which revealed the nature of the fundraising
appeal for each event, how the appeal was delivered and the amount
of resulting contributions.

In response to the Interim Audit Report, the
Committee Treasurer cites 11 C.F.R. SlOO.8(b)(21)(i) which he
quotes as follows:

"'Any costs incurred by a candidate...in connection
with the solicitation of contributions are not expenditures if
incurred by a candidate who has been certified to receive
Presidential Primary Matching Fund Payments...'" He continues
that "[un connection with the solicitation of contributions' is
defined at 11 C.F.R. SlOO.8(b)(21)(ii) as meaning'...any cost
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reasonably related to fundraising activity..." The Treasurer
states that 'without the transportation of Senator and Secretary
Dole through Iowa and New Hampshire, its fundraising appeal would
have been zilch.'

In response to the Audit staff's Interim Audit
Report request for evidence which reveals the nature of the
fundraising appeal for each event, how the appeal was delivered
and the amount of resulting contributions, the Committee states
that 'Itihe nature of the fundraising appeal was 'Please give
money,' the appeal was delivered by voice and the amount received
is irrelevant.' The Treasurer further argues that the direct
costs listed in 11 C.F.R. slOO.8Cb)(2l)(ii) are not exclusive and
that they must only be reasonably related to fundraising. He adds
that '[tihe fact that the Audit staff does not believe the
transportation and event costs associated with the Senator and
Secretary represent 'reasonable' fundraising costs does not
preclude them from being such costs' and adds that the Committee
took only 25% of these costs as exempt.

The Treasurer concludes that without these costs,
the Committee would not have raised much money and that 'a
reasonable person might believe that 25% of such costs were
reasonably associated with fundraising.'

The Audit staff reiterates that in order to exempt
from allocation the expenditures included in the three categories
discussed above, documentation supporting a fundraising appeal
which can be associated with the expenditures is necessary. Since
no such documentation was provided in the Committee's response to
the Interim Audit Report, no adjustment to the allocations has
been made.

2. Fundraising Exemptions - Direct Mail Costs

The Committee separated their direct mail costs
into two categories: Postage/Printing and Newsletter/Postcards.
For allocation purposes, the Committee excluded a percentage of
these direct mail costs as fundraising. This percentage varied
from item to item.

The Audit staff reviewed the documentation related
to the Iowa and New Hampshire direct mail costs which had been
given fundraising exclusions by the Committee to determine if
these exclusions were supported. These mailings were targeted for
these two states. The auditors did not accept the fundraising
exclusions for the costs which had no solicitation samples
available to review or for costs which had solicitation samples
without a request for funds.
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The committee excluded the following amounts as the
fundraising share of the direct mail costs:

Iowa $217,643.73
New Hampshire $ 43,877.56

Based on the Audit staff's review of supporting
documentation regarding these direct mail costs, we were able to
verify $23,369.76 of the $217,643.73 excluded by the committee for
Iowa, leaving the solicitation of funds unverified for direct mail
costs of $194,273.97 ($217,643.73 - $23,369.76). The Audit staff
applied a 100% fundraising allocation to the $23,369.76 of direct
mail costs which contained a fundraising appeal resulting in a
credit of $20,370.42 for items not allocated 100% by the
Committee. The adjusted unverified Iowa total is $173,903.55
($194,273.97 - $20,370.42).

The Audit staff reviewed the Committee's allocation
N worksheets regarding Iowa direct mail costs and noted purposes

such as postcards announcing town meetings, Iowa newsletters,
announcement letters, etc.

For New Hampshire, the Audit staff was able to
verify $129.50 of the $43,877.56 excluded by the Committee. In
addition, the Committee includes an adjusting journal entry in the
amount of $(6,418.91) for which no support has been provided.
Therefore, the Audit staff was unable to verify $43,748.06 of the

o $43,877.56 excluded by the Committee for New Hampshire ($43,877.56
- $129.50). The Audit staff applied a 100% fundraising allocation
to the $129.50 of direct mail costs which contained a fundraising
appeal resulting in a credit of $129.50 for items not allocated
100% by the Committee. The adjusted unverified New Hampshire
total is $43,618.56 ($43,748.06 - $129.50).

The Committee was provided copies of workpapers in
support of the auditors' figures.

The Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report includes explanations and documentation related to Iowa
direct mail costs which the Committee believes documents a 50%
fundraising exemption for several items noted as unverified by the
auditors.

Based on o~ r review of this information, the Audit
staff has determined that of the $173,903.55 noted as unverified
Iowa direct mail costs, $121,967.77 of these costs contained a
direct fundraising appeal. Included in this amount is postage
which as a result of material submitted can be associated with a
particular solicitation. Included in this amount is postage which
as a result of documents submitted can be associated with a
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particular solicitation. The remaining $51,935.78 ($173,903.55 -

$121,967.77) is still unverified and is allocable to the Iowa
state limit.

The Committee's response did not address the
$43,618.56 of unverified New Hampshire direct mail costs and
therefore $43,618.56 is allocable to the New Hampshire state
limit.

It should be noted that the Audit staff applied
100% of the direct mail costs which contained a fundraising appeal
to exempt fundraising, as opposed to the 50% requested by the
Committee.

3. Allocation of Intra-State Phone Calls Paid for
With Telephone Credit Cards

Section 106.2(a)(1) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states, in part, that expenditures incurred by
a candidate's authorized committee(s) for the purpose of
influencing the nomination of that candidate for the office of

f) President with respoct to a particular State shall be allocated to
that State.

()
The Audit staff reviewed Committee headquarters

telephone bills from April 1987 through March 1988 to determine
the total amounts of intra-state phone calls made in Iowa and New
Hampshire which were charged on Committee telephone credit cards.
The Committee did not allocate these intra-state calls to the
appropriate states. No explanation for this omission was provided
by the Committee.

The total of intra-state calls, adjusted for the
10% compliance and 10% fundraising exemptions, are as follows:

Iowa $23,280.46
New Hampshire $ 1,696.44

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report, the Committee states that they agree with these
allocations.

4. Phone Bank Operations

Section 106.2(a)(1) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states, in part, that expenditures incurred by
a candidate's authorized committee(s) for the purpose of
influencing the nomination of the candidate for the office of the
President with respect to a particular State shall be allocated to
that State. An expenditure shall not necessarily be allocated to
the State in which the expenditure is incurred or paid.
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Section llO.8(c)(2) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states that for State limitations9
expenditures for fundraising activities targeted at a particular
State and occurring within 28 days before that state's primary
election, convention or caucus shall be presumed to be
attributable to the expenditure limitation for that State.

The Committee had a phone bank operation located in
Kansas City, Kansas from July 1987 through February 1988 and
another in Wisner, Nebraska from October 1987 through February
1988. The auditors requested copies of the phone bank scripts but
the Committee never provided them.

Kansas City Phone Dank

The Audit staff reviewed U.S. Sprint telephone
invoices which contained 42.544 phone calls from the Kansas City
phone bank, of which 5,587 (13%) were calls made to Iowa telephone
numbers. The total cost of the Iowa calls was $1,054.80. Calls
made to New Hampshire were determined to be immaterial.

To derive the Iowa share of the other related phone
bank costs, the Audit staff applied the 13% (Iowa percentage) to
the other cost categories on the phone bills: Federal Excise Tax,
Features Federal Taxes, Vats Equipment Charge and Volume Discount.
The total Iowa share of these costs is $73.01. The 13% was then
applied to Rent, Salaries, and Reimbursements related to the phone
bank. These costs were also adjusted for the 10% compliance and
10% fundraising exemptions. The total Iowa share of these costs is
$2,328.30. The total Iowa portion of the Kansas City phone bank
is therefore $3,456.11 ($1,054.80 + $73.01 + $2,328.30).

The Committee did not allocate any of the costs
associated with the Kansas City phone bank to Iowa. At the exit
conference, the Treasurer stated that the Kansas City phone bank
was set up to influence the entire country and therefore, the
costs are not allocable to Iowa. He cited 11 C.F.R.
S106.2(b)(2)(v) which states that expenditures for telephone calls
between two States need not be allocated to any State.

The Committee was provided with copies of
workpapers in support of the auditors' figures at the exit
conference.

In the response to the Interim Audit Report, the
Committee stated that they agreed with the Audit staff's
allocation of $73.01 to Iowa as the Iowa share of the other
related Kansas City phone bank costs. They also agreed with the
allocation of $2,328.30 to Iowa as the Iowa share of Rent,
Salaries and Reimbursements related to the Kansas City phone bank.
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However, the Committee did not agree with the
allocation to Iowa of $1,054.80 of Iowa telephone call charges
made from the Kansas City phone bank. The committee cited 11
C.F.R. S106.2(b)(2)(v) which states that expenditures for
telephone calls between two states need not be allocated to any
state. The Committee asserted that 'DFP fails to see how such
plain language can be interpreted in any way except to exempt toll
charges from state allocation.

The Committee added that they did not find any
language in the Regulations or appropriate Explanations and
Justifications, as cited by the auditors in the Interim Audit
Report, that refuted the 'plain meaning' of 11 C.F.R.
S106.2(b)(2)(v).

The Committee also cited 11 C.F.R. S106.2(b)(l)
which states that unless otherwise specified under 11 C.F.R.
S106.2(b)(2). an expenditure incurred by a candidate's authorized
committee(s) for the purpose of influencing the nomination of that
candidate in more than one state shall be allocated to each state
on a reasonable and uniformly applied basis. The Committee then
noted that '(un case anyone wonders if the toll charges involved
here qualify as an 'expenditure' for interstate calls, it should
be noted that DY? paid the cost of these calls directly and that
no third party was involved.

The Committee Treasurer additionally quoted the
Explanation and Justification from the February 4, 1983 Federal
Register which states that 'Subsection (b)(2)(v) sets forth a new
method for allocating telephone charges other than base service
charges. All calls made within a particular State must be
allocated to that State. Calls made between two States, whether
or not using toll free service, are exempted from allocation.' He
added that the phrase 'are exempted from allocation' was simple to
understand. The Committee Treasurer continued that '[Un the 1987
rewrite of many of the state allocation regulations the Commission
again states that 'IiJnter-state calls remain exempt from
allocation under paragraph (b)(2)(v).'' He added that 'I again do
not see any meaning beyond what that simple statement states" and
that '[tihe Commission specifically considered the exemption and
chose not to change the language.'

A similar issue arose in the audit of the 1984
presici~iitial campaign of Senator John Glenn. In that case, the
Fin~ 'dit Report stated that the interstate telephone call
exetty on was designed to eliminate the problems of trying t.o
alloca~~ telephone calls between offices of a campaign committee.
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Eventually, the dispute over these costs vent to litigation. John
Glenn Presidential committee v. FEC, 822 F.2d 1097 (D.C. Cir.
1987). The Commission maintained that the regulation only applies
when an expenditure is directed at attracting voters in more than
one state. The court accepted this as a 'rational explanation of
the Commission's regulations.' 822 F.2d at 1102. Since Iowa
voters alone were the objectives of the telephone expenses, the
court held that the 'Commission reasonably concluded that the
governing prescription was contained in 11 C.F.R. S106.2Ca)(1).'
822 F.2d at 1102.

Since the telephone calls from the Kansas City
phone bank were i~ot exclusively targeted to Iowa, the Commission
has determined that the $1,054.80 of telephone charges for calls
made to Iowa are not allocable to the Iowa spending limitation.
However, the $2,401.31 ($73.01 + $2,328.30) of other costs
associated with the Kansas City phone bank are allocable to Iowa
which the Committee agreed with in their response to the Interim
Audit Report.

Nebraska Phone Bank

The Committee had a phone bank operation in wisner,
Nebraska.~/ The Audit staff reviewed the Great Plains
Communication telephone invoices which contained 445,914 toll
calls. Of these calls 338,675 (75.95%) were calls made to Iowa
phone numbers. The cost of these Iowa calls was $106,612.38.

To derive the Iowa share of the other related phone
bank costs, the Audit staff applied the 75.95% (Iowa percentage)
to the other cost categories on the phone bills: Equipment
Charges, Federal Tax, Volume Discount and Telephone Facility Fee.
The total Iowa share of these costs is a credit
of $(2,452.73). The 75.95% was then applied to Salaries and
Overhead Costs related to the phone bank. These costs were
adjusted for the 10% compliance and 10% fundraising exemptions.
The total Iowa share of these costs is $64,634.96. The total Iowa
portion of the Nebraska phone bank is therefore $168,794.61
($106,612.38 + $(2,452.73) + $64,634.96).

*/ Wisner, Nebraska is located in northeast Nebraska about 40
~ from the Iowa border.
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During the fieldwork the Committee Treasurer stated
that they allocated phone bank salaries and overhead costs to Iowa
but that the telephone calls made from the phone bank to Iowa vere
not allocated to Iowa because they were considered interstate
calls and therefore not allocable pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
S106.2Cb)(2)(v).

At the exit conference the Treasurer reiterated
that in his opinion, calls from Nebraska to Iowa were not
allocable to Iowa and the Committee had complied with the
regulations. The Audit staff explained that in our opinion, the
phone bank was set up primarily to target Iowa and therefore all
calls to Iowa are allocable to Iowa.

Based on the rationale as set forth above, the
Commission has determined that since telephone calls from the
Nebraska phone bank were not exclusively targeted to Iowa, the
$106,612.38 of telephone charges for calls made to Iowa are not
allocable to the Iowa spending limitation. Since the Committee
allocated $64,136.94 in non-telephone costs to Iowa from the
Nebraska phone bank, the Audit staff concludes that a credit in
the amount of $(l,954.71) ($64,634.96 + ($2,452.73) - $64,136.94)
should be applied to the Committee's Iowa allocations.

-~ Conclusion

The Committee agrees with the Audit staff's additional
allocation related to the Kansas City phone bank for costs
associated with the phone calls made to Iowa. After the deletion
of the Iowa phone calls, the allocation to the Iowa spending
limitation for the Nebraska phone bank is overstated by a similar
amount. The resulting change to the existing allocations is
immaterial.

5. New England (NE) Regional Office

Section 106.2(b)(2)(iv)(B) of Title 11 of the Code
of Federal Regulations states, in part, that except for
expenditures exempted under paragraph (c) of this section,
overhead expenditures of a committee regional office or any
committee office with responsibilities in two or more States shall
be allocated to each State on a reasonable and uniformly applied
basis. For purposes of this section, overhead expenditures
include but are not limited to, rent, utilities, office equipment,
furniture, supplies and telephone service base charges.
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Section 106.2(a)(l) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states, in part, that in the event that the

Commission disputes the candidate's allocation or claim of
exemption for a particular expense, the candidate shall
demonstrate, with supporting documentation, that his or her
proposed method of allocation or claim of exemption was
reasonable.

The Committee maintained an office in Manchester,
New Hampshire which they treated as a regional office for six

states in New England. The six states, along with the committee's
allocation percentages, and their respective primary/caucus dates
are as follows:

New Hampshire (60%) 2/16/88
Massachusetts (20%) 3/08/88
Maine (5%) 2/26/88
Vermont (5%) 3/01/88*!
Rhode Island (5%) 3/08/88
Connecticut (5%) 3/29/88

The Committee Treasurer stated that the allocation

percentages were developed in the Fall of 1987 and were based on a

weighted average of anticipated hours to be worked by regional"
staff persons on each of the six states. The Audit staff asked if

any adjustments to these percentages were made by the Committee

during the operation of the regional office or after it ceased to

exist to reflect actual experience. The Treasurer responded that
no adjustments were made.

A request was made by the auditors that the

Committee provide any planning documents used for the set-up and

operation of the Manchester office as the NE Regional Office. The

Committee Treasurer stated he would attempt to locate any

documentation related to the planning of the regional office.

In an attempt to evaluate the reasonableness of the

Committee's allocation of the Manchester office as the NE Regional
Office, the auditors performed a number of analyses to identify
the activities which related to the states involved.

a. Review of Payroll and Overhead Costs

A review was performed to identify payroll and

overhead costs which the Committee allocated directly to the six

states. With this information, a determination was to be made as
to the extent the Committee offices located in the NE Region
functioned autonomously.

Non-binding Primary. Republican Caucus - 4/26/88.
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The Committee allocated $123,550.54 of payroll
costs (Salaries*/ - $43,937.39, Consultants - $79,613.15) directly
to the six statis whereas $86,348.36 of payroll was allocated to
the NE Region. In addition, the Committee allocated $110,810.51
of overhead costs directly to the six states whereas $86,668.67 of
overhead was allocated to the NE Region. Categories of overhead
costs include Telephone (Intra-state), Rent/Utilities, Supplies
and Equip3ent (see Attachment 1).

The Audit staff noted that of the $43,937.39 in
salaries allocated directly to the six states by the Committee,
$-0- was allocated directly to New Hampshire. Massachusetts
received the largest portion - $37,085.69. Of the $79,613.15 in
consultant fees allocated to the six states, only $15,313.55 was
allocated directly to New Hampshire by the Committee. Therefore,
direct charges to New Hampshire represent only 12% of salaries and
consulting fees direct charged to the States within the region.

The Audit staff further noted that of the
$110,810.50 allocated to the six states for the overhead
categories, only $15,241.11 (or 14%) was allocated directly to New
Hampshire by the Committee. Massachusetts again received the
largest portion - $56,052.93 (or 51%).

it is the opinion of the Audit staff that based on
the Committee's direct allocations of payroll/overhead to the NE
Region states, the Committee had independent offices in all these
states but did not acknowledge an office for New Hampshire. For
example, the Committee made direct allocations to New Hampshire of
payroll and overhead in the amount of $30,554.66, compared to
Massachusetts - $107,383.62, Maine - $28,574.47 and Vermont -

$35,838.79. The primary dates for Massachusetts, Maine and
Vermont were 3/8/88, 2/26/88 and 3/1/88 respectively, whereas the
New Hampshire primary was held on 2/16/88 and is traditionally the
most significant primary in the region.

b. Review of Staff Vendor Files

The Audit staff reviewed all available vendor files
and travel reimbursement documentation for Committee staff whose
salaries or consulting fees were included in the payroll costs
allocated to the NE Region by the Committee. A determination was
attempted as to whether these employees appeared to be performing
regional activities or activities associated with just one of

the states.

Of the five staff persons whose salaries were
allocated to NE Region, four of them traveled extensively for the
Committee. However, these four persons only left New Hampshire

*/ Includes FICA calculations as determined by auditors.
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occasionally and no trips to th. other states vere documented
after October 24, 1987. The Audit staff noted that many of these
trips were to Boston, Massachusetts for staff training and staff
meetings. The available documentation did not indicate any
training or meetings occurring in Nev Hampshire. The fifth person
apparently did not travel. Because of the nature of the available
documentation, the Audit staff was unable to determine the
assignments or projects these persons were involved in during
their employment with the Committee.

The Regional Director for the New England Regionworked out of the committee's headquarters in Washington, D.C.
after 6/1/87. His consulting fees were allocated 100% to
Fieldstaff - Consultants (i.e., National Operations). A review of
his vendor files revealed that he traveled from D.C. to New

D Hampshire frequently for short visits and occasionally visited the
other NE states. Again, no documentation was available to
determine the projects he worked on.

Of the three staff persons whose consulting feeswere allocated to the NE Region, one was the Executive Director
for the Massachusetts state office. A review of his vendor files

10 did not show him leaving Massachusetts while employed by the
Committee. The Committee originally allocated his $18,500 in
consulting fees to NE Region but later adjusted it by

o reclassifying $15,500 of these fees to Massachusetts.

The second consultant, who was a resident of
Vermont, was the Executive Director for the Vermont office and the
only staff person for the Maine office. He primarily traveled in
Vermont and Maine with a few trips to New Hampshire. The Committee
originally allocated his $15,500 of consulting fees to NE Region
but later reclassified $14,000 of these fees to Vermont.

The third consultant performed computer servicesfrom 8/9/87 through 2/27/88. Because she was a Manchester, New
Hampshire resident and had no travel reimbursements, the auditors
concluded that she worked at the Manchester office. This person
received eight checks from the Committee for her services - five
were allocated to NE Region - Equipment ($1,522.50, 8/9/87-
11/14/87), one was allocated to New Hampshire - Consultants
($457.50, 11/15/87-12/19/87), one was allocated to NE Region -

Consultants ($365.00, 12/20/87-1/31/88) and the final one was
allocated to New Hampshire - Consultants ($142.50, 2/1/88-
2/27/88). The auditors were unable to identify the projects she
worked on from the available documentation.
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c. Review of Committee's NE Region Allocations

The auditors performed a review of the available
supporting documentation for all the Committee's allocations to
the NE Region account codes to evaluate the allocations. Direct
allocations by the Audit staff to the six states was undertaken
based on our review of the vendor files (see Attachment 2).

Based on our review of the information made
available, it i. the opinion of the Audit staff that the Committee
has not demonstrated that the office in Manchester, New Hampshire
functioned as a regional office. Therefore, the Audit staff has
determined that the $150,506.55 of costs allocated to the NE
Region by the Committee are allocable to New Hampshire. Since the

Committee has allocated 60% of this total to New Hampshire through
its regional allocations, the additional allocation to New
Hampshire is $54,341.62, determined as follows:

Audit Allocations to
New Hampshire $150,506.55

O Additional Portion to
New Hampshire x .40

60,202.62

O LESS:
Audit Allocations of New
England Regional Expenses to
Other 5 NE Region States 9,768.33

Overallocated % to
New Hampshire x .60

(5,861.00)

Additional New Hampshire
Al location

d. Committee Comments

At the exit conference the Committee Treasurer
stated that control of tw~ offices in the other NE states w ~s from
the office in Manchester, New Hampshire and that expenses
allocated directly to these states does not preclude the 'i'~e of
percentage allocations in a regional office concept. The former

Treasurer stated that the "regional office in Manchester remained
open after the New Hampshire primary (2/16/88) which he believes
supports their regional allocations. It appears from the auditors
review of the vendor files that the NE Region's salaried employees
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were paid for the last time on 3/2/88 for the period 2/16/88-
2/29/88, or one pay period after the New Hampshire primary. No
records were available to show the duties of the NE Region office
or employees.

At the exit conference, the Committee was provided
with copies of work papers in support of the auditors' figures.

In the Committee's response to the interim audit
report, the Committee Treasurer explains that '[ait the beginning
of the campaign, DIP knew that a number of New England states
would have early electoral tests of one sort or another and that
"(biecause of thLs, it was important that we utilize our resources
in the months leading up to the various tests so as to maximize
our success.

The Committee Treasurer states that in June of
1987, the Committee reviewed its staffing needs for the six New
England states and they determined to set up a regional office in
New Hampshire. He further states that '...the decision was, in
some part, made with the beneficial affects it would have on the
spending limit problem' but that 'the decision was primarily made
because of the understanding that the region's top people would
necessarily spend most of their time in New Hampshire and
therefore that state made the most sense to host a regional
office.'

He continues by stating that 'loince a decision was
reached to place a regional office in New Hampshire, staff was
asked to review the duties of the five New England staff people
and make a determination of how much time each was expected to
spend on New Hampshire versus the other New England states over
the next several months as a whole. For any given week the time
actually spent on one state or another might be different but I
thought it appropriate to have an allocation formula based on the
entire campaign rather than adjust it from one week to the next.'

The Committee provided a copy of a memo dated June
23, 1987 in which the Treasurer points out that with the exception
of the 70% estimated for the New Hampshire Executive Director, all
employees were estimated to spend 40% of their time on New
ampshire (see Attachment 3). The Committee Treasurer states that
(gliven the extreme doubt with which I knew the audit~~ would
'Lew a regional office, I set the regional allocation to 60% for
4~ Hampshire, 20% for Massachusetts and 5% for the other four
~ates.' The Committee also provided a New England r~g1onal
Camittee newsletter from November 1987 which contains articles
regarding the Committee's regional approach to the New England
states (see Attachment 4).
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The Committee takes exception to the Audit staff's
analysis of the direct costs to the other NE Region states. They
state that "Itihe fact that DFP chose to have a regional office
does not preclude it from having offices in the states covered by
that regional office. That would be like saying that because we
had a national office, ye shouldn't have offices in the field. Of
course we had significant direct costs in the states outside of
New Hampshire, we vere trying to yin everywhere."

The Audit staff contends that based on our analysis
of direct costs allocated to the NE Region states that it appeared
that the Committee had independent offices in the five states
other than New Hampshire. Since the direct costs allocated to New
Hampshire were minimal, the aegional Office' more closely
resembled a New Hampshire state office than a regional office.

The Comittee points out that the Audit staff notes
that $173,017 of payroll/overhead was allocated to the NE Region
but that the Audit staff does not acknowledge that 60% of that
figure was allocated to New Hampshire via the NE Region
allocations. This 60% allocation is acknowledged in several
places in the Interim audit report. They add that they believe
that a state with a regional office would have little in direct
costs but would have the lion share of regional costs, which they
point out is supported by the auditors' figures.

The Committee also contends that the Audit staff
does not mention that the Committee paid $700 in January for
another office in Manchester, New Hampshire and over $3,000 for
space it took over from the Haig Committee, which was all
allocated directly to New Hampshire. They add that as in the
other states, the Committee had space dedicated directly to New
Hampshire. The Audit staff points out that the Committee paid
$1,400 on November 30, 1987 to the same vendor that the $700 was
paid to in January 1988. This $1,400, for one month's rent plus a
$700 security deposit, was allocated to the NE Region. Also, of
the $3,013.66 paid to the Haig Committee in February 1988; $66.66
was for rent, $47 was for utilities and $2,900 was for the
purchase of yard signs.

Therefore, office rent allocated by the Committee
directly to New Hampshire totalled only $766.66. Contrary to the
Committee's assertion, these expenses, which they direct charged
to New Hampshire, were taken into account by the Audit staff as
illustrated by Attachment 1, which was also attached to the
interiu~ audit report. Available documentation does not allow a
determination to be made regarding that portion of NE Region rent
expense which relates solely to New Hampshire.
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In the Committee's response, the Treasurer states
that he was confused by the $150,506.55 figure on page 21 of the
Interim Audit Report. This figure was the portion of costs
allocated to the NE Region by the Committee which the auditors
determined, from a review of the available supporting
documentation, was allocable to New Hampshire.

The Committee also takes exception with the Audit
staff's statement that the New Hampshire primary is traditionally
the most significant primary in the region. The Committee states
that they are not claiming that New Hampshire was unimportant and
that the 60% allocation reflects this belief.

The Committee further states that if the Audit
staff does not believe the allocation formula was reasonable then
the Audit staff should provide the Committee with the allocation
formula it deems as reasonable. Without documentation in support
of the programs, activities and staff assignments involving the
six states deemed NE Region states by the Committee, the Audit
staff is unable to determine an allocation formula. If these
materials had been provided by the Committee to the Audit staff
when requested during the fieldwork and again in the Interim Audit
Report, the Committee's allocation formula could have been
reviewed for reasonableness or an alternative could have been
proposed once it had been demonstrated that the Manchester office
was actually a regional office.

The Audit staff concludes that, based on available
information, the Committee's Manchester, New Hampshire office
functioned primarily as the New Hampshire office. As noted above,
the New Hampshire primary is traditionally the most significant
primary in the region. The Committee acknowledges this in their
response to the interim audit report and notes that their 60%
allocation of the NE Region to New Hampshire reflects the State's
importance. The Audit staff also believes that 60% is conceivably
a reasonable allocation of any regional expenses incurred by the
Committee. As noted in the interim audit report and discussed
above (Page 20), the Committee allocated no salary and relatively
small amounts of consulting and overhead directly to New Hampshire
(see Attachment 1). For the majority of expenses related to the
New Hampshire office, the Committee does not distinguish between
expenses which were incurred for their New Hamyshire campaign and
those which may have been "regional. Rather, the regional
expense allocation was applied to the total ~ these two types of
expenses. This point is demonstrated by Attachment 3. In this
memorandum, the Committee makes estimates of the portion of
certain individuals' time that would be der1i~ited to New Hampshire
versus regional work.*/ However, when the allocations were done,

*1 No information is available to determine if these estimates
proved to be accurate.
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rather than applying the regional allocation formula to the
regional portion of these salaries, it was applied to the sum of
the New Hampshire and regional portions. No documentation is
available to allow the Audit staff to determine the regional
versus New Hampshire portions of the expenses associated with the
NE Region. Finally, it is noted that when all salaries, overhead
and other expenses for the states in the NE Region are taken
together, the Audit staff's New Hampshire allocation represents
only 46% of the total.

No changes have been made to the interim audit report
allocations.

6. Compliance Exemptions - Media Costs

Section 106.2(b)(2)(i)(B) states that expenditures
for radio, television and similar types of advertising, including
any commission, purchased in a particular media market that covers
more than one State shall be allocated to each State in proportion
to the estimated audience. It further states that the allocation
shall be done using industry market data.

Section 106.2(c)(5)(i) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states, in part, that exempt compliance costs
are those legal and accounting costs incurred solely to ensure
compliance with 26 U.S.C. 9031, 2 U.S.C. 431 and 11 C.F.R. Chapter
I, including the costs of preparing matching fund submissions.
The costs of preparing matching fund submissions shall be limited
to those functions not required for general contribution
processing.

Section 441d(a)(l) of Title 2 of the United States
Code states that whenever any person makes an expenditure for the
purpose of financing communications expressly advocating the
election or defeat of a clearly identified candidate, or solicits
any contribution through any broadcasting station, newspaper,
magazine, outdoor advertising facility, direct mailing, or any
other type of general public political advertising, such
communication, if paid for and authorized by a candidate, an
authorized political committee of a candidate, or its agents,
shall clearly state that the communication has been paid for by
such authorized political committee.

The Committee applied a 10% compliance exemption to
their media costs which according to the Committee treasurer
represents the costs incurred for including the disclaimer notice
required by 2 U.S.C. S441d(a) on broadcast media. The amounts
exempted by the Committee were as follows:

Iowa $16,061.46
New Hampshire $13,961.15
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The Audit staff disagrees with the Committee's
application of compliance exemptions to their media costs.

The cited regulations on media allocation make no
provision for a compliance allocation. Further, the definition of
a compliance cost speaks in terms of cost solely to ensure
compliance. The section goes on to explain one category of
expense where an incremental cost analysis is used to determine
which costs will be considered solely to ensure compliance. Though
not contemplated by the regulation. if a similar analysis was
attempted on media, the incremental cost would appear to be at the
production stage rather than for air time. Production costs need
not be allocated to any state.

Some exceptions to the solely to ensure
compliance test have been provided by Commission regulations.
These relate to salary and overhead costs for both state and
national headquarters operations. Percentages are given for
compliance deductions for these categories of expenses. These
exceptions are, however, very specific and narrowly drawn and do
not cover broadcast media.

At the exit conference, the committee treasurer
referred to advisory opinion 1988-6 which allowed the allocation
of 50% of media air time costs to fundraising if a request for
funds as short as 3 seconds occurred. The Audit staff does not
believe that a deduction for compliance is analogous. First, the
advisory opinion notes that ads have two purposes, the raising of
funds and influencing of voters. The required notice does not add
a third reason for running the broadcast, but is required as a
condition of accomplishing one or both of the two campaign
purposes. Second, to qualify for a fundraising exemption, 11
C.F.R. Sl00.8(b)(21) requires that expenditures need only be "in
connection with the solicitation of contributions" while to
qualify as a compliance expense, 11 C.F.R. SlOO.8(b)(15) requires
that expenditures be "solely to ensure compliance."

At the exit conference, the Committee was informed
of the Audit staff's position. No documentation supporting the
Committee's application of a 10% compliance exemption to broadcast
media costs has been provided.

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report, the committee reiterates that they incurred costs to air
the required disclaimer. They further state that "(wihether or
not DFP would have incurred such costs in any event is, at best,
difficult to determine. DFP believes 10% was reasonable, the
auditors did not."
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Since the Committee did not provide any
documentation in 5upport of their application of a 10% compliance
exemption to broadcast media costs, no adjustment will be made to
the auditors' allocations for the compliance exemptions related to
media costs.

7. Broadcast Media

Section 106.2(b)(2)(i)(B) of Title 11 of the Code
of Federal Regulations requires that expenditures for radio,
television and similar types of advertisements purchased in a
particular media market that cover more than one State shall be
allocated to each State in proportion to the estimated audience.
This allocation of expenditures, including any commission charged
for the purchase of broadcast media, shall be made using industry
market data.

The Committee contracted vith Multi Media Services
Corporation (MMSC) to provide media placement services and they
contracted with Ringe Media, Inc. (RRI) to provide media planning
and production.

The Audit staff reviewed all available radio and
television station invoices to determine if Committee allocations
to Iowa and New Hampshire were reasonable. The reasonableness of
the allocations was tested by referring to the Arbitron television
market share percentages and the Arbitron Ratings Radio Station
Reference Report (1987 edition).

The major difference between the Committee's media
allocations and the allocations determined by the Audit staff was
due to the auditors' use of the Arbitron Radio book for New
Hampshire. At the exit conference, the Treasurer stated that he
was unaware of the existence of this book. The Committee had used
the television percentages for their radio allocation which for
New Hampshire resulted in a much lower allocation figure.

The allocation figures for broadcast media are as
follows:

Audited Committee Difference

Iowa $163,210.60 $160,614.62 $ 2,59~~.98
New Hampshire 176,907.39 139,611.50 37,295.89

Therefore, the additional allocations are $2,59'.98
and $37,295.89 to Iowa and New Hampshire respectively.

The Committee was provided with copies of work
papers in support of the auditors' figures.
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The Committee agrees with the Audit staff's

additional allocations regarding broadcast media.

8. Media Commissions (Production)

The Committee paid RHI a commission equal to 1.5%
of gross air time costs for all placements of commercials produced
by RHI. This was in addition to the 4% commission paid to MMSC
for commercials placed and a $40,000 monthly fee paid to RMI. No
allocations were made by the Committee to Iowa and New Hampshire
for the 1.5% commission paid to RHI. At the exit conference the
Treasurer stated that the RMI commissions were considered
production costs-and therefore not allocable to the state limits
pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5106.2(c)(2). However, the auditors contend
that the amount of these fees was dependent on the usage of the
commercials and was therefore directly related to air time.

The following amounts were allocable:

Iowa $177,642.75 x 1.5% - $2,664.64

New Hampshire $199,205.42 x 1.5% - $2,988.08

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report, the Committee takes exception to these allocations. They
state that '...its contract with its media producer (Ringe Media)
called for a flat monthly fee plus an additional payment based on
the extent we used the commercials he produced. The Committee
adds that they do not understand the relevance of the auditors'
contention that the amount of these fees was dependent on the
usage of the commercials and was therefore directly related to air
time. They continue that a producer would receive more funds as
the frequency of airing the commercials increased and that they do
not know what directly related to air time" has to do with the
fee being considered a production cost.

Although the Committee feels that the 1.5%
commissions paid to Ringe Media, Inc. were media production costs
and therefore not allocable pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S106.2(c)(2),
the Audit staff contends that the 1.5% of gross billings for air
time paid to RN! is a cost of media placement and like other such
costs is allocable to Iowa and New Hampshire.

9. Individuals' Travel and Salary

Section 106.2(b)(2)(ii) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states that salaries paid to persons working
in a particular state for five consecutive days or more, including
advance staff, shall be allocated to each State in proportion to
the amount of time spent in that State during a payroll period.
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Section 106.2(b)(2)(iii) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states that travel and subsistence
expenditures for persons working in a State for five consecutive
days or more shall be allocated to that State in proportion to the
amount of time spent in each State during a payroll period. For
purposes of this section subsistence" includes only expenditures
for personal living expenses related to a particular individual
traveling on committee business, such as food or lodging.

Section 106.2(c)(5) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states that an amount equal to 10% of campaign
workers' salaries and overhead expenditures in a particular State
may be excluded from allocation to that State as an exempt
compliance cost. An additional amount equal to 10% of such
salaries and overhead expenditures in a particular State may be
excluded from allocation to that State as exempt fundraising
expenditures, but this exemption shall not apply within 28 days of
the primary election.

The Audit staff reviewed the vendor files related
to Committee staff travel in Iowa and New Hampshire to identify
travel and salary costs which although allocable were not
allocated to these states by the Committee.

This review revealed that expenditures for intra-
state travel and subsistence had been incurred by staff persons in
Iowa and New Hampshire who were in these states on five or more
consecutive days but were not allocated to the states by the
Committee. The related payroll costs for these persons was also
calculated and included as expenses allocable to these states. The
payroll was calculated for the period of time in which these
persons were documented as being in these states and was adjusted
for the compliance and fundraising exemptions as appropriate.

Based on this review, the Audit staff determined
that the following travel and salary cost totals be allocated to
Iowa and New Hampshire:

Iowa New Hampshire

Travel $46,584.43 $51,309.52

Salary 60,793.78 15,039.73

TOTAL ~7Ih§Iai~ ~

The Committee was provided schedules of these
travel and salary costs at the exit conference.
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In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report, they provide arguments on a few of the travel and salary
costs allocated to Iowa and New Hampshire by the auditors.

The Audit staff allocated to Iowa the salary of Tom
Synhorst (co-Regional Director for Iowa) for paydays from March
13, 1987 through March 1. 1988 (also see Exhibit H). The
Committee agrees with the Iowa allocations for the salary payments
for paydays January 1, 1988 through February 15, 1988 ($7,059.78).
They disagree with the allocation of his 1987 salary payments
($42,867.20) and one salary payment covering the period February
15, 1988 through March 19 1988 which the Committee notes was after
the Iowa caucus ($2,418.98) Salary payments allocated to Iowa by
the Audit staff totaled $52,345.96.

The committee states that for the 1987 salary
payments, the auditors need more than a person's position to
allocate the costs to Iowa. They add that they do not believe
that the auditors have any record of Mr. Synhorst being in Iowa
more than four consecutive days and that '[tihis is not because we
were being cute and hiding his expenses somehow.' The Committee
further states that *...in the beginning, Mr. Synhorst was
responsible for Kansas, a state DFP placed a great deal of
importance in' and that 'Mr. Synhorst returned to Washington on a
regular and frequent basis.' The Committee then states that 'Mr.
Synhorst may have violated the four day rule at some point of
which I am unaware, but I believe the burden is still on the Audit
staff to make such a showing.'

The Audit staff notes that it included Tom
Synhorst's 1987 salary payments as allocable to Iowa because of
his position as co-Regional Director for Iowa, because the
Committee provided him with an apartment in Des Moines, Iowa from
March 1987 through February 1988 and because we were unable to
determine from the documentation provided by the Committee the
exact dates Mr. Synhorst was in Iowa or when he had returned to
his permanent residence in Washington D.C., which he apparently
did quite frequently. The auditors did note, from airline
reservation docuinentation*/, at least eight occasions where Mr.
Synhorst was in Iowa for live consecutive days or more.

*/ This information shows only reservations, not actual flights,
and only includes travel arranged by the Committee's travel
agency.
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AS far as the inclusion of th. paycheck covering
the period February 15 through March 1, 1988, which the Committee
disagrees with, the Audit staff notes that we included his salary
through the end of February because the Committee paid for the
rental of his Des Moines apartment for the month of February. The
available documentation for Mr. Synhorst's expenses indicates that
he was in Iowa through the date of the Iowa caucus (2/8/88), but
that the auditors were unable to determine if he remained in Iowa
through the end of February. Based on the Committee's argument,
the Audit staff has deleted the $2,418.98 of salary to Tom
Synhorst for the February 15 through March 1, 1988 pay period.

The Committee objects to the auditors' allocation
of one-fifth of a payment ($597) to Long Lines Limited for airfare
which represents Tom Synhorst's share of the payment. He was one
of the five Committee officials on the flight. They state that
the trip was in April of 1987 and that '[ulniess the auditors have
evidence that he had broken the four day rule this charge should
be removed.' The Audit staff notes that the date of travel was
April 14, 1987, that the trip was within Iowa only, and that
according to airline reservation documentation for Tom Synhorst,
he vas in Iowa from April S through April 15, 1987. Based on this
information, the $597 allocation to Iowa will remain unchanged.

Given that Committee records do not establish Mr.
Synhorst's whereabouts, his position with the campaign, and his
association with a Committee-provided apartment in Des Moines, no
further adjustments of Mr. Synhorst's salary have been made.

Next, the Committee disagrees with $15,377.20 in
air charter service charges which the auditors have allocated to
Iowa. This figure is comprised of amounts from three payments.

The first amount allocated by the auditors to Iowa
was $3,448.00 for two flights on February 7, 1988. the first
flight was from Omaha, Nebraska to Ft. Dodge, Iowa and included
Senator and Mrs. Dole and six other Committee officials and staff.
It should be noted that the Audit staff considered this Iowa
intra-state travel because the entourage attended an event in
Glenwood, Iowa prior to flying to Ft. Dodge, Iowa via an Omaha,
Nebraska airport. The second flight was from Ft. Dodge, Iowa to
Des Moines, Iowa with the same eight persons aboard.

In the Committee's response, they point out that
Mrs. Dole was in Iowa from February 7 through 9 (less than five
days) and therefore her costs were not allocable. The Audit staff
concurs with this statement and therefore backs out her share of
these two flights, as well as an additional share for the
Committee staff person who accompanied her on these trips. The
adjusted total for the first amount is therefore $2,586.00
($3,448.00 - $862.00).
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The second amount allocated by the auditors to Iowa
was $6,091.20 for two Iowa intra-state flights for Senator Dole
and five other staff members who were in Iowa for at least five
days. NO change to this amount has been made.

The third amount allocated by the auditors to Iowa
was $5,838.00 which, according to the check tissue, was for "air
travel E. Dole and staff." The auditors were unable to
determine from the Committee's records where this travel occurred,
when this travel occurred, and except for Mrs. Dole, who the
travelers were.

The Committee provided documentation which
demonstrated that this payment was for inter-state travel and
therefore not allocable to Iowa. The Audit staff has adjusted the
allocable amount to Iowa by $5,838.00.

The Committee further objects to the $5,212.18 in
Visa card charges which the auditors have allocated to Iowa. This
total is for six charges ($5,128.42) by Senator Dole, for which
the transaction dates were 12/29/87 for one item and early
February 1988 for the other five items, and one charge by Mrs.

1') Dole ($83.76) with a transaction date of 2/7/88. The 12/29/87
charge by Senator Dole ($72.02) was for a purchase at Radio Shack
in Keokuk, Iowa and the other five charges by Senator Dole in
early February 1988 were travel-related and were around the
February 3 through February 9, 1988 time period he was documented
to be in Iowa.

Since Mrs. Dole was documented to be in Iowa from
February 6 through February 9, 1988, the Audit staff concurs with
the Committee for this item and has deleted the $83.76 from Iowa
allocation.

The Committee states that it is confused over the
auditors' allocation of charges to New Hampshire related to costs
incurred at the Merrimack Hilton.

The Committee made 2 payments to the Merrimack

Hilton totaling $9,184.88. The first on August 24, 1987, was a
deposit for "election night/week." This $4,000 was allocated to
New Hampshire by the Committee. The second payment was $5,184.88
made on January 28, 1988 and represents the balance due on the

charges. Of this amount, $802.50 was allocated to New Hampshire
by the Committee. The amount billed by the Merrimack Hilton
includes charges for Senator Dole and Committee staff between
February 9 and February 16, 1988. Among these charges are a suite
for one week for the Doles ($1,917.44), one staff room
($1,917.44), two rooms for seven nights ($1,168.44), ten rooms for
three nights ($2,503.80), use of the grand ballroom ($802.50), and
an unspecified charge of $714.76. The Audit staff allocation of
$4,221.88 was determined as follows:
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Total Payments: $ 9,184.88

Less: Press Filing Room (160.50)
Committee Allocations (4,802.50)

Additional Allocation

The charge for the ten rooms for 3 nights is
included though the documentation does not indicate who, if
anyone, occupied the rooms. This charge is therefore allocable
under the general allocation provisions of 11 C.F.R. S
106.2(a)(1). Since no documentation was provided by the Committee
to refute the auditors' allocation, the $4,221.88 amount remains
unchanged.

10. Non-Travel and Salary

During the review of vendor files the Audit staff
noted non-travel and salary costs which were allocable to Iowa and
New Hampshire but were not allocated to these states by the
Committee. Examples of costs in these categories include meeting
expenses, car rentals, telephone, event expenses, and newspaper
subscriptions. The Audit staff determined that non-travel and
salary costs, which were allocable to Iowa and New Hampshire,
totaled $64,008.61 and $34,170.96 respectively.*/

The Audit staff provided schedules of these non-
travel and salary costs to the Committee at the exit conference.

Iowa

The Committee objects to the following charges
allocated to Iowa by the Audit staff:

(a) Southwestern Bell, $379.95

The Committee states that the equipment was
sent to Iowa for the announcement tour but did not remain there
since it was used by the advance staff after Iowa. The Audit
staff notes that since no information was provided regarding

*1 These allocable amounts have been reduced due to Polling
ixpenses having been moved to section 11 below ($16,200.00 in Iowa
and $14,697.52 in New Hampshire).
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how long the equipment was used in Iowa, the $379.95 allocated to
Iowa remains unchanged. The invoice date for this equipment was
November 24, 1987 50 it is possible the equipment was in Iowa for
at least two months through the date of the Iowa caucus (2/8/88).

Cb) R.G. Dickinson & Co., $72.00

The Committee states that this item was
charged to an account which was subsequently allocated to Iowa.
The Audit staff concurs and has deleted this item.

Cc) RST Marketing, $32,189.33

- The Committee provided a sample of the
fundraising letter from Senator Chuck Grassley (Iowa) which the
auditors agree demonstrates that the costs associated with this
mailing are exempt fundraising. Of the $32,189.33 allocated by
the auditors, $25,880.86 was related to the Grassley mailing and
has been deleted. In addition, since the Committee allocated 10%
of the cost of this mailing to the Iowa state limitation

) ($2,875.65), the auditors have allowed a credit in this amount to
Iowa.

The Committee did not provide any information
regarding the remaining $6,308.47 paid to RST Marketing, so that
amount will remain allocated to Iowa.

) Cd) Postmaster, $7,076.41

r This item was included in the documentation
provided to the Committee at the exit conference but was not
included in the Interim Audit Report figures. The Committee was
provided with the revised documentation shortly after the exit
conference.

New Hampshire

The Committee also objects to the following charges

allocated to New Hampshire by the Audit staff:

(a) Southwestern Bell, $379.95

For the reasons provided earlier under Iowa
for this vendor, the $379.95 allocated to New Hampshire has not
been adjusted.

Cb) Manchester Union Leader, $85.80

The Committee states that this charge was for
a subscription for the national office. The Audit staff concurs
and has deleted this item.
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(C) State of New Hampshire, $1,000

The Committee states that they thought filing
fees were exempt. The Audit staff contends that the $1,000 filing
fee is allocable to New Hampshire.

(d) Thomas Rath, $10,855.25

The Committee states that Mr. Rath was a
national consultant who lived in New Hampshire but worked for the
national committee. They add that his travel expenses will
reflect this and that (jlust because someone has his checks
mailed to his home in New Hampshire does not mean that New
Hampshire is all they knew about."

The Audit staff notes that they reviewed
invoices related to Mr. Rath's consulting firm, Rath & Young, and
allocated costs, such as telephone conferences, which involved
Committee staff known to be New Hampshire campaign personnel.
Also included are costs related to any intrastate New Hampshire
travel. Overall expenses and adjustment credits noted on each
invoice were prorated by the auditors based on the percentage of
time determined to be New Hampshire related.

The auditors note that costs not related to

New Hampshire were not allocated to New Hampshire, as suggested by
the Committee. The total costs allocated to New Hampshire was 41%
of the total amount billed.

(e) William Landau, $3,000

The Committee states that this charge was for
a van wreck in Massachusetts and that even though New Hampshire
was written on the supporting documentation, it occurred in
Massachussetts. Since the documentation supports this
explanation, this charge has been deleted from New Hampshire
allocation.

11. Polling Expenses

Section 106.2(b)(2)(vi) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states that expenditures incurred for the
taking of a public opinion poll covering only one state shall be
allocated to that state.

The interim audit report explained that the
Committee made payments totaling $621,435.28 to the Wirthlin Group
for polling services. It was further explained that the Audit
staff reviewed the available documentation related to these
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payments, but that it was not possible to determine if the
Committee's allocation of the expenses to spending limitations was
correct because the documentation did not detail the coverage of
the poils. The only exceptions were three payments related to
Iowa and New Hampshire Focus Groups. These payments total
$16,200.00 for Iowa and $14,697.52 for New Hampshire, and were
included in Finding 11.3.10., Non-Travel and Salary Costs, of the
interim audit report.

In the interim audit report it was recommended that
the Committee provide documentation related to polls conducted by
the Wirthlin Group that would establish in which state the polls
were conducted. It was also noted that after the documentation
was reviewed additional recommendations may be forthcoming.

In response to the interim audit report
recommendations the Committee states that lowa was the obvious

0 place to assess national media. The voters were more aware than
any other state other than Hew Hampshire. Calling something an
Iowa Focus Group does not mean that the expenditure was intended
to influence Iowa voters. The Committee's response also states
that one payment of $479.52 was for interstate travel and
therefore not allocable, no documentation related to any of the
polling expenses was included with the Committee's response.

f)
Subsequent to the receipt of the Committee's

response to the interim audit report, the Commission issued
subpoenas to both the Committee and the Wirthlin Group requiring
the production of the necessary records. The records provided
indicate that the Committee conducted two public opinion polls in
the State of Iowa and three in New Hampshire. The cost of these
polls requires allocation to the state spending limitations.

The records produced also showed that the Committee
commissioned one Focus Group in Iowa and two Focus Groups in New
Hampshire. The pollster's reports were provided for the Iowa
Focus Group and one of the two conducted in New Hampshire. These
reports make it clear that the commercials being evaluated were
produced specifically for use in Iowa or New Hampshire. They also
indicate that the participants in the Focus Groups were all
residents of the state involved. Finally, it is noted that both
Focus Group reports indicate that the participants were also asked
to view commercials being aired by one or more of Senator Dole's
opponents. Copies of the Focus Group report summary sections are
at Attachment 5. At the time of the interim audit report only one
of the two New Hampshire Focus Groups had been identified. The
cost of both are now included in the allocable amount. It was
also learned that the $479.52 payment, which the Committee states
is interstate travel, was travel related to one of the New
Hampshire Focus Groups, and as such is allocable.
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A final it.. identified from the review of the
polling records is a $4,000.00 per month retainer paid for the
months of January through March of 1966. A pro rate portion of
this retainer has been allocated to love and New Hampshire.

After reviewing the records provided, the Audit
staff concludes that additional polling expenses totaling
$152,628.21 ($73,786.39 to Iowa and $79,041.82 to New Hampshire)
require allocation. These amounts are determined as follows:

I~IA

Public Opinion
Polls

Focus Groups
(including assoc.
travel)

Pro rata Portion-
Monthly Retainer

Total Allocable
Amount

Less: Amount
Allocated by
the Committee

$57,486.25

16,200.00

1,100.14

$74,786.39

(1,000.00)

NEW HAMPSHIRE

$57,578.50

22,497.52

1,865.80

$81,941.82

(2,900.00)

Additional
Allocation
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iz. Testing-the-Waters Expenses Paid by Campaign
Ame rica

See Exhibit li.

13. Recap of Iowa and New Hampshire Allocations

Presented below is a recap of allocable costs to
Iowa and New Hampshire. Copies of workpapers and supporting
documentation for the Audit staff's allocations have been provided
to the Committee.

I
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Amount Allocated by
the Committee

I ova

$ 793,230.82

New Hampshire

$ 462,462.20

Audit Additions:

1. Twenty-Five Percent 28,450.36
Fundraising Exemption
(Travel, Events)

2. Fundraising Exemptions- 51,935.78
Direct Mail Costs

3. Credit Card Phone Calls 23,280.46

(Intrastate)

4. Phone Banks -0-

5. NE Regional Office -0-

6. Compliance Exemptions- 16,061.46
Media Costs

7. Broadcast Media 2,595.98

8. Media Commissions 2,664.64
(Production)

9. Travel and Salary Costs 98,170.49

10. Non-Travel and Salary 35,179.99
Costs ~I

11. Polling Expenses 73,786.39

12. Testing-the-WaterS Expenses
Paid by Campaign America 214,437.56
(see Exhibit H) ______________

Total Allocable Amount $1,339,793.93

Less: Exp. Limitation (775,217.60)

Amount in Excess of
the Limitation S 564.576.33

13,997.06

43,618.56

1,696.44

-0-

54,341.62

13,961.15

37,295.89

2,988.08

66,349.25

31,085.16

79,041.82

52,120.39

$ 858,957.62

(461,000.00)

S 397.957.62

*/ A portion of the reduction in the interim audit report
allocable amounts is due to Polling Expenses having been
moved to item 11. ($16,200.00 for Iowa and $14,697.52 for New
Hampshire).
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Recomuendation *6

The Audit staff recommends that pursuant to the Commission
approved Nateriality Thresholds, this matter be referred to the
CommissiOn's Office of General Counsel.
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Dole for President Cmittee
Audited Rev England Region Allocations

Account Allocations as Determined by the Audit Staff
Code Nine

Nit MA VT ME C? RI

1. Political Events
(v/o Sen.)

2. Tour Events-NE

3. !nter4tate

Travel

4. Salaries

(Including FICA)
5. Consultants

$ 34.00

$ (176.96)

9.85

68,737.44

579.40 2,400.00 $1,200.00

Telephone (Non-
Inter)

Rent/Uti lities

Supplies

Equipment

Postage/Printing

Nevsletter Expense

T~1FAL

4,791.96

8,635.64

11.949. 57

45,994.29

8,884.56

928.03

3,283.94

1,644.98

I

$150,506.55
A.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

87.20 $81.60 $42.12 $66 56
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IDENT PREsIDEE.rr PRESIDENT PRESIDENT PRESIDENT PRE~
DOLE FOR - New ~d R~oU NeW~W

2,500 Cheer Dole Wildly
at Manchester Announcement

More thm L~O
seinelflgmipponm
greeted Sen~ Sob
Dole, along ~midi ~s
Dole -~ R~bln Dole.
~abag a rowing en-
- ~ held
N~wob~ 9i In
~ N.H. The
r~. d~bed en
aknostflawlm

-~ evet" by the
states largest n~-
paPer. surpassed the
expectatiOnS of many
political obsavus In
New HuaI~pahIre.

It In the air. I
feel victory in the air In
thestateolNew
Hampshire. Dole told
the croed.

Dole was Ranked on
one side by hundreds
of young people -

members ol the Youth
for Dole organization
in New England. On
the other side of the

stage, a blemdw
se~mi held 75
manbem of Ui. 10th
Morewin DMian Nd
rtm~ wives~ Some at
the bener soMem
m asthed lit Mug
Mm arid Mpb~
h~ Othe5 ~ft
white mow ~
and carded is Nd
white dS~ Dole --

serlowly ~anded In
World War II while
saving as a Second
Lieutenant wIth the
division In italy.

During a 20-minute
speedi marked
several rlines by
applaW~ Dole:

* Plomised he
would go after the
federal budget deficit
v4daour raising
incxne taxes.

* Pledged to
continue his concern
&~r the poor. handi-

A Regional Approach
to New England

fek the ground
shake wider my feet
at my first wimct
with a New England
Town Minr&: -

Thom~on
Here In New [rig-

land. ws like to think
of ourselves as a
distinct region of the

co.xitry. symbolizing
the spirit of the nation
more absolutely than
any other region. After
all, at the beginning.
New England was
Amerl~

Bob Dole knows
continued. insld~.

- - disaM~
* C~ *w mat

ply ~r ~

dobnd the ifghU d
the wab~n.

*ftwnkedto
Ugit ~a hie kern
t~ ~r the ~

Sen. Warren B.
Rudrnan, k-Nfl.
received a loud round
of applatse when he
said. idontttirtk
there's anyone In
America br wham
there's better od~
tha heN be the 41st
President of the
United States.

New Camj
Ready for

The tedinoio~ of
the 1980's Is being
applied to the Dole for
President campaign n
the form of home
video parties that "Al,

be held across
country in the wrnt~ ~

---I--.
The national cam-

paagn has produced
an affecting 20 minute
film describing
Senator Doles life and

SaL Dole greeted by thowmnds - he enters
Man~ater. KK RaU~ Mo~wnher 9tk

paign Video
Home Viewing
career. k shows why
he can provide the
common seine
leadershIp this country
wW need In the
I 990's.

Weneedycuto
hold a home video
pany during the
month of November.
To get Involved, all
you need is your WI
VCL refrestuTlents and
some Mends who are

Interested In findIng
out about Bob Dole.
The campaign wW
provide a complete
support package.
Including the video.

If you are Interested
In hosting a Bob Dole
video pany. contact
your Dole State
Coordinator or the
New England Regional
Headquarters in
Manchester.N.H. ~
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2 ~if IaA Regional Approach to New England, c....
abota New England..
ers. We share many

~th &td-
westerners - IpOght.- hidepaid~,t
hud~& That's
why the Bob Dole
campaign hat taken a
regional approacI~ ~
New Engian~

Ow regiond head-
quarters b located
852 Ekn Strew hi
Mandwsrer. Nfl
Alan Walter. himer
OIIefofStaltoSeL
Warren 5. Ru~,,mi. N-
N.H.. b regional field
coordhwor hit New
EngtandAlmilsa.

up these £xeomve
Directors Wa regional
5t~pout staff bated hi
Man~ Ow
indudat a Prm
Secretary. Yoi*ti
Coo~ id
Sd~WerMd~
~eruioatC~m~
tor.

The Senaror mid
Mm~ Dole hew nor
been leftoqaaiehe- appro~L For
obwio~ ~ th~
are apaidm~ a ior
the hi New Hump-

But dsy'w o
made m~t utope hi
Bwlngton adCab~

N~ Dole id her
grathe ~rk hi
Ba~m mid ed New
Hwns's ~*e
Moie diahiE her-
Dale 9w mmrj New
-us
* who - ~ermm ofhe Amy wit. the
10th D~a~u

Aide 9wn die
obuiow hnpo.tmice of
New Nmnp.9~e on
February 16. New
- coit~w
~w

Mmadu~
Tafldng About Bob Dole*y~ i'~~ w51er VF; FbhIIUI4 Om.. h~maemiwt ~ Bob Dale wiqumly ~eg~ w- -~ u~.and hat a great deal of quit -~ Cape r.ma- holde ~ ~ ~ hat bean a strong -~ deal with the did.~ 5~NUU~5 expedence hi bath, ~. ~ideor Mardi 1. k ~uU 5tm~ legW9wr ~ lei3S b~Ow put of the Lads, Sem,*rd mid alone at the only 27 yein. ~ 9w led C5 ead~L

C) ~amy. New Hmi~ C': War- puhnmyelealmi ~ the Ighe mid ~ die Sernat. Dale hat a___ wIck. LL; Boston, - Wa~ng 51,- teuWit W hi MP~' ~What an Easecua- Peabody Worcug~r nlcint ealord Past of 06 kasari ser~bn hi b~i iW~econasnlc rehimis. die t~ mid his~iow Dfreaor. Backing arid SpIbumeld, MA. ~ . 'I ~ coupled wIsh a mama
dddt redmaalon legb- of Coflipwiusn hit Vieladosi, aid to the dbabled arid e~l4wapwn 9w ~uw~

94w Kainpe Febminy 16 ~ 23 dele~'~ M ~ February 25 Ccin U delegates II~eus, and the The Dole ~
Piesidests Strategic dat ~nipai~i le

Vaimaw March 1 Nbemy 17 delegines Dd~r~ l~grj~ orgar~ad 9wu hi dieMatuchus Mach S Ptbeauy 52 de1e~s Th~ Senat~'~ key eady ~a at weES Putmmy 21 delegates backgrouaid. his ability at nationally. Fob areCoasuecdcat Match 29 Prhm~, 35 delegates to ~er~iie personal showing ~apport ~beauy wwe 
adversity mid he the ~npdgn~s gbowdi
expedaica makes hen everywhere~

A TUII N'bU........ -

~t a~m LS~ ineiRu~

St~ hi Abndminm~

aipi~ nay.. uoie. . Brock. 0* WIrthlInThree big names Speaking crowd Labor Secretary Senator Dole, at a Joining diihave recently signed In Knoxville. Term., Wilfiari, Stock to be news conference as lb poibon with the Dole cam- Dole spoke of her Natlonag Onairmaji ci annowiclrg the Stock Bob Dcpalgn at the national hubands leadership the Dole campaign. move. sald AddIa~.level. ~ - -

Elizabeth Dole
1. ibeth Dole gave

(pOSition
:of Transpor-
S~tember

~c ~he could
heuself~ full-

~ampaign.
Mrs. Dole kicked oft

her campaign for her
husband with a swing
thruu~h her riattve
5outh that began on
october 5th.

me
and his battle to over-
come wouavb he
recetved In WW N.

Asyou can see. I
believe In hen
strongly, and that's
why I gave up my luff-
the posiuon, she
told the ao~

William Brock
The Dole campaign

grabbed another oneof Pradd~nt Reagan's
cabinet ma~e~ with
the enlsunert of

Brock is a former
Senator from Tennes..
see and Chairman of
the Republican
Natkmaj Cornmltiee.

Stock is a highly-
r~e~ed n~'r'~
His departure' 'die
Department ot L~ug
promoted The Wash-
Iw' Post to dubthe move a great gain
for the Dole campaign
arid ulded, MI. Stock
hat sew~, not Just
the ~uhiurauon but
the courtly weL

Bug
Is a major political
coup. Besides being a
dose personal mend
for many yeaas, heW a
- veteran from
the south, one of the
stars of the Reagan
cabinet

Richard

P~dat ~gans
- -.R~wd ~
announced hi 9w
Ocuober Ost hewes

tDolet~mi
ter.
ie is the

uIw1I rilEn ~r owtbinat. Americans hi
1988 ~t a talis-
~ leader who
gesresujb...Heis
the most eie~aNe
Re~lm hi Ow
strong field of cmii-
dates ~tNhi said.

~Mrdihi Uid he
assodates hew
conduced more than
2,000 polItical stifles.
He has served at Onief
Pollster for Rpu~bce~
- omi-
dates hi Eve pss~
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Leadership Announced
In N.H. and Other States
Rudman Endorses Dole

Saying he hat the
strength aid expel-
ence needed to leed
this ~on b~o the
next de~ Senator
Warren 5. Ru~uan. R-
N.H.. re~itly en-
dorued Bob Dole hr
Preside~

At news corder-
en~ in Mandi~er.
Ponunora~ ~
and Keerie, N.H..
Rzjdinan b~ed he
beSowd Dole ~
be the thoughrfti.

~ thorough, Nd
ural~ leeder

C) ~UU3yWedsm
1W nm prmlduw.

1'm thumdto have
the ~he uippmt of
~IieMweU-
kiloest mid respe~ed
at Senator b~dinan is
In New Hui~psl*e.

~ Dole said. H1S visible
assistance m Newo Hampshire aid aaoss
the cowitry will be a

q ~ as,~
our campagn. Dole

~" added.
Rudman said he

expecred to spend
most of his free tkne
10th Mt Dlv. AIwnrad
cheer Do1e~s oMdal
aflflou7~unent

Youth
on the Move

Whether a hot~
ganie or a political
campaign. nothIng
marches the eid~
asmofcollegeLHS
uuda~ ~u NC
Yowlg Coordinator.
Ken Fredete. (N~
ester. N.H.), hat been
organizing wnpwm.
large 5 small. worn
New England.

Pro have in-
ciuded a blitaing of
the Dwunoudt~ My.
oR Mi bosbd ~

In the coming months
Caflpalgt*~ hr Do~

Several haner
~nm s~muu-
bus have been
wor~hr mawi 5 on

New ~flpaign in
More V~ 250- ~visW

are putofthe Sob
Dole -s
Exswdv~ finance aid- Correrd~em
in New Hmpsl~e. in
eddidon to SWL
Warren 5. Rudiitui (I-
WI.) at Honorary
Otimw~ the Dole
e~rt in the Cdw
SWe is tOpped @1 by

Howe Spuiw.
W. DoUglMSCImSM
hrmer Governor

ExeowCormdhr
Peer Spm~ State
Tre~wer Georgie
Thom~ and twine
Cong~sman Pekina

In Connecticut. the
Dole ~npalgn is co-

ofTIwNYThmm
- Uudu~ a~

piled th mew Lb

Dole's laid~ -

chaired byttwee long-- activista in
C~o* Re~
~ poId~
SWe Sewe Mow~
Leeder dwd C.
kw*~ hrmu ~
Otmm oldie State- Par,.
Seam ~bow~ and- kdw. bane
Re~pubI~t T~i
Ornm of
C~.eumlth m leeding
the Dole ebrL

Ten leg~ators
are on the Dole wn
in Cume~oa. at well
- bane ConUin-
mini A~w W. Sbml.

in Vciinort. Serwor
SoWn Stabid and
bane C~wnor

diaud Sneling are
honomen.
Howe M
Leader ?dChad
Sen~tardt. and State- Sarah
Gee, are working on
the Dole team.

In Massaduisats,
eleven ~e re~me~

E~u ~wyowmg- who worM
~ working on the
cinDpd~L they ~
mwlmorcallkm

- atMwI raI~y.

Whim, a aWe su
-~ t~ nimitbes of
the Rap.*I~t State
Cwuwiuee m key
pleyeus in a core- ~ou~ State

F~er Weber.
MWw Howe
~nor~ bader Kavin
PoMer. Re~ Peer
Torkildien. Rep. kis
Holland arid State
Committeeman GI

HoIa
~ hew been
~d*~twdbr

in Rhode hluid.A
30 'neither Stinib~
Comn*ime tRw b.
d~aHotm~
WNp Ardew M R~d
II and hmw GOP
Chah~mm ~k
Mahoney is working
with victory in mind
onMardtSdi.

POlls-Dole aoses on Bush...

Between Apr.S6
arid Sep~S7, the
Cu&q, Pol showed
the margin narrowing
from 3ZtoZl points.
TIME Magazine~s poll
showed the gap dos-
ing from 49 polnts in
May86 to 24 points In

Street
JOWTWJ4VDC News poll
of Repubilcan primary
voters showed a gap
0133 poInts in Aug.
86. The same poll, a
year later. showed a
gap 01 only 1%.

National polls con-
sistently show a 2-way
race. A June Harris Poll
showed D@lewlthl7%
and Bush with 31%. A
reosre OS/New Ya*
Thnin poll i~we hash
at34%, Dole~23%,

with other candidates
at lOor lear.

In Key Lady States...
in the 'no- recene

Des Moines Re~
poll. Dole beats Bwh
31%to29% anmong
likely cauos anen-

in New Hunpstire~
a poll done hr Sen.
Rudman among
Republicans who have
voted in reosit
primaries. pirn Bush a~
37% and Doleat2Z%
- with no one elsein
double digits. When
those polled were
Infoin~ed olSen.
Rudmans suppoit hr
Senator Dole. dig gap
between Sush aid
Dole in New Hanip.
shire dosed to ~ I



floances -
Look Good

The Dole cinnpalgn
Is makIng grat
progres In the area of
- Dole
raked money - a
bay - dint wy
odw candlde.
Danocrat or Rapubi-
~-n.dwb~gdie

~aw -~
mu quarter. Dole
mb~ almat $4
miout from ~i. to
Se~ That ixh~p the
total unowt raised to
approuhnatety 58
mUio~ Fuu~s are
Rowing In at a e~ of

SI.) trillion a mesh
and Saimor Dole
apses to raise ~w
flit 514 miNion
aIlo~d by law.

5e~nd this e~w-
aging news are hidlca-
dorm that die lush

Dole. Mat eaSy Ocr~.
lush had spew 52
mlion more d~
Do~ Rernenber Uw

suhge~ to a r~orud
spending ~ of $27
mIUa~ Spending
rates are huportarid

Your Actios

ISas godat
enlIsting 5- lODole

2.QverwnesL
ad~ines to due lecal
HQorthe Nilegloni
HQin Maiiduatw
(6O~ 623466k

3. Hold a l~ne
vIdeo party ~ Dole~

4. ~lte a due~ to
Dok ~
Convnfttee. 1828 L
SL. NW, Wedi.. DC
2003k
Bob and Dz~edu
Doi am cvw~g on

m~wt
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NEW ENG~ND HL~D~JAmM

852 ELM SF~
MANOIESTER, NH 03101

Paid for by the DOLE FOR PRESIDENT Committee

Where to Find Us
New K -

S52 E~ii Sew
M~iinW. NJI. 03102
~3) 6Z3-Mto
pmcan~.
E*~aU~ DW~

105 Lk~mSL
ksam~. MA 021 16
(617) 462.3622
Sob OewSWL
Lasaiinve D~
V.-
P0. Sam 667
White Nvev Jim~m~. VT
05001
(toll 457-1551

0~ Wains.
£xaave 0

0.0. Sam 322A
~iiWi. ao~
(~3) 232-Slat
PWwA. ?4d~ei.

k~ FinK ked
Last Q~i. 3102818
(401) SSS.4725
Wa myinm~
b~w Wm~

P.O. So. 1S9- MI 04330
(~ 6223599

From the ClIpping ~~...

Aa'oss die I4bSd-
He fits the profile

of the president whom
many Am~
disW~oned after 11
years at two succa-
sive Washington
outsiders, now say
they ~nt a compe-
~t wide-awake
Washingtonian who
knows his way about
and will get thIngs
done. The Econarnst.

London EngLand

Across due Couna>'-
~ inthe 11 cddcal

te~oistrengdue

behre the onslaught
of pdrnarla on Super
Tuaday, ne* Mardi
8. Dole Is widely
viewad as a cnmpeti-
tot with the potential
to win In six or more
of the states holding
pritnarles Of QUOSS
from January 27
through March 5.
The Washington Pwr

Across New EngLand-
Dole would be the- Party

strongest candidate.
He Is a good pubic
speaker, an exped-

enced debater and a
master of one-llnas.

Wn. V Sharmon
The B~ Qob.

it Iooksmlf the
race hr the RepublIcan- ~

don has already
narrowed to t~
CAndidates - at least
a~ong CanoN Courwy
(N.H.) ~~~...

Dole drew a large
croi~ of party
activists during a
Fourthoijulyvisitto
Wolteboro.
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FOR THE DOLE CAMPAIGN

Iowa Caucus Media
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Dole for President Coittee

January 1988
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The following analysis, tables, and charts contain the
results of the coumunications focus groups held in Des
Moines, Iowa, on behalf of the Dole for President Committee.

Account Executive

Sr. Project Director:

Moderator:

Special Consultant:

Location:

Date:

Richard B. Wirthlin

Mary Ellen Jensen

Leslie Bonner

John Moss

Des Moines, Iowa

January 11, 1988

Description of Focus Groups:

Number of Groups:
Tine of Day:

Three
Group 1
Group 2
Group 3

35 Total

15 Bush

Group Composition:

3:30-5:00
6:00-8:00
8:00-10 :00

50/50 Male/Female
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SU~Y OF ?INDINGS............

DISCUSS lC.N OF THE CO3OIERCIALS

Can*t 3pJI~4U ** * * * * * * * * * *

2uarters'. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Diftszac.'

3ush - ZN? Treaty........

2&ga

****e*************............ a
.*. 

6

VOTER RESPONSE PROFILE

APP~DIC3S

Appendix A:

Appendix 3:
Method and Sauple
Counercial Scripts
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*......e.@.ee.See.eeeee...

7

1'b
21

23
26

42
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BACKGROUND AND PURPOS!

The Dole for President Committee has produced three new com~er-
cials that may be aired in Zova between now and February 8th,
~uhen that states caucuses take place. Before these commercials
are put into the media rotation, research was recommended in
order to determine the specific communication. of each and to
determine how voters react to the messages they receive.

Three focused group interviews were conducted in Des Moines,
Iowa, on January 11, 1986, with likely Republican caucus particim
pants who favor either Bob Dole or George Bush.

Five ornercials were shown. The three newly produced spots
were 'Can't Spend,' 'Quarters,' and 'Intro - Iowa.' In addi-
tlOflD 'Difference,' a Dole commercial that has already aired in
the state, was exposed. And the fifth ad included in the re
search was 'Bush - IN? Treaty,' an Iowa ad that was videotaped
as it was broadcast.

-1-
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Wote that focused qroup interviews are qualitative in nature.
They may not be definitive and should be used for directionai
quidance. This is due to differences in sample composition,
differences in the development of the discussion from one ses-
sion to another, and the limited sample size.

-2-
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SU)C(ARY OF FINDINGS

~ieM
All four of the Dole commercials are successful in that each com-
municates some basic message of Bob Dole's stand on one or more
issues or conveys something about the political characteristics
of the candidate. Dole supporters view the Dole commercials
somevhat more favorably than do Bush supporters and are more
critical of the Bush commercial.

'Can't Spend' and 'Difference" are the more successful. 'can't
T Spend' has a message about Kr. Dole's pceition on fiscal issues

that is clearly conveyed, well understood, and seems nev.

'Difference' is a well-liked Commercial that is interesting ton watch, but it lacks substance. It conveys something about who
Kr. Dole is as a presidential candidate, and explains his think-
ing, but it does not address the issues.

C)
Although 'Can't Spend' and 'Difference' are quite different from
each other in what they communicate, and in this vay supplement
each other, neither reinforces the other. In effect, there is
no campaign unity or synergy between these two executions.

S

'Intro - lava' talks about things that are important to voters
but they also do not learn anything and the message has nothing
to do with them or their needs. They merely acknowledge the
message; they do not seem to internali:e it. Part of the prob-
lem may be that Kr. Dole comes across as arrogant and making ex-
aggerated claims.

-3-
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St this message is neither relevant nor stimulating. Kr. Dole's
story of his var injury is more confusing than enlightening, and
is considered annoying and in poor taste. People find them.
selves disagreeing with what was said.

'Sush - fliT Treaty' deals vith a highly relevant subject matter
yet it relies on borrowed interest and contains nothing new.
Zven so, it is well-liked and had visual interest.

hini 2ru~
In presenting Kr. Dole as a 'presidential' candidate, 'Intro -

Iowa' and 'Difference" are more successful than are 'Can't
Spend' and 'Quarters.' There are several reasons for this
assessment. 5oth say Kr. Dole has made or will make 'a
difference.' 'Difference' also has a number of presidential
trappings, the visuals of Kr. Dole working at his Senate desk,
shaking hands vith Kr. 3eagan, giving a speech, the American
flag, and Krs * Dole * In 'Intro * Iowa,' the Senator mentions

1) Kr. Gorbachev.

The tvo ads that make Kr. Dole seem less presidential dwell on
o the Senator' s war injury and resulting handicap which are as

likely to evoke viewers' pity and sympathy as to illustrate that
he has strength to overcome adversity or that he cares and is
concerned about Iowans.

* In addition, the executional format and setting of 'talking
heads' come across as 'cheap' and 'amateurish,' better suited
for a 'senatorial' campaign. This lack of presidential panache
is compounded by the 'stiff' appearance of Kr. Dole, particu-
larly since he doss not flash his 'great smile.'

'Difference' also presents a dilemma for some. Kr. Dole says he
is 'one of us' which in some ways contradicts the image that he

-4-
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is presidential. Many are concerned about a person like them.
selves being president because they believe only a person of ex~
ceptional ability and vision is qualified. They do not want
someone who is average and parochial. As one person says, "Re's
an average person who has done above average things.' And, they
ask, 'What's he saying to the rest of the country?' 'Doesn't he
think ye oars about world affairs?" This Commercial is also
criticized for mentioning the var injury because they feel it
has little to do vith politics or leadership.

The leadershi.p issue comes into focus for many when they compare
the experience of Kr. Dole and Mr. Dush described in the commer-
cials and in light of Kr. Dush's aggressive, nonmwimpy, behavior
in the recent debates. The Vice President has White House and

0
other Ixecutive branch experience and the Senator has experiencein the Legislature. Mr. hash has had 'lots of jobs' while Kr.
Dole has spent his time in one, the Senate. Mr. hash has more
experience in foreign affairs which allows him to talk credibly
about his ability to work for world peace, a necessity for presi-
dential leadership. Mr. Dole has expertise in domestic matters
and dealing with Congress, much like LA?. These qualities make
it credible for him to talk about helping out the average Amen-
can.

~1

Mr. Dush's involvement in the Iran-Contra affair is still a con-
cern. People are not searching for evidence, however, as are
the media. The Vice President's ties and loyalties to President
Reagan are seldom mentioned in any context, except as he aligns
himself to the IN? Treaty in the commercial shown to respondents
and then in a rather neutral way.

-5-
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The )cSMs of oha'acter±stics people vould like to See 3ob Dole

are sincerity. honesty, and trustverthiness (eye con~tact and firm voice): a varath and caring (big smile and perhaps
subtle references to upbringing): and 'presidential' leadership
in both domestic and foreign affairs as veil as in attitude.

Supporters are also eager for the Senator to make distinctions
and linkages betveen past accomplishments and future goals in
order to enhance his leadership qualifications and capabiliti.5.
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METhOD AND SAMPLE

Three focused group interviews, lasting two hours each, were con-
ducted on Monday, January 11, 1986, at a research facility in
West Des Moines, Iowa. Lesley Bahner of POP!JWS, Inc. moderated
the discussions.

Respondents met several qualifications in order to be invited to
participate in the group discussions: registered voters who
plan on attending their neighborhood caucuses and participating
in the Republican presidential nomination this year: half favor
Bob Dole and half favor George Bush; half men and half women bet-
ween the ages of 25 and 60.

Five commercials vere exposed to respondents, four of which were
Dole ads and one for Bush:

'Can't Spend
'Quarters"
'Intro Iowa"

'Difference"
'Bush - IN? Treaty"

The order of exposure was changed from group to group to avoid
position bias.
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Each discussion followed the outline below:

Introduction and warm-up;

Each commercial is shown once and respondents fill
out a questionnaire that elicits communications and
reactions (open-ended responses) and responses to
the Voter Response Profile (scalar items):

- General discussion of commercials exploring validity
of content and emotional response;

- Re-exposure of commercials followed by discussion of
each.
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Appendix S

Cauuercial Scripts
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"Can't Spend"

Video

Dole in front of plain
blue background

Gradual close-up

AUDIO

LDOLEJ I'm Bob Dole. I grew up during the
Depression in the small town of
Russell Kansas, where I learned that
you can't spend what you don't have.

As President I'll work for a
constitutional amendment requiring a
balanced budget, a line-item veto to
halt needless spending, and an across
the board spending freeze to reduce the
staggering federal deficit.

The people of Russell taught me that
you make tough choices today for a
brighter future tomorrow.

I'm 5ob Dole and that's why I'm
running for President.
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"Quarters"

Video

Dole in front of plain
blue background

Gradual closemup

(DOLE] During World War Tvo, I was in the
wrong place at the right time and spentover three years in Army hospitals.

Friends from my home town passed around
a cigar box, dropped in quarters they
couldn't afford, and raised money for
my operations.

Since then I 'ye tried to help others
and make a difference.

As the Senate Republican leader I'vemade a difference, by fighting to cut
wasteful spending, and leading the
effort to save Social Security.

I can make a big difference as
President, but I need your support.
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lntro lava

Dole in front of plain

blue background

Gradual close-up

AUDIO

(DOIZJ I'm lob Dole. I made a difference i.~
leading the efforts to rescue social
security, cut needless government
spending, and save the family tarn.

I can sit across the table from
Gorbachev, or the Congress, and make a
difference for America.

I have the ability and the strength to
do what must be done to balance thebudget, assure world peace, and leadAmerica to greatness.

I'm lob Dole, and that's why I'm
running for President.
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"What 'a the Difference

Video

"What's the Difference?"
(white on black)

Slack and white photos:
Depression children,
Dole during WV2

Color photo of Dole
shaking hands with

1~ Reagan / live shotpresiding at meeting /
\J giving speech in front

of wheat field / family
'~r of farmers

Dole working at his desk

Giving outdoor speech /

o Zlizabeth Dole watching

Dole at podium / Dole in
front of American flag
with "DOLE FOR
P3ES!DEHT" overlay

AUDIO

tANNCR] What's the difference between the
Republican candidates for President?

Only one grew up in Depression-era
Kansas and spent three years recovering
frau coubat wounds in World War Two.

Only one has been the Republican leader
in the Senate and led the fight to save
Social Security. cut excessive
government spending, and save the
family farm.

Only one - one of us. lob Dole.

lob Dole will make the difference Iowa
and America need.

Dole for President. One of us.
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"Bush ZR? Treaty"

Video

Still photo of George
Bush with and the III?
Treaty.. ./that 's George
Bush" rolls up screen

George Bush speaking

Swearing in / shaking
hands with constituents
/ photo of meting with
Iowa 's Governor

AUDIO

(ANNCR] ...INF Treaty, that's George Bush, and
here's why.

CIUSIE] Veil it's a uajor reduction of nuclear
veapons, the first tiue in the nuclear
age that we're elizinating an entire
generation of nuclear veapons. And the
agreeaent is verifiable.

Over the years I 'we gotten to know
Iowans pretty well. And I au convinced
that the people of Iowa cares C sic]
deeply about peace as I do.



Page 18 of 34

ma WkUdh -
I~ f~ a~nq flY~ahoE~
c~ce- *~oc~

COW4ERCIAL EVALUATION
FOR THE DOLE CAMPAIGN

NEW HAMPSHIRE PRIMARY MEDIA

The Wirthlln Group

February 1988

~363 Beeny Roao. MCLW~. Vwgmea 22101 (703) 566.0001



?im~INbs~
EXliIBIT!
Page 19 of 34

TABLE OF CONTENTS

2aga
BACKGROUND AND ~RPOSE....................................... 1

S~IOC&.RY OF FI)IDINGS................ ........... *****.............**** 3

DISCUSSION OF THE COSOCERCIALS

Reagan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

- Line-item veto"...
'Kemp - Social Security..

0SO

*00

000

VOTER RESPONSE PROFILE

Tablel: Suary............

APPENDICES

Appendix A:

Appendix B:

Method and Sample

Commercial Scripts

*00

7

14

19

26

34

39e.g.. ....... .... *..... S 00006



EXHIBIT ~E
Page 20 of' 34

BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE

The Dole for President Committee has produced three new Commer-
cials to be aired in New Hampshire between now and February
16th, when that states primary election takes place. As these
commercials are put into the media rotation, research was recom-
mended in order to determine the specific communications of each
and to determine how voters react to the messages they receive.
There yarn also interest in exposing to respondents a Bush commer-
cial and a Kemp commercial that were receiving air time in the
state.

Three focused group interviews were conducted in Manchester, New
Hampshire, on February 2, 1968, with likely Republican primary
voters who favor either Bob Dole or George Bush.

Five commercials were shown. The three newly produced spots
were "Deficit," "Reagan," and "Doonesbury." The Bush commercial
that was exposed is called "Bush - Line-item Veto." And the'4- fifth ad included in the research vas "Kemp - Social Security."
Both of these ads were videotaped as they were broadcast the
night before the interviews.

-1-
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Rote that focused group interviews are qualitative in nature.
They may not be definitive and should be used for directional
guidance. This is due to differences in sample composition, dif-
ferences in the development of the discussion from one cession
to another, and the limited sample size.

NI
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SUIOCARY OF FIIIDIIIGS

~iIM
Tvo veeks before the Nev Hampshire primary election, there is a
lot of indecision among Republican voters about which candidate
to vote for: They keep changing their minds and the degree of
their commitment is moderate to weak. These voters are looking
for differentiation and clarification on the issues.

With this confusion about the candidates' views on the issues,
it is not surprising that when asked to say something nice about
Kr. Dole and Kr. Bush, respondents focus on personality and
experience.u Moreover, they say practically the same good*

thLngs about both politicians. Zach man is described as an
'5-, intelligentu experienced,* good persont m who is personab3e"if) and a tmgood speaker.*

o Additionally, Bob Dole has the well-regarded Liddy.

All three of the Dole commercials are successful in that each
communicates some basic message of Bob Dole's stand on one or
more issues, but not without creating misleading perceptions,
disagreements, or negative reactions. uDeficitu is rated the
most relevant and credible of the three but the Senator's
deficit plan stirs up controversy. Reagan" and "Doonesbury"
are more successful at conveying leadership qualities but raise
serious objections among respondents. Reagan" is seen as
highly misrepresentative and is not considered very relevant to
voters. Doonesbury* lacks credibility and empathy because of
Kr. Dole's attack on Kr. Bush. Attack format commercials rarely
score well on the VRP ratings and are usually criticized in

-3-
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discusaicn, but can till be effective as a strdWW ~y~of
OOUmUfliCati ng differentiation among candidates, especially in
terms of issue..

?h@ Comrcials also communicate personality differences. The
Senator is seen throughout as forceful, determined, decisive.
This ±5 in direct contrast to how people regard Mr. Bush in his
Commercial: friendly and approachable. Most people seem to
know that each candidate has both sides to his personality.

Kr. Dole's proposal for fighting the deficit in the "Deficit"
commercial creates the most controversy of the three Dole ads.
Some think his stand is viable while others do not think it will
york. The detractors call for a spending cut, not just a

- freeze. Moreover, they think a freeze will not address any of
the other economic problems we may face (inflation, taxes,
employment). Yet, some say this is a start in the right
direction. Almost ev*ryone wants more information about theC, Senator's plan; they want to know how it is going to work.

Lfl
The Senator gains p nts for taking a stand on an importantissue. This does not, however, translate into "leadership."

O Indeed, a few observe that if Mr. Dole feels so strongly about
his plan, he should have done something before this as a Senate
leader.

"Resoan"
Reagan" is considered by many, especially Bush supporters, to

deliver a very misleading and deceptive message. It creates the
impression that President Reagan is endorsing Mr. Dole for Presi-
dent rather than merely thanking him for his role in the Senate.
Some assume the endorsement is legitimate since they think Mr.
Reagan must have approved it. In any case, Mr. Dole is
perceived as a person with leadership experience, a leader.

-4-
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'Dooaesbuty" is the least liked commercial because respondents
feel that it treats Mr. Bush unfairly in its message and that it
violates the 11th Commandment. The Senator may have indeed done
those things in his role as legislator, but Mr. Bush cannot be
expected to have been involved because he is in the Executive
branch. It 'vaunt his job." No one likes one candidate
attacking another member of his own party in a primary
election. Respondents are likely to think that this tactic
hurts Mr. Dole for "bad mouthing" and helps Mr. Bush by creating
'sympathy.' This commercial communicates leadership and many
can cite at least one of the areas of legislation he supported
mentioned in the ad as an example. Most say they recall the
slogan 'the difference is leadership" and it may strengthen
perceptions of the Senator's leadership abilities: but most
regard it as merely a slogan, one that could also apply to Mr.
Bush. The visual of the fading picture of the Vice President is
highly effective in supporting the commercial message.

'flush Line-item Veto"
In the Bush commercial, the Vice President clearly conveys his
support of the line-item veto as a way to control the spending
excesses of Congress. He makes a strong appeal with his "dig"
of "I will if Congress won't." He also shows that he is "ready,
willing, and able" to be President having been Vice President
for eight years. Yet, the two messages are often perceived as
unrelated. Respondents generally like the conversational
presentation of talking directly and personally to the viewer.
Some like, and some don't like, Mr. Bush's comment about
Congress since he seems to alienate Congress even before he is
elected. Virtually no one thinks the comment is an attack on
Mr. Dole. The commercial is liked by most, whether or not they
support Mr. Bush or favor the line-item veto. They also like
that it talks about an issue; most agree however, it is not a
very important issue.
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~. Kemp, in his minercial comes across as Page 25 ot4* having 'saved' So'.
oial Security and creates the perception that the Senator and
Vice President vere vorking against it. This posture lacks cred'.
ibility and is farfetched for most: Most do not believe his
opponents voted against Social Security and they do not believe
the Congressman is the 'herp' for saving it. They do allow, howe
ever, that k~e may have influenced the President. Like 'Doones'.
bury,' this ad is on the attack. Dut, unlike that commercial
where Mr. Dole is a doer, Kemp comes across as a self'.defined
'Superman.' Xost think the commercial does not evoke empathy,
is ridiculous, and is not very accurate. The execution is also
regarded as amateurish.

When asked to name the accomplishments or achievements of Kr.
Dush in any of his various governmental jobs, no one readily
oms up with a specific. Indeed, most agree that the best that
can be said is that he has 'stayed out of trouble,' and 'can get

I) along with a lot of different people.' This suggests 'mediocrim
ty' to some, vhich is either comforting or disheartening to
them. As respondents describe Kr. Dush as an ideal man for
working behind the scenes, they begin to ask themselves exactly
what it is they vant in a President.

Th Mr. Bush a involvement in the Iran-contra affair remains a con'.

cern for some. These respondents wish he would speak up so it
can be laid to rest. Others would like to forget the whole
thing now, and wish the medir. would stop asking the questions.
Only a few express concern about the 'illegal' activities in
which the Vice President may have been involved; these people
feel strongly that this issue must be dealt with.

-6-
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METHOD AND SAMPLE

Three focused group interviews, lasting two hours each, were con-
ducted on Wednesday, February 2, 1988, at a research facility in
Manchester, New Hampshire. Lesley Bahner of POPUWS, Inc. moder-

ated the discussions.

Respondents met several qualifications in order to be invited to
participate in the group discussions: registered voters who

plan on voting in their state's primary election this year; 14
favored Bob Dole and 18 favored George Bush; 19 were men and 13
vere women. All were between the ages of 25 and 60.

Four or five commercials, from a pool of six, were exposed to
each group of respondents in the following order:

"Bush - LIV" "Deficit"

Doonesbury" "Bush - LIV"

"Kemp - Soc. Sec." "Reagan"

"Deficit" "Doonesbury"

"Reagan" "Kemp - Soc. Sec."

"Doonesbury"
"Bush - LIV"

"Deficit"

"Quiz"

(not reported)
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Each discussion folloved the outline below:

Introduction and warm-up;

Each commercial is shown once and respondents fill
out a questionnair. that elicits communications and
reactions (open-ended responses) and responses to
the Voter Response Profile (scalar items);

- General discussion of commercials exploring validity
of content and emotional response;

- Re-exposure of commercials followed by discussion of
each.
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"Deficit'

Video

Dole in front of
auditorium making speech

Shot of crowd

lack to Dole making
speech

~) Shot of newspaper artic-
le entitled "Dole Calls

~ for 1 Year Spending
Freeze"

Dole giving speech

Shots of crowd

Dole speaking

Dole at podium / Dole in (ANNCRJ
front of American flag /
Super: "Dole for Presi-
dent"

-~-
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AUDIO

(DOLE] How are we going to deal with the defi-

cit?

Nobody's told you. No other Candidate
will stand up and say "I'm going to do
this."

What we ought to do is have a spending
freeze.

What it really mean. is that say in
1969 ye don't spend any more money in
than we spent in 1968.

Then you' re going to keep interest
rates down, then your going to keep in'
flation rates down. Then you're goingto find more jobs for more people of
all ages.

Deficit's going to be public enemy num-
ber one.

Dole for President.
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AUDIO

Reagan making speech

RR walking with Senators
/ at his office door /
giving speech

-~ Dole talking with men
around a table

Picture of Dole and
Reagan

~' Shot of Dole working at
desk / Super: "Dole for
President"

(RRJ I want to express my deep appreciation
to Senator Dole for the indispensable
role he's played in all of this.

His leadership in the Senate, his
strong hand and his responsible voice
have made a difference.

He's forged a tough, working alliance
between the Senate and Executive
branch.

Bob from the heart, I thank you.

(AHWCR] Bob Dole will make the difference
America and New Hampshire needs.

Bob Dole for President.



"Doonesbury"

Video

Split screen with Dole
on one side, Bush on
other

Bush slowly fades out

Dole with Reagan

0
Picture of Dole/ Super:

t.fl 'The difference is
leadership"

7~-~
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AUDIO

(ANNCRJ What's the difference?

Bob Dole led the fight to save Social
Security. George Bush had nothing to
do with it.

Bob Dole pushed President Reagan's tax
cuts through the Senate. George Bush
had nothing to do with it.

Bob Dole is leading the fight to ratify
President Reagan's INF Treaty while mak-
ing sure the Russians don't cheat.
George Bush had nothing to do with it.

Bob Dole will make a difference for
America. The difference is leadership.

Bob Dole for President.



Video

Bush sitting on desk
vith pile of papers

Super: George Bush,
ready on day one, to be
a great presidents

~' '~ ~~v;
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"Bush Line-item Veto"

AUDIO

(BUSH] This is the federal budget Congress
gives to us. They decide how much
money to spend. And, now you ' 4 think
the President could make some cuts like
any executive, but he can't he
either has to buy it all or say no to
everything. If the President could go
through this budget and have a line-rn
item veto, the Federal deficit could be
cut in a hurry. Congress doesn't like
the line-item veto. That ought to tell
you it's a good idea.

(ANNCRJ George Bush, ready on day one, to be a
great president.



Video

Super: "Nay 10, 1985"

Shot of Dole making
speech / Capitol Hill

Shot of limousine

Bush voting

~ Shot of Kemp

~ Kemp at meeting with
~. Reagan and others

Kemp with senior citi-
to sens

o Super: "Jack Kemp. If
he wins, we all win"

EXHIBIT I
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"Kemp - Social Security"

AUDIO

(ANN~RJ Nay 10, 1985.

Senator Sob Dole proposes that Congress
cut future Social Security benefits;
but the Senate deadlocks.

Vice President George Bush travels to
Capitol Hill and casts the deciding
vote to cut Social Security.

Determined to block this cut, Jack Kemp
rushes to the White House and persuades
President Reagan to stop this plan to
cut Social Security.

Social Security is preserved.

(ANNCRJ Jack Kemp. If he wins, ye all win.
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Dole for President Delegate Committees Audit Findings and
Recommendations

The Audit staff identified eighteen delegate committees
apparently formed to support Senator Dole's campaign. Fifteen of
these committees were located in Illinois and three in Maryland.
Senator Dole authorized thirteen of these delegate committees on
amendments to his Statement of Candidacy. Four of the five non-
authorized delegate committees tiled Statements of Organization
with the Federal Election Commission and listed the Committee as
an affiliate.

Failure to Maintain Records

Sections 432(c)(l), (2), (3), (5) and (d) of Title 2 of
the United States Code state that the treasurer of a political
committee shall keep an account of all contributions received by
or on behalf of such political committee; the name and address of
any person who makes any contribution in excess of $50, together
with the date and a~unt of such contribution by any person; the
identification of any person who makes a contribution or

1) contributions aggregating more than $200 during a calendar year,
together with the date and amount of any such contribution; and
the name and address of every person to whom any disbursement is
made, the date, amount, and purpose of the disbursement, and the
name of the candidate and the office sought by the candidate, if
any, for whom the disbursement was made, including a receipt,
invoice, or cancelled check for each disbursement in excess of
$200. The treasurer shall preserve all records required to be
kept by this section and copies of all reports required to be
filed by this subchapter for 3 years after the report is filed.

Section ll0.14(j)(l) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states that for purposes of the contribution limits of
11 C.F.R. SSllO.l and 110.2, a delegate committee shall be
considered to be affiliated with a Presidential candidate's
authorized committee if both such committees are established,
financed, maintained or controlled by the same person, such as the
Presidential candidate, or the same group of persons.

Section 104.14(b)(l) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations requires political committees to maintain records,
including bank records, with respect to the matters required to be
reported, which shall provide in sufficient detail the necessary
information and data from which the filed reports and statements
may be verified, explained, clarified, and checked for accuracy
and completeness.
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The Audit 5taff reviewed all available records related
to the eighteen delegate committees. Since these records were
incomplete, the auditors prepared worksheets to determine the
additional documentation necessary to complete our review (see
Attachment 1). A copy of these worksheets was provided to the
Committee in October 1988 and again at the exit conference.

At the exit conference the Committee Treasurer stated
that he was still attempting to obtain the missing documentation
from the delegate committees.

In the Interim Audit Report9 the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee provide the missing records for the eighteen
delegate committees.

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit Report,
the Treasurer states the following:

The problem is that the Illinois committees came at
the end of our candidacy. The individuals running"
the committees went their various ways and with them
went their records. I realize that this is not an

P excuse but I want to make it clear to the Commission
that these committees were not used in anyway to
skirt limits but rather were used for their stated
purpose of attempting to win delegates from various
congressional districts. The expenditures made by
these committees were legitimate campaign
expenditures. However, I realize that they do not
become qualified campaign expenditures until there
is some record. I ask the Commission to show
leniency with regard to these committees and accept
as much as possible of the expenses for which any
kind of record exists.

The Committee's response includes the same incomplete
delegate committee records provided to the Audit staff during the
fieldwork. However, the auditors obtained most of the necessary
records as a result of requests sent to the delegate committees or
subpoenas sent to the banks where the delegate committees had
maintained their accounts.

These requests were sent to the thirteen delegate
committees authorized by Senator Dole and one delegate committee
not authorized but which noted on a bank confirmation statement
that the Committee Treasurer was an authorized signatory on the
bank account. Subpoenas were sent to the banks where these
fourteen delegate committees had maintained their accounts.*/

*/ Requests for records were not sent to the four non-authorized
delegate committees.
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Based on the Audit staff's review of the subpoenaed
records, we conclude that the records provided by the fourteen
delegate committees, and their banks, materially cover the records
previously noted as missing. Hovever, the Audit staff notes that
these records were not maintained by the Committee or by the
fourteen delegate committees as required by 2 U.S.C. 5432(c) and
(d).

Recommendation #8

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

Failure to File Disclosure Reports

Section 434(a)(l) of Title 2 of the United States Code
requires each treasurer of a political committee to file reports
of receipts and disbursements in accordance with the provisions of
this subsection.

Under 11 C.F.R. 5104.3(f), each principal campaign
committee is required to consolidate in each report the reports
submitted to it by any authorized committees.

Section ll0.14(b)(2) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that a delegate committee that
qualifies as a political committee under the Act must register

o with the Commission and report its receipts and disbursements in
accordance with 11 C.F.R. Part 104.

The Audit staff reviewed all the disclosure reports
filed by the delegate committees. Not all disclosure reports were
filed as required. As discussed above, Senator Dole authorized
thirteen of these delegate committees, and four of the other five
committees listed the Committee as an affiliate.

The Audit staff prepared worksheets to indicate which
delegate committee disclosure reports were missing (see Attachment
1). A copy of these worksheets was provided to the Committee in
October 1988 and at the exit conference.

In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee file the missing disclosure reports of the
delegate committees.

The Committee states in its response that they are ready
and willing to file the missing disclosure reports and that "[amy
help from the Commission in finding the necessary information to
fill out a report would be, as always, greatly appreciated."

The Audit staff notes that none of the missing delegate
committee disclosure reports were filed by the Committee or by the
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fourteen delegate committees but that the Committee was not in a
position to do so because they had incomplete delegate committee
records (see Failure to Raintain aecords discussion above).

Based on the Audit staff's review of the records
obtained by the Commission, we determined that the total activity
not reported by the Committee vas $27,531.83 in receipts and
$42,660.10 in disbursements.

Recommendation *9

The Audit staff recommends that this matter be referred to
the commissions Office of General Counsel.
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Testing the Waters" ixpenditures Made by
Campaign America

Section 9034.4(a)(2) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states that even though incurred prior to the date an
individual becomes a candidate, payments made for the purpose of
determining whether an individual should become a candidate, such
as those incurred in conducting a poll, shall be considered
qualified campaign expenses if the individual subsequently becomes
a candidate and shall count against the candidate's limits under 2
U.S.C. 441a(b).

Section lOO.6(b)(1) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that the term "expenditure" does not

include payments made solely for the purpose of determiningwhether an individual should become a candidate. If the
individual subsequently becomes a candidate, the payments made are
subject to the reporting requirements of the Act. Such
expenditures must be reported with the first report filed by the
principal campaign committee of the candidate, regardless of the
date the payments were made.

Section 100.7(a) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
o Regulations states that a contribution includes a gift,

subscription, loan, advance or deposit of money or anything of
value by any person for the purpose of influencing any election
for Federal office. The term anything of value" includes in-kind
contributions.

Finally, Section 100.5(g) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states that affiliated committees include all
authorized committees of the same candidate and all committees
established, financed, maintained or controlled by the same
corporation, labor organization, person or group of persons.

The Audit staff reviewed the disclosure reports filed
with the Federal Election Commission by Campaign America (CA), a
registered multicandidate committee associated with the candidate.
The review was intended to determine if any of the activity
disclosed by CA appeared to relate to the Presidential campaign.
A group of transactions were identified from the CA reports which
were questioned as possible testing-the-water expenses. A request
for the records relating to these transactions was made by the
Audit staff and again by the Commission. After both were refused,
the requested records were subpoenaed by the Commission.
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Campaign America registered vith the C@UiSSion inMarch 1978. AS background, Attachment 1 shows Receipts
Disbursements and year end Cash On Hand for each year from 1978
through 1988. A significant increase in activity is noted in 1986
and the first quarter of 1987. According to a copy of a
newsletter provided by CA Senator Dole is the "Honorary Chairman"
of CA.

As noted above, certain records were obtained from
CA via subpoena. The records obtained were for the period August,
1986 through April 1987 and included cancelled checks and related
invoices for disbursements to vendors and persona shown on CA
reports as having an Iowa or 3ev Hampshire address. The interim
audit report presented an analysis of the documents obtained along
with related activity noted in CA reports. Based on that
analysis, the interim audit report concluded that the records
indicate the possibility of a "testing-the-waters" campaign by CA

'0 on behalf of the Committee. It was also noted that the
information obtained was limited to payees with an Iowa or New
Hampshire address and therefore omitted many possible
"testing-the-waters" disbursements made to payces with addresses
outside of those States.

If)

The interim audit report also stated that the
disbursements which were considered potential "testing-the-waters"
in Iowa total $210,049.41. Of that amount, $173,826.46 was
believed attributable to the Iowa spending limitation. In New
Hampshire the total was $24,775.11 with $23,329.73 attributed to
the spending limitation. It was also noted that for purposes of
the review the "5-day rule" as set forth in 11 C.F.R. S
106.2(b)(2)(iii) was not applied because the persons involved were
CA personnel not Presidential Committee workers. Though the
allocable amounts were stated in the report, they were not
included in the preliminary calculation of amounts in excess of
the Iowa and New Hampshire spending limitations pending the
Committee response to the interim audit report and the review of
additional records.

In the interim audit report it was recommended that
the Committee provide all documents associated with disbursements
made by Campaign America and/or any state level account, division
or committee which relate in any way to Iowa or New Hampshire for
the period January 1, 1986 through March 31, 1987.

the following:
In addition, the Committee was requested to provide
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1. The script(s) used for the telemarketing program that was
Conducted in Iowa in October and November, 1986;

2. The follow-up letter(s) used for the telemarketing
program that was conducted in Iowa in October and
November, 1966; and

3. All documents including, but not limited to invitations,
hand-outs, press releases, flyers, transcripts, and
speeches which relate to appearances made by Senator Dole
in Iowa and New Hampshire.

In a separate letter to CA's Treasurer, the Commission
requested that CA provide documents relating to disbursements made
by Campaign America in Iowa and New Hampshire in connection with
the presidential campaign of Senator Robert Dole that were not

- previously provided and specifically:

'1, All documents relating to all disbursements made by
Campaign America Iowa Division and Campaign America New Hampshire
from January 1, 1966, to xarch 31, 1967. This request includes,
but is not limited to invoices, canceled checks, debit memoranda,
bank statements, signature cards, and accounting records.

'2. The following documents:

o a. the script(s) used for the telemarketing program that
was conducted in Iowa in October and November, 1986;

b. the follow-up letter(s) used for the telemarketing
program that was conducted in Iowa in October and November, 1986;
and,

c. all documents including, but not limited to
* invitations, hand-outs, press releases, flyers, transcripts, and

speeches which relate to appearances made by Senator Dole in Iowa
and New Hampshire.'

In its response to the interim audit report the
Committee treasurer states that 'DFP strongly, but respectfully,
objects to this recommendation. The two are separate committees.
DY? is not required to maintain CA's records nor has it maintained
such records. As such, DY? is unable to provide any requested
records.' The Committee provided no further information.

However, Counsel for CA responded to the request
for records made of that committee. Though denying any CA
disbursements were in connection Senator Dole's presidential
campaign, copies of documents, including bank statements invoices
and canceled checks for expenditures relating to Iowa or New
Hampshire were provided. In addition, CA provided the script and
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related documents used for the telemarketing program in Iowa; a
follow up letter associated with the telemarketing effort, and
several documents relating to CA speeches made by Senator Dole in
lava and New Hampshire.

The conclusions presented below are based on an
analysis of the documents provided by CA in response to the
request for records, material obtained via subpoena and discussed
in the interim audit report, CA and other committee disclosure
reports, and Committee records.

a. Iowa

The Audit staff concludes that CA engaged in
Presidential testing-the-water activity in 1986 and 1987 and that
portions of that activity are allocable to the Iowa spending
limitation. Specific programs and types of expenses are discussed
below:

i. Telemarketing

The largest single program that CA conducted
in Iowa appears to be a telemarketing program which took place in

tfl October and November of 1966. According to the telemarketing
contract, the phone calls were to begin on October 16, 1986 and be
completed by October 30, 1986. The election date was November 4,
1986. The contract stated that people who responded favorably to
the survey would be sent a follow-up letter. An additional series
of phone calls was added later and were to be completed by
November 2, 1986.

The Reports Analysis Division questioned CA
about the telemarketing program. In a letter from Judith Taggart,
CA Treasurer, dated June 24, 1987 it was explained that this
program was "tO determine the best means for supporting 1986 state
and federal candidates" and "no Iowa candidates were named in this
effort, thus the expenditure was general party building." In
correspondence, this telemarketing effort is referred to as either
Iowa Phone Program, Get Out the Vote Program, or survey.

In a letter from the telemarketing firm to the
treasurer of CA, the telemarketing firm noted that 'Floyd Brown,
your field representative for this region has been extremely
helpful in making this survey most successful for Senator Dole."
(emphasis added)

The Audit staff reviewed the CA disclosure
reports to identify candidates and committees supported by CA
between October 16, and November 4, 1986. Only $7,750 was spent
by CA in direct support; $3,000 for Federal candidates, $2,500 for
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State candidates and $2,250 for local party committees. Ifl
addition, in-kind disbursements totaling $9,791.96 for the
follow-up mailing mentioned in the telemarketing contraCt were
reported to seven state candidates.

In response to the Commission's request for
records associated vith the interim audit report, CA submitted
additional documentation for the telemarketing program.

An early August 1986 CA internal memorandum
states that the purpose of the program would be To assist
Governor Branstad and other state and local candidates in Iowa by
conducting a GOTV program featuring the Ma ority Leader" (emphasis
added). Under outline the memo states that Republican voters
would be called and asked their position on state and local
elections, whose endorsement would make them more likely to
support the GOP candidates, queried about their attitude on farm
policy, and finally, tested on their level of participation.
Certain respondents then were to receive a follow-up letter. (See
Memorandum at Attachment 2)

Campaign America also submitted what appears
to be a proposal from the telemarketing firm. The proposal is
addressed to Mr. Tom Synhorst (see discussion of Mr. Synhorst's
activity below). Though the proposed program is more ambitious
than that carried out, the proposal lists three major objectives:

1. To contact 228.000 Iowans and determine
whether the endorsement of each of seven prominent individuals is
more or less likely to influence their supporting the Governor in
the November election.

2. To record each person's attitude to the
above mentioned questions and store this information for future
telemarketing based on their response. Those showing a favorable
response to a particular individual's endorsement were to be
re-contacted w thin the final weeks before election.

3. To cost effectively provide high quality
and accurate survey data that can be utilized throughout the
project at the client's discretion. (See Attachment 3).

Included with the telemarketing documents is a
copy of the script apparently used in the program. It contains
six questions. The first two ask if the respondent supports
Governor Branstad and his statewide ticket, and a named Republican
candidate for the legislature. The third and fourth questions are
the same, but request a first and second choice. The question is
which of the listed leaders' endorsement would most likely cause
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the respondent to vote for a candidate in the 1986 general
elections. The list of leaders contains the names of eight
Republicans, including Senator Dole, who were, at that time,
considered presidential hopefuls. Question five asks for approval
or disapproval of the Reagan administration farm policy and
question six seeks to determine respondent participation in the
election process. Six participation choices are giveni General
Elections, Republican Primaries, Presidential Caucuses, County
Republican Convention, Contributions to Republican Candidates,
Volunteer for Candidates. my late October 1966, few of these
choices would seem to be relevant to the 1986 election cycle.
(See Attachment 4).

Two documents showing survey results vere
provided. The first is on the telemarketing firms letterhead,
dated October 31, 1986, and addresses only questions 3 and 4. The
analysis provides B.D. responders' for each question. (See
Attachment 5)

The second document is a computer printout and
appears to be a more thorough analysis of the results. The
results for questions 3 and 4 are entitled President, 1st and
President, Znd.*/ (See Attachment 6)

It is the opinion of the Audit staff that
given the questions asked during this survey and that Governor
aranstad appears to be a supporter of Senator Dole (see discussion
below of 'Agricultural Summit' held in late November 1986 and
co-hosted by Senator Dole and Governor Branstad), the primary
purpose of this telemarketing effort was testing-the-waters and
the costs are allocable to Iowa. Campaign America paid the
telemarketing firm $70,859.65 for their services.

In addition to the expenses discussed above,
CA paid a Washington area firm $8,010.67 to purchase and edit the
Iowa Republican voter tape, print survey cards, print labels,
keypunch telephone canvass card data, update the master file with
survey data, and print selected Dole favorable' labels. These
costs are also allocable to Iowa. Campaign America also made
three payments in early 1987 to this vendor for services described
as selecting and printing of Dole favorables; computer tapes of
Dole favorable (first choice), Dole favorable (second choice); and

*1 On the copy of the telemarketing script provided by CA,
Senator Jesse Helms is listed among the leaders for questions
3 and 4. On the summary of survey results, Senator Helms has
been replaced by Alexander Haig.
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selecting and printing labels for persons in selected Iowa
counties. These invoices suggest use of the survey data with
respect to CA events in Iowa during January and February 1987.
The three payments total $979.60 and are allocable to Zova.

The Committee used the services of this same
vendor and made payments to the vendor in excess of $400,000.

Campaign America provided documentation for
the telemarketing follow-up letters. The cost of printing and
mailing 58,000 letters was $11,091.98. An apparent draft of the
letter was submitted. The letter encourages the addressees to
vote for Governor Branstad and points out Senator Dole's
leadership on agricultural issues. (See Attachment 7)

Campaign America reported these expenses as
in-kind contributions to seven Iowa candidates. The cost of this
letter is allocable to Iowa. Attachment S is a summary of the
telemarketing expenses.

ii. Ivents

The CA records made available indicate that at
least 19 events, speeches, or meetings were held in Iowa between
March 31, 1986 and February 23. 1987. These records also indicate
that Senator Dole was present for 17 of the events. Though the
available records do not establish the nature of all of the events
the following items are noted:

* In mid April 1986, CA paid expenses for receptions
in Wapello, Iowa. Available records do not
establish the attendees or the purpose of the
event.

* In early May 1986, Senator Dole and 8 other persons
were in Iowa for the Iowa Republican Congressional
District Conventions.

* In June 1986, Senator Dole and three others were in
Iowa for the Iowa Republican Convention.

* In late July 1986 Senator Dole is shown as the
"Special Guest" at a picnic in Atlantic, Iowa
sponsored by the Fifth District Republican Party.

* In late August, 1986 Senator Dole and 6 others were
in Iowa for the Iowa State Fair. CA paid for a
backdrop and flags which were delivered to the
fairgrounds.
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* In mid September 1986, Senator Dole and three
others were in Iowa for "Senator Grassley Birthday
Events'.

* In mid October 1986. a "Steering Committee Meeting"
was held in Des Moines. At least four CA personnel
attended.

* In late October 1986 Senator Dole visited at least
three cities in Iowa along with six other persons
whose expenses were paid by CA.

* In late November, 1986 Senator Dole and Iowa
Governor Terry Branstad hosted a "farm summit" in
Des Moines. CA paid travel expenses for Senator
Dole and 4 other persons.

* In early December 1986, Senator Dole and three
others traveled to Iowa for an address by Senator
Dole before the Iowa Sheriff's and Deputies
Association.

* In mid January 1967. Senator Dole traveled to Iowa
for an address before the Iowa Lumbermens
Association. Other documentation submitted
suggests that other groups may have been addressed
during this time.

* In late January 1987, Senator Dole traveled to Iowa
to address the "AGC". The documentation indicates
the topics related to the construction industry.

* Campaign America sponsored at least three "Town
Meetings" in Iowa. Documentation provided
indicates that the events occurred on 2/7/87 in
Orange City, Iowa; 2/12/87 in Dubuque, Iowa and
2/22/87 in Des Moines. These events appear to be
similar to the events of the same name sponsored by
the Presidential Committee. The 2/22/87 Town
Meeting occurred after the beginning of the
Presidential Committee activity. (The Committee's
earliest reported expenditure is 2/10/87 and the
Committee's first bank account opened on 2/18/87).

The invitation postcards were printed by the same
Iowa firm who printed the later cards for the
Committee. The postcard for the February 22, 1987
town meeting appears to be the same size and format
as those used by the Committee, and uses the same
photograph of Senator Dole. No samples for the
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others are available. Th. postcard for the
February 22, 1987 event begins vith the message
"With the 1986 campaign behind us, Republican
voters and candidates clearly have major challenges
ahead in 1968. During this meeting I would like to
hear your views and concerns while sharing some of
my own with you regarding our shared Republican
future.' A flyer associated with the same
printing bill is entitled "Bob Dole on the Issues'
and includes a quote from the Washington Times of
January 15, 1987 which begins "If Sen. Robert Dole
is running for the White House, he's off on the
right foot."

In addition on February 7, 1987 Senator Dole
addressed the Iowa Bankers Association in Sioux
City. In the text of that speech Senator Dole
comments "Sioux City is one of my favorite places.

'0 In fact, lately, any place in or near Iowa is one
of my favorite places." (See Attachment 9, p. 1)

In a memorandum dated February 18, 1967 titled
"Iowa talking points" under the sub heading
"General Objectives of Iowa Talking Points" the
following appears:

"Offer Iowans a Friend in the White House. If
candidates are confronted with questions: How
should your PAST commitments assure Iowans that if
you are elected Iowa will have a friend in the
White House..." (emphasis in original). (See
Attachment 10, P. 4)

S Finally, on February 23, 1987 CA paid for a
breakfast for 53 people in Davenport, Iowa. The
talking points memorandum noted above begins with a
section titled Quad Cities Issues.*/

During the period covered by these meetings
and events Senator Dole appears to have made 17 trips to Iowa and
visited 18 different cities some repeatedly. The costs associated
with these events which are not included elsewhere total
$76,403.80 of which $30,268.81 is allocable to Iowa. Attachment
11 includes a listing of events and associated expenses.

*/ Davenport, IA., Bettendorf, IA., Moline IL., and Rock Island,
IL., comprise the Quad Cities.
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iii. Campaign America Iowa Staff

In addition to the lova activity discussed
above. CA records show a significant staff effort in Iowa during
1986 and early 1967.

- Floyd Brown: Mr. Brown's mailing address is
in the Washington D.C. area. Available records indicate that he
was on the CA payroll effective mid March 1986 through late
February 1987. He was on the Committee payroll effective March
16, 1987 with the title of Regional Director for IL, IN, IA1 ND,
SD, WI, MN, NE, and MO.

During his employment at CA, records reviewed
indicate that Mr. Brown made 29 trips to Iowa of 1 to 6 days in
duration. He was in Iowa before and/or during nearly all CA Iowa
events, trips by Senator Dole and for various meetings with CA
Iowa based staff. (See above.) During a number of these trips
Mr. Drown paid for his expenses as well as those of other staff
persons.

As noted in the discussion of the
telemarketing program, a letter from the telemarketing firm in Des
Moines refers to Floyd Brown as CA's field representative for that
region. In late October he attended a "Steering Committee
Meeting in Des Moines. A note on records relating to a late
November, 1986 trip states that he will meet with one of the Iowa
CA staff concerning the "90 day plan." It is noted that this trip
occurred after the 1986 election and that 90 days from the date of
the trip would correspond to the beginning of Committee activity.
Mr. Brown's expenses for this trip were paid by CA.

Though Mr. Brown travelled to other states on
occasion, it is the opinion of the Audit staff that the records
reviewed to date indicate that Mr. Brown's primary focus was on
the state of Iowa and that when viewed in light of the other CA
activities discussed below, his salary and expenses should be
considered testing-the-waters expenditures. Attachment 12 shows
Mr. Brown's travel and salary. Payments to Mr. Brown totaled
$47,823.40, of which $38,052.40 is allocable to the Iowa spending
limitation. (See also Attachment 11 Events)

As noted above, given that during this time
Mr. Brown was not a Committee staff person, no attempt has been
made to apply the 5-day rule at 11 C.F.R. S 106.2(b)(2)(iii).

- Tom Synhorst: Mr. Synhorst appears to be the
second CA staff person who has a Washington D.C. area address and
whose primary focus was in Iowa. Mr. Synhorst received consulting
payments of $1,000 per month which appear to cover the period
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April through December of 1986 and salary for January/February
1987. The earliest expense request noted from Mr. Synhorst is for
a trip in January 1987. However, other documents reviewed
indicate that he was in Iowa earlier on several occasions
beginning in March of 1986. It was also noted that Mr. Synhorst
received consulting payments through November of 1986, as well as
expense reimbursements, from the 1986 re-election campaign of Iowa
Senator Grassley. Given his involvement in that campaign, it
seems likely that he visited Iowa earlier in the year 1986 while
receiving consulting payments from CA.

It was also noted that Mr. Synhorst held
meetings or job interviews with several persons in Iowa. With the
exception of one expense reimbursement these persons were not paid
by CA, but in at least two cases, worked for the Committee.

The proposal from the telemarketing firm which
handled the telemarketing program discussed above was addressed to
Mr. Synhorst and dated August 1986.

Also the postage for the follow up letters
associated with the telemarketing program ($5,950.00) was
apparently paid by Mr. Synhorst in Des Moines during the later
part of October and reimbursed by CA. A memo from Mr. Synhorst
apparently faxed from Senator Grassley's office requests checks
for postage, printing and mailing. The postage check was made
payable to Mr. Synhorst. According to the documentation submitted,
the printing and mailing checks were dated October 27, 1986 and
were "Federal Expressed" to Mr. Synhorst at Senator Grassley's Des
Moines campaign office.

Mr. Synhorat is shown in Committee files as
the addressee for telephone and electric bills for the Committee's
Des Moines apartment beginning on February 17, 1987 for the
electric service and February 13, 1987 for telephone service.
Both of these dates are during his employment with CA and before
the final CA Town Meeting. Two of his expense vouchers paid by CA
in February contain charges for the security deposit and the first
rent payment for the apartment. Mr. Synhorst notes that this is
where he and the "National Staff" will stay when in Iowa. Mr.
Synhorst also submitted an expenseT~Tmbursement request to the
Presidential Committee dated February 4, 1987 to cover a clipping
service. This request was made while he was employed by CA.

Mr. Synhorst is shown on the Committee's staff
list as a regional director for Iowa and Kansas.

Mr. Synhorst' salary and expenses total
$20,955.78. The amount allocable to the Iowa spending limitation
is $17,688.78. As with Floyd Brown, the 5-day rule is not

I
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considered to be applicable. A schedule of Mr. Synhorit's
activity is at Attachment 13.

In addition to Messrs. Brown and Synhorit, CA
retained the services of seven individuals with Iowa addresses
during parts of 1906 and early 1987. Each is briefly discussed
be low.

- Jane Voights: Ms. Voights was employed
between mid June and the end of August 1986. She had a telephone
in her name which CA paid for and which was referred to as CA's
Iowa telephone. Her expenses were for car rentals, meals,
mileage, supplies, lodging, stamps, etc. There was one shipping
bill which described the contents as 'Campaign Literature.' The
date and location to which the material was shipped corresponds to
a late July event in Atlantic, Iowa.

Available records indicate that Ms. Voights
was associated with at least four meetings or events in Iowa. One
in late Tune at the time of the Iowa Republican Party convention,
a late July event where Senator Dole was to appear, an early
August meeting in Des Moines, and an October event in Council
Bluffs. Consulting fees and expenses for Ms. Voights total
$5,049.89. The entire amount is allocable to the Iowa spending
limitation. Ms. voights received no payments from the Committee.

- John Rehmann: Mr. Rehmann was a paid
consultant from July 1986 to January 1987. His expense reports
indicate meals, telephone, and supplies. Like Ms. voights he is
associated with the late July event where Senator Dole was to
appear.

He notes having attended a "strategy committee
meeting' on October 22, 1986. He also notes expenses involved
with the leasing of office space and gives an approximate location
in Des Moines. CA shows no payments for Iowa office space but the
Committee's Iowa office was located in the vicinity mentioned by
Mr. Rehmann. Mr. Rehmann's consulting and expenses total
S3,734.13, of which $3,729.43 is allocable to Iowa.

The Committee paid Mr. Rehmann consulting fees
and expenses from mid-December, 1987 to mid-March, 1988.

- Cal Hultman: Mr. Hultman was paid a
consulting fee from September 1986 until March 1987 and travel
expenses. He notes having attended the October 22, 1986 "steering
committee meeting' in Des Moines.
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He also is associated with the late October.
1986 event noted above under Jane Voights. Mr. Huitman's tees and
expenses total $12,022.61, of which $12,016.00 is allocable to
Iowa. The Committee made no disburse3ents to Mr. Hultman.

- Penny Brown: Ms. Brown was paid a consulting
fee for December 1986, and January 1987. She also received
expense reimbursements. Available documentation indicates that
Ms. Brown was associated with a December 7, 1986 visit by Senator
Dole. (See Event listing at Attachment 11) Total payments to Ms.
Brown are $5,947.02, of vhich $4,892.42 is allocable to Iowa. The
Committee made no payments to Ms. Brown. Like Mr. Synhorst, Ms.
Brown was an employee of the Grassley Committee in 1986.

- Jeff Nelson: Mr. Nelson was paid two
consulting payments, one in November, 1986, and one in January,
1987. These payments total $3,500.00 and are considered allocable
to Iowa. Mr. Nelson received no payments from the Committee.

- Carol Lehakuhl: Ms. Lehmkuhl was paid one
consulting payment of $1,200 on March 4, 1987. She received her
first Committee salary check on April 1, 1987 and was shown by the
Committee as the Des Moines Office Manager. Like Mr. Synhorst and
Ms. Brown , Ms. Lehmkuhl was an employee of the Grassley Committee
in 1986. The $1,200 payment is allocable to Iowa.

- Wythe Willey: Mr. Willey received one $4,000
consulting fee to cover January and February 1987. He received no
payments from the Committee. This payment is considered to be
allocable to Iowa.

Attachment 14 is a listing of the Iowa staff

expenses.

iv. Miscellaneous Iowa Expenses

Finally, there are a number of other Iowa
expenses not included in the above categories. These include
miscellaneous travel to Iowa, postage for Iowa mailings, charter
costs for a trip to Cedar Rapids, and expenses for a December 1986
Washington, D.C. breakfast meeting concerning Iowa
telecommunications. These expenses total $3,746.93 of which
$3,097.93 is allocable to the Iowa spending limitation. (See
Attachment 15)

The expenses discussed above indicate that CA
engaged in activities in Iowa during 1986 and early 1987 which
appear to be for the purpose of advancing Senator Dole's candidacy
for nomination for the Office of President. The expenses show a
significant staff presence in the State, a series of events and
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meetings many of which vere attended by Senator Dole as veil as
addresses to various Iowa groups by the Senator. A substantial
telemarketing program was undertaken to determine Senator Dole's
strength compared to likely Presidential opponents and to identify
potential supporters. In 1987, the CA Iowa staff also appear to
have been making preparations for the committee's Iowa effort. It
is also noted that Senator Dole was seeking re-election to the
Senate from Kansas in 1986. A summary of CA's Iowa Expenses is
shown below:

Category

Telemarketing Program

Events

Staff Expenses

P. Brown and T. Synhorst

Iowa Based Staff

Miscellaneous

Iowa Allocable
Amount

$90,941.90

30,268.81

55,741.18

34,387.74

3,097.93

Iowa Non-
Allocable
Amount

$ -0-

46,134.99

13,038.00

1,061.21

649.00

TOTAL

b. New Hampshire

Similar to Iowa, CA was active in New Hampshire in
the later part of 1986 and early 1987. Though the program appears
to be smaller, the types of activity are similar and the
conclusion concerning testing-the-waters is the same.

i. Events

Like Iowa, CA held a number of New Hampshire
meetings, events or groups of events between March 1986 and
February 1987. Available records indicate nine such events and it
appears that Senator Dole was in attendance at seven of the nine.
Listed below is specific information about these events.

A meeting and luncheon for 18 people, including
Senator Dole, was held in New Hampshire in early
March 1986.
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* In mid June 1986, Senator Dole and at least 2 other
CA staff attended a 'Rudman Event" in Manchester,
Rev Hampshire.

* Donald Devine*/ and Paul Russo vere in Rev
Hampshire bet~een June 18 and 20, 1986.

* A series of events vere held in Rev Hampshire
between August 24 and 29, 1986. Senator Dole was
in Rev Hampshire for the majority of this time.
Available records make note of a photo opportunity,
a Dole banquet and a luncheon. One expense voucher
refers to the "Liberty Weekend." In addition to
some Rev Hampshire residents who were reimbursed
for expenses, at least 5 others were in attendance
including Secretary Dole. A bill from a
photographer includes a charge for making a video
tape of the Liberty Weekend. A memorandum from
Suzanne Riemela notes that money was collected at
the door of one event and paid directly to the
restaurant. This memorandum also notes that seven
checks made payable to the 'Dole Committee' were
collect~ and that Ms. Niemela needed assistance in
cashing them. She states that '(tihey should be
deposited in the Campaign America PAC or 'Dole
Committee' and a new check should be cut for the
Greenhouse Restaurant.'

* Campaign America paid for a hospitality suite on
October 5, 1986 for the 'Republican Convention."

* On October 24, 1986, Suzanne Niemela rented a
backdrop, podium and public address system for a
news conference.

* Between December 11 and 13, 1986, Senator Dole made
two trips to New Hampshire. On December 12, food
was purchased for a meeting. Also, a meeting room
was rented and refreshments for 40 guests were
ordered. Records further indicate that Senator
Dole addressed the Portsmouth Rotary Club on
December 11, 1986 and the University of New
Hampshire commencement on December 13, 1986.

* Senator Dole visited two locations in New Hampshire
between January 24 and 26, 1987. On January 25, CA
paid for brunch for 67 people.

*/ According to documents provided by CA, Donald J. Devine was
the 'Consulting Director" for CA.
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Senator Dole was in New Hampshire Ofl February 16,
1987 to address the Reene Rotary Club. Campaign
America paid for a hospitality suite and
refreshments for 90 people and a breakfast for 60
people.

Expenses for these events not considered elsewhere total
$25,142.30. of which $16,019.91 is allocable to the New Hampshire
spending limitation. Attachment 16 is a listing of these events.

ii. Voter Lists

The auditors reviewed documentation
related to 117 payments, totaling $3,136.26, to various New
Hampshire towns for the purchase of Voter Lists. The dates of
payments for these lists were between October 16, 1966 and January
29, 1987. although it appears that the initial request was made by
letter, signed by Es. Niemela, on October 3. 1986.

iii. Telephone Expenses

Campaign America paid for a business
telephone in New Hampshire. No record of payments for any office
facility is noted in the available records and the documentation
provided does not show an address. The telephone bills indicate
that the service was maintained by CA between October 1, 1986 and
February 24, 1987 at a cost of $2,223.16. Of this amount,
$1,381.03 is allocable to the New Hampshire spending limitation.
It was also learned that the Committee paid the telephone bill for
the same telephone number covering the period February 25 to March
24. 1987.

iv. New Hampshire Staff

Campaign America employed three persons
who appear to have worked on the New Hampshire programs.

Paul Russo: Mr. Russo was a Washington
area consultant. Campaign America's reports indicate that Mr.
Russo received his first consulting payment on April 1, 1986.
This payment was likely to cover the month of March, 1986. His
first expense reimbursement is reported as a March 12, 1986
transaction. NO documentation was submitted by CA for payments
made to Mr. Russo before June 1, 1986. In addition, no
documentation was submitted for a June 30, 1986 expense
reimbursement. Available documentation indicates that between the
beginning of June 1986 and the end of August, 1986, all of Mr.
Russo's travel was to New Hampshire. No travel reimbursements are
reported after the August. 1986 trip. Mr. Russo received his last
consulting payment on October 3, 1986.
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A copy of a memorandum from Mr. Russo
indicates that he had hired Susanne Niemela (see belov) "to work
the New England Region for Campaign America, establishing a 'desk'
in Concord, New Hampshire.' As noted below, Ms. Niemela worked
only in New Hampshire. it is also noted that Mr. Russo made a
trip to Iowa during the first week of May. 1966.

Mr. Russo's consulting payments for June
through August, 1986 are considered to be New Hampshire expenses.
These payments total $13,461.12 of which $12,341.63 is allocable
to the New Hampshire spending limitation.

The Committee made no payments to Mr.
Russo. Attachment 17 is a schedule of the CA payments to Mr.
Russo considered to be allocable to New Hampshire.

Suzanne Niemela: Ms. Niemela was hired
effective July 1, 1906. On or about August 1, 1986, Ms. Nieinela
moved from Massachusetts to Concord, New Hampshire. Her moving
expenses were paid by CA. Available documentation indicates that
with the exception of one trip to the Washington D.C. area, Ms.
Niemela worked exclusively in Rev Hampshire. She received
consulting fees during the period July 1986 to February 1987 and
expense reimbursements covering activity from September 1986 to
February 1987. Expenses include phone, travel, supplies, copiers,
typewriter rental, etc. Beginning in March 1987, Ms. Niemela
received a salary from the Committee and is shown by the Committee
under New Hampshire staff - Regional Advance and Scheduling.

Attachment 18 shows CA payments to Ms.
Niemela. Payments related to New Hampshire total $17,959.91 with
$17,818.26 being allocable to the New Hampshire spending
limitation.

Finally, documentation was submitted for
a New Hampshire trip made by a Mr. Jim Murphy on February 26 and
27, 1987. The only other payment to Mr. Murphy by CA was a $1,250
consulting payment reported on March 12, 1987. Committee records
indicate that Mr. Murphy was to be the Northeast Regional
Director. A March 11, 1987 Letter of Agreement between the
Committee and Mr. Murphy also notes that he was to be paid $1,250
as a consulting fee for the period March 1, to March 15, 1987.
The amount was paid on March 13, 1987. Committee documentation
also indicates that Mr. Murphy was expected to live in the Boston
area for the duration of the Campaign. On March 11, 1987, Mr.
Murphy drove his car to Boston to "Begin Job." Mr. Murphy was
later named the head of the Political Field Division and moved to
the Washington area. He was on the Committee's payroll effective
March 16, 1987. Total payments for Mr. Murphy by CA are $1,590.60
of which $1,417.50 are allocable to New Hampshire.
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The following is a summary of CA expenses
which relate to New Hampshire:

Category
Nov Hampshire

Allocable Amount
Nov Hampshire

Non-Al locable Amount

Events

Voter Lists

Telephone

$16,025.71

3,136.26

1,381.03

$ 9,122.39

-0-

842.13

New Hampshire Staff Expense
Susanne Niemela 

&

Paul Russo

Jim Murphy

1,261.1430,159.89

1,417.50 173.10

TOTAL

The expenses discussed above indicate
that CA engaged in activities in New Hampshire during 1986 and
early 1987 which appear to be for the purpose of advancing Senator
Dole's candidacy for nomination for the Office of President. The
expenses show a staff presence, a series of political events and
an effort to accumulate voter lists.

Newsletter

Campaign America also provided a copy of a
newsletter that it publishes. The sample provided is Vol. 1, No.
4 Winter 1986-87, indicating a quarterly mailing schedule and that
the program was begun in 1986. The articles in the newsletter are
all either by or about Senator Dole. Page one reports on the Iowa
Agricultural Summit discussed above. Page two includes a column
of quotes by or about Senator Dole on national issues and a column
titled POLLWATCH which is devoted primarily to comparisons
between Senator Dole and other Republican presidential hopefuls.
The cost of this newsletter appears to be at least $34,087.00 (the
note on the sample provided indicates that $10,000 represents one
half of the printing costs. The $10,000 was paid on 1/7/89 with a
second payment reported to the same vendor of $24,087 on 1/13/87).
The cost of this newsletter is considered to be testing-the-waters.
No State allocation is included.
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Finally, though not related to topics
discussed above, it was noted that a CA employee, Christopher
Cushing, whose address was in Boston, was later employed by the
Committee, and two other CA employees became the regional
directors for the Western Region (Steve Sego) and the non-New
England Eastern Region (Brian Berry). Also, Donald Devine, a
consultant who CA paid $3,000 per week in 1986 until mid March
(1987), was paid $5,000 per month by the Committee beginning in
mid March, 1987.

The Audit staff also learned that Campaign
America had committees registered at the state level in both Iowa
and New Hampshire. Though both the interim audit report and the
request made to CA asked for information on these committees, no
information has been provided.

Presented below is a summary of the CA
activity which is considered testing-the-waters.

Non
State Allocable State Allocable

n
Iowa $214,291.91 $ 60,883.20

n
New Hampshire 52,116.19 11,397.16

Newsletter -0- 34,087.00

Total $266,408.10 $106,367.36

Grand Total

Conclusion

The activities described above for Iowa and New Hampshire
demonstrate a substantial effort in these states by CA. The
nature of the activity, the types of events, the individuals
involved, and the programs undertaken lead the Audit staff to the
conclusion that the activity of CA in Iowa and New Hampshire was
primarily for the purpose of assisting Senator Dole in deciding
whether he should become a candidate for nomination for the Office
of President and to further that candidacy.

The Audit staff further concludes that the expenses
associated with these efforts should be considered to be
contributions in-kind to Dole for President from CA. It is noted,
however, that the Audit staff review is based on limited records
provided by CA. Therefore, it is not possible to determine
whether similar activities may have taken place in other states or
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if additional Iowa and New Hampshire *XP@fl5@5 were incurred. A
review of the reports does not indicate programs in other states
as extensive as those in Iowa and New Hampshire. Finally, the
documentation revieved does not allow an analysis of expenses not
relating to a particular state to determine if some portions of
CA's general operating expenses should be considered
testing-the-waters.

Recommendation 112

The Audit staff recommends that these matters be referred to
the Office of General Counsel as excessive in-kind contributions
by CA to the Committee. (See also Exhibit E, Allocation of
Expenditures to States.)
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ATTACHMENT 1

CAMPAIGN AMERICA - REPORTED
RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS BY YEAR

REPORTED
RECEIPTS

$ 205,096.00

33,905.00

13,500.00

-0-

285,356.00

846,698.00

426,219.00

417,971.00

2,929,341.00

2,417,616.00

1,363,777.00

$8,939,479.00

REPORTED
DISBURSEMENTS

$ 197,395.00

41, 522.00

13,188.00

173.00

251,934.00

269, 371. 00

585,767.00

390,423.00

2,859,148.00

2, 916 , 978 . 00*/

1, 108, 898 . 00

$8,634,797.00

CASH AS
CALCULATED FROM
COLUMNS 1 AND 2

$ 7,701.00

84.00

396.00

223.00

33,645.00

610,972.00

451,424.00

478,972.00

549,165.00

49,803.00

304,682.00

*1 Of this amount, $2,088,536.00 was expended between January 1,
1987 and April 30, 1987.

YEAR

1978

1979

1980

1981

1982

1983

1984

1985

1986

1987

1988

TOTAL
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~mm~ ICE DOW DVfl

FROM: BIlL lACY

DATE: AUGUST 6, 1986

SUB3: 1mm '66 P~1UCT

As you ~ov, lava is a crucial state for the GOP.
1. Senator Grassley looks o. Ic., but Governor Dranstad is in afight for his life.
2. Because of the aricoltu~ situation, lava has nationalsignificance.. heavy GOP lassos there vould bode ill forrealignment and vaziA be a decisive setback for thePresident's farm policy.
3. Once a solid GOP state, lava is turning Dmcratic. Stoppingthe slide there in '66 could give us s ideas to apply toslipping GOP mi*5t.,~ fort~s. TO address these concernsI would like to p~apoee this concept for an lava '56 campaig~assista~ program:

ZflZiQz. To asSist Governor Branstad and other state andlocal candidates in Im~ by conducting a GO TV program
featuring the Majority Leader.fla~kzgsmgz. Midterm turnout is traditionally lowerespecially when the party in power faces serious economicProblems. In 1952, economic circumstances led to largenumbers of Republicans voicing their protest by not voting.Similar circ~inea~ exist in lava in 1936 because of thefarm economy: so it is critical to reach out to low-intensity
Voters.

23a~JJng± Republican voters will be called, asked theirposition on state and local elections, whose endorsement wouldmake them more likely to support the GOP candidates, queriedabout their attitude on farm policy, and finally, tested ontheir level of participation.
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ftDo~Aanxm FOR DON DEVINE
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Lov participation Republicans dissatisfied with farm Policieswho support the state and local GOP ticket viii then becalled. A message from Senator Dole urging them to turn outWill be delivered. The target group will also receive aletter of endorsement.

In short, ye' 11 use our resources in a carefully targeted wayto elect more Republicaz~ in lova.

Let me know what you think.

*0
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PAOPOSAL FO~MR. TOPW SYNtgORST

August 19, 1986

Object i yes

1. To contact approximately 228.000 Iowans and determine whetherthe endorsement of each of seven Prominent individuals is ~re or lesslikely to influence their supporting the Governor in the Iovember elec-
t ion.

2. To record each persons attitude to the above mentionedquestions and store this information for future telemarketing based ontheir response. Those showing a favorable response to a particularindividual's endorsement will be recontacted within the final few weeks
before the election.

3. To cost effectively provide high quality and accurate surveydata that can be utilized throughout the project at the client's discre-
0 tion.

4. A manual system of filing will be used as a back-up to the
client's automated system.

5. The project will require a total of nine weeks to complete.
the final two weeks before the election will be utilized to contact the
people who responded favorably to a particular endorsement.

o 6. Lewis & Associates will have input and control over~des1gn'~~
layout of the telemarketing cards, as well as other variables affecting
efficiency and performance.

* Assumptions

The following assumptions are based on several years of experiencein similar types of projects. Each figure Is conservative and
realistic: Lewis & Associates expects to exceed these figures through
improvgment of performance variables we can control. These assumptions
will provide an excellent measure of the maximum time and cost involved
to complete this project.

1. Approximately 15 contacts will be completed per telemarketing
hour.

2. Approximately 17.51 of the people surveyed will need to becalled back shortly before the election because they responded favorablyto a particular endorsement.

3. The survey data will be entered into the master file by the
client to enable those people who responded a particular way to besorted, counted and later re-printed on cards for follow-up calls.
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Estimated Casts

The following estimates of the project's cost are based on theassu~tions mentioned before. This estimate reflects the maximum costper contact the client can Incur on this project. If Lewis 1. Associates
coqiletes the project in less than the estimated hours, the client willonly be charged for actual telemarketing hours rather than the esti-
mated.

228.000
x 17.5%

226,000
*39 ~

* 15

S 27.50
* 15

Original contacts
Favorabe response rate
Estimated follow-up contact required

On final contacts
contacts

Total estimated contacts required
Contacts per hour
Telemarketing hours
Cost per telemarketing hour
Total estimated cost

Cost per telemarketing hour
Contacts per telemwketing hour
Cost per contact

Schedule

August 25-29
September 1
September 6
September 15
September 22
September 29
October 6
October 13
October 20
October 27
November 3
November 4

The calling hours
through Sunday.

Make final preparations for project
(Week 91) Begin project
(Week 92)
(Week 93)
(Week 94)
(Week 95)
(Week 96)
(Week 97)
(Week 96) Begin calling favorable responses
(Week 99) Complete calling favorable responses
(Week 910) Project completed
Election Day

of the project will be 9:00 am. to 9:00 p.m. Monday

* L



Attadymat 4

P~ 1 of 2

~1A U UQGDM ~D ~IZ~

HELLO * MY NAME IS ____________ AND I AM CALLING FROM CAMPAIGN
~MERIca, A POLITICAL ACTION COIh(IZEE. CAN YOU HEAR ME ALRIGHT?

1. WILL You U SUPPORTING THE REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE FOR GOVERNOR,
dl TERRY BRANSTAD,. ARID HIS STATE-WIDE TICKET?

___________________ YES
A ___ ~NO

UNDECIDED

2. WILL YOU BE SUPPORTING _____________, YOUR LOCAL REPUBLICAN

CANDIDATE FOR THE LEGISLATURE?

__ YES
____ NO

UNDECIDED

3. OF THE FOLL~UING LIST OF LEAD~, WHO S ENDORSENERIT WOULD
MAKE YOU MORN LIKELY TO VOTE FOR A CANDIDATE ON NOVEMBER 4TH?

HOWARD BAKER
GEORGE BUSH
BOB DOLE
JESSE HElMS
JACK Kill?
PAUL LAXALT
BOB PACEWOOD
PAT ROBERTSON
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IOWA '86 PROGRAM ID SCRIPT
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4. WHICH OF THESE LEADER'S ENDORSEMENT WOULD HAVE THE NEXT MOST
IMPACT ON YOUR DECISION TO VOTE NOVEMEER 4TH?

HOWARD BAKER
GEORGE 51751
303 DOLE
JESSE Hills
JACK 13W
PAUL ZAXALT
303 PA~XWOOD
PAT RO3~Sow

5 * ON AM INPONTAWZ NMU AFFECTING IOWA, DO YOU APPROVE OR
DISAPPROVE OF TEN JOE TEN REAGAN A NISTRAT~q IS DOING ON

FAUI ~LICY?
APPROVE*f)
DISAPPROVE
NO OPINIOSI

IS THAT STRONGLY OR S~WhHAT (APPROVE) (DISAPPROVE)?
C)

6. FINALLY, I WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU WHICH OF THESE ACTIVITIES
YOU PARTICIPATE IN:

GENERAL ELECTIONS
REPUSLICAN PRIMARIES

CAUCUSuPRESIDENTIAL
YOUR COUNTY'S CONVENTION
CONTRIBUTIONS TO REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES
VOWNTEER FOR CANDIDATES

THAHK Y(~3 FOR YOUR TINE.
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CODE CATEGORY

too COIWI.KTED SWVFYS

110 S.D. RP~SPOhSSERS (Qu.smtlon 13)

120 S.D. RKSI'ONVIRRS (Question IA)

Total Complete Surve~

200 ?IOT I KTERFSTID

jon I)ISC I, imnw I

Total Completed Ctrntacta

ACCIfrIUIATE1) TOTAL AS Of? iC~4g (49~

lOlAL Z OF Nfll'I.FTF.I~ ! OF ((WH'I.PTFV
- SURVEYS

CODE CAT WON!

10(1 (OIIFI.PTED ~URVF.YS

110 S.D. RF.SPOPOERS (Qua~tt.in 13)

120 5.0. RFSFOWIIF.RS (Que~ttnn I")

Total CompI."t~d Siirvey~s

200 IKIT IWTF.RESThT)

inn iuisr: II wwowc I

Tntal Completed Ci~ntactq

'~ ,w~&'7~

TOTAL

O~2

(0 ~61

-3 4 q1

4r~A

! OF COWLFTPI) ! OF COVIrLFTFT'
CONTACTS SURVEYS - -

SO.'i _

Akil
20
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KOVA SURV~T TOTALS:

SURVET CAROS:
GOVERNO~z

REPtJSL ICAN~
DEMOCRAT:
UNDECIDED:
TOTAL QE$PONSES:

LE6ISLATU~E:
REPUSLICAN:

*1 DEMOCRAT:
UNDECIDED:

TOtAL RESPONSES:

PRESIDENI, 1ST:
* MI

DOLE!
NAIG:
KEMP:
LAN AL T
PACK WOOD
RO~ER1SON:

TOTAL RESPONSES:

PRESIDENT, 2Wfl2
mUSH:
DOLE:
KEMP:
ROSERYSON:
TOTAL RESPONSES:

FIRM:
APPROVE:
DISAPPROVE:
UNDECIDED:

TOTAL RESPONSES:

POLITICAL:
PC,
CL:
DC:

TOTAL RESPONSES:

'4

J0.4I'
t(O.

6S * 1?
7.4W

24.4W

29,021

19,537
2,135
6,999

29,670

19,735
1.935
1.335

23,40 ~

1,544
4.279
5,034

1~
660
100
'S

742
14,624

5.'~22
5,644
1,73,

905
14.110

7,755
0,569
11,226
27,750

6,149
14,569
6.691
6,661
34,259

bUSH
42.3W

1.9W
74.3W
23.9?
40.4:
26.6W
16.3W
44.0W

10.6?
42.9?
34.4?
1. I?
'.5W
0.7?

~.1W

39.6;
41.4
12.3?
6.4W

29.7W
30.9~
40.5:

17.9
'2.5?
19. 5~
20.0:

2ND CHOICE
DOLE kE~ i~tV~bI4
44.1W 10.4W 3.2W
79.0W 11.2W 7.9W

33.6W 22.5W 19.7W
45.5W 1.3W 12.6W
32.1: 35.71 3.4W
57.0W 16.5W 10.1W
30.7W 23.5? 1.6W

7. q~
7.8!



October 22. i64

Dear leiloy Republican:

I am writing you today on a matter of ueat importanCe toIowa.

Governor terry Dreastad needs your Vote Ofl ?aeeday,
3@Y~er 4.

It is especially iqiogtmut that you and your tamU.y votethis election day. N! 5 ~ oea. not to vote in midtezm elections.~is mat not heppen aritical year.
ThAs ashes lout vote-end the vote of every amber of yourfinily.mmVery ~ZLO5L.

Let aylain ~7. Oov~r !erry Iransted has been atrems~s ally of mime in the battle to mahe America's farmers

r)
A the Gomatoi of a mi~stemm agricultural state, z ~iovn 2 trathend .f the tmilL~ mer. have faced in the lastfew yeers. Rot a~!~7otams ~erstcce.
aat ?erry kancted has. Us's led the oberge to improve youragricultural situation in Icim end in the nation as veil * AsSenate ority Leader, I have consulted with him on farm matterson acre one oooaaion.

ThA overuao is an effective voice for Iowa here inVashiagton, on eq culture and other issues * And that..
Iaporteat

Ust I 'ye also vat.ed hi.. efficient management of your stateboverintum-'savi~ you, the tampayer, millions of dollar.. Andhe's vori~t.br±ngmm sobs to Iowa.
K7Mer the Governor's leaderehip, 1 see a bright future aheadfor Iowa. Please mahe sure we don't lose that opportunity. Desure to vote.
~t don't stop there. Re sure to vote for the GOP ticket:C list statevide candidates). And don't forget the Republicancandidates 2cr the State ~te end Rouse. They' 11 be a crucialpart of the Governor's efforts to get Iowa back on the righttrack.
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33lev -. as NalOEtty Z.r of the Uu±tei States Senate,
I rmgaiue the asi tot a temu. Ninhe 5U1 the @5Y5Mt oem
continue his efforts vith a strong. tm beoking him up.

Pleas. vote for Yerry mrenstad on Novamber 4' and for his
team. it's so very i~oztsat for Zin.

Sinoewely,

morn moza

P.S * Tour vote cam asks the &tffers. De me to et out
and vote tot Goverm Urmnsta* and his ticket on election day.
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DOLZ FOR FUSWr
Reviev of C~aign America Records -

Telmrketiug

lava
Allocable OtherPayee Q~eckt (heck I~te Amowit Expenses

Levis & Asociates
Telemarketing Inc. 2945

3265
3476
3310

10/14/86
11/03/66
12/02/66
11/06/66

,~. Total

3 ff) Associates

tn

a

3534
3533
3797
3949
4069
4099

12/09/66
12/09/86
01/21/87
02/13/87
02/26/87
03/02/87

Total

$ 19,305.00
42,120.00
9,195.90

238.75

$ 70,859.65

2,635.73
2,656.14
2,718.80

238.75
147.00
593.85

$8,990.27

Follov-Up Letter

Tom Synhorst (Postage)
U.S. Postmaster Des Moines
MacI~nald Letter Service
ABC Mail Service
ABC Mail Service

Follov-Up Letter Total

Telemarketing Program Total

3132
3086
3123
3122
4146

10/28/86
10/23/86
10/27/86
10/27/86
03/11/86

5,950.00
1,300.00
2,683.52
1,015.00

143.46

$11,091.98
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SENATOR BOB DOLE

ADDRESS TO THE IOWA BANKERS ASSOCIATION

FEBRUARY 7, 1987

I APPRECIATE THE OPPORTUNITY TO ADDRESS THE ANNUAL LUNCHEON

or THE IOWA BANKERS ASSOCIATION.J3~OUX CITY IS ONE OF MY

FAVORITE PLACES. IN FACT, LATELY, ANY PLACE IN OR NEAR IOWA IS

ONE OF MY FAVORITE PLACEEJ (BRACKETS ADDED)

AS MANY OF YOU KNOW, I HAVE SPOKEN TO MANY IOWANS DURING THE

PAST FEW MOUTHS. IT'S VERY EVIDENT THAT IOWANS HAVE THE SAME

INTERESTS AND CONCERNS AS PEOPLE IN MY HOME STATE OF KANSAS

THEY WANT TO KNOW HOW TO SURVIVE IN SOME TOUGH ECONOMIC TIMES.

THEY WANT A PROSPEROUS NATIONAL ECONOMY, BUT THEY'RE ALSO

CONCERNED ABOUT THE ECONOMIC WELL-BEING OF RURAL AMERICA.

SO I WILL BEGIN BY CONGRATULATING EACH OF YOU. BECAUSE AS THE

COMMERCIAL LENDERS TO THE FARMERS AND SMALL-TOWN BUSINESSMEN AND

WOMEN OF IOWA, YOU PLAY A CENTRAL ROLE IN KEEPING THE WHEELS OF

IOWA'S ECONOMY TURNING. IT'S NOT AN EASY JOB. BUT IT IS A

PARTNERSHIP THAT HAS ENDURED FOR MANY, MANY YEARS THROUGH THE BAD

TIMES AS WELL AS THE GOOD.

-1-

- .1*
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A GRASS ROOTS APPROACH

I AM FIRMLY CONVINCED THAT IF WE ARE GOING TO SOLVE THE

PROBLEMS FACING RURAL IOWA, RURAL NEBRASKA, RURAL KANSAS OR

ANYWHERE ELSE IN RURAL AMERICA, THE ANSWERS ARE GOING TO HAVE TO

COME FROM THE GRASS ROOTS AND NOT FROM POLITICIANS IN WASHINGTON

D.C.

IN NOVEMBER, GOVERNOR BRANSTAD AND I ORGANIZED THE

'REPUBLICAN TASK FORCE ON FARM AND RURAL AMERICA' WITH THE FIRST

MEETING IN DES MOINES, IOWA, COMPOSED OF MIDWEST GOVERNORS,

SENATORS AND CONGRESSMEN. WITH SEVERAL NEWLY-ELECTED MIDWESTERN

GOVERNORS, WE FELT THAT REPUBLICANS HAD AN OPPORTUNITY AND A

RESPONSIBILITY TO DEVELOP A CLOSER STATE AND NATIONAL

RELATIONSHIP ON FOUR ISSUES IMPORTANT TO RURAL CITIZENS,

ESPECIALLY IN THE MIDWEST: FARM POLICY, RURAL DEVELOPMENT, FARM

CRED IT AND AGRICULTURAL TRADE AND EXPORTS.

IN ADDITION TO GOVERNOR BRANSTAD, SEVERAL MEMBERS OF THE IOWA

DELEGATION WERE PRESENT: RIPRESIWrATIVES JAMES LEACH, JIM

LIGETFOOT, TOM TAUKE AND FR.ED GRANDY.

RURAL DEVELOPMENT

AFTER HOLDING MEETINGS IN DES MOINES AND CHICAGO, IT WAS THE

TASK FORCE'S CONSENSUS THAT, WHILE THE FARM PROGRAM IS

UNDOUBTEDLY A KEY FACTOR IN THE OVERALL RURAL ECONOMY, IT WILL

-2-
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TAKE MORE THAN CHANGES IN BASIC FARM LEGISLATION TO TURN THINGS

AROUND. WE HAVE EXPERIENCED THE EMOTIONAL ROLLER-COASTER OF

HOPES AND DISAPPOINTMENTS WHEN WASHINGTON CONSIDERS NEW FARM

BILLS. WHILE SOME IMPROVEMENTS ARE MADE, THEY ARE OFTEN

TOOBROAD-BASED TO ADDRESS AND RESOLVE LOCAL PROBLEMS. MANY RURAL

COMMUNITIES AND BUSINESSES ARE IN CRITICAL DANGER OF COLLAPSE

NOW, AND WE NEED TO FOCUS ON WHAT CAN BE DONE THROUGH RURAL

DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS TO SUPPLEMENT WHAT WE DO WITH FARM PROGRAMS.

IN PARTICULAR, WE NEED TO FIND WAYS TO DIVERSIFY THE

ECONOMIES OF FARM COMMUNITIES AND PROVIDE EDUCATION AND

VOCATIONAL TRAINING OPPORTUNITIES FOR FARMERS AND OTHER RURAL

CITIZENS. A NUMBER OF FARM STATES HAVE ALREADY DONE IMPORTANT

WORK IN THESE AREAS. WE NEED TO BEGIN TO COORDINATE EFFORTS AT

THE FEDERAL LEVEL WITH THE STATES AND PRIVATE ENTERPRISE AND MAKE

SURE OUR BASIC COMMODITY PROGRAMS DOVETAIL WITH THESE BROADER

INITIATIVES.

WE HAVE ALREADY STARTED IN THE SENATE ON SOME OF THESE

ISSUES. DURING CONSIDERATION OF THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY BILL ON

FEBRUARY 4, WE ADOPTED AN AMENDMENT BY SENATOR PRESSLER STATING

* THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT MUST DO MORE TO ADDRESS THE SERIOUS

PROBLEM OF DETERIORATING BUS SERVICE FOR RURAL AMERICA. WE MUST

KEEP BASIC SERVICES IN RURAL AMERICA TO ATTRACT NEW BUSINESSES

AND PROVIDE NEW JOBS AND GREATER ECONOMIC ACTIVITY.

-3-
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RE-TRAINING FOR DISPLACED RURAL AMERICANS

I AM GOING TO MAKE A RECOMMENDATION REGARDING JOI RETRAINING

PROVISIONS IN ANY NEW TRADE LEGISLATION CONSIDERED BY THE tOOTH

CONGRESS. THE ADMINISTRATION' S TRADE BILL CONTAINS NEARLY $1

BILLION IN RE-TRAINING ASSISTANCE FOR WORKERS WHO HAVE LOST THEIR

JOBS DUE TO INCREASED IMPORTS. CURRENTLY, 25 PERCENT OF ALL

AMERICANS LIVE IN RURAL COMMUNITIES -- COMMUNITIES THAT FACE

DIFFICULT ECONOMIC TIMES DUE TO A NUMBER OF FACTORS, INCLUDING A

SIGNIFICANT DECLINE IN AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS AND A RISE IN

AGRICULTURAL IMPORTS.

I MAY OFFER AN AMENDMENT DURING THIS YEAR' S TRADE DEBATE

EARMARKING NOT LESS THAN 25 PERCENT OF ANY JOB RETRAINING FUNDS

FOR WORKERS IN RURAL COMMUNITIES -- ALL THE WAY FROM FARMERS TO

HARDWARE STORE WORKERS THAT HAVE BEEN AFFECTED BY THE

AGRICULTURAL ECONOMY. ITS MY VIEW THAT IF 25 PERCENT OF ALL

AMERICANS LIVE IN RURAL AREAS THEY OUGHT TO GET AT LEAST 25

PERCENT OF THE JOB RETRAINING ASSISTANCE.

FARM PROGRAMS

ANOTHER CONCERN OUR REPUBLICAN TASK FORCE ADDRESSED IS FARM

CREDIT. PERSONALLY, I THINK MOST BANKERS WOULD SAY THEIR TWO

GREATEST FEARS WOULD BE (1) A SHARP REDUCTION IN COMMODITY

PROGRAM BENEFITS AND (2) THE COLLAPSE OF THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM.

THESE EVENTS COULD RESULT IN LOWER FARMLAND VALUES AND EXACERBATE

TEE FARM DEBT PROBLEM.

.5

b.c.
.4.4...j7':*v.% 5. - ~ ~dGI'*'~
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THE ADMINISTRATION HAS NOTIFIED CONGRESS THAT IT WANTS TO

CHANGE TEE 1985 FARM BILL. ONE PART or THEIR LEGISLATIVE PACKAGE

WOULD CUT TARGET PRICES BY TEN PERCENT PER YEAR FOR THREE YEAR8.

THIS WOULD REDUCE SPENDING ON FARM PROGRAMS BY ABOUT *20 BILLION

DURING FISCAL YEARS 1988-1992.

MY VIEW IS THAT OUR EFFORTS TO ADDRESS THE FEDERAL BUDGET

DEFICITS MAY WELL REQUIRE SOME REDUCTIONS IN SPEEDING FOR

AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS. WE ARE ALL FAMILIAR WITH THE FACT THAT

FARM PROGRAM COSTS HAVE RISEN FROM AN ANNUAL AVERAGE OF $3-$4

BILLION IN THE LATE 1970'S TO $25.8 BILLION LAST YEAR AND AN

ESTIMATED $25.2 BILLION IN FY-1987.

CONGRESS AND THE ADMINISTRATION SHOULD KEEP IN MIND, HOWEVER,

THAT, TAKING INFLATION INTO ACCOUNT, THE FARM VALUE OF FOOD

ACTUALLY FELL DURING THE PAST DECADE, AND THAT AMERICANS NOW USE

ABOUT ONE-THIRD LESS OF THEIR DISPOSABLE INCOME FOR FOOD

PURCHASES - SO FARMERS MAY BE RECEIVING MORE OF THEIR INCOME FROM

THE GOVERNMENT, BUT THE REAL BENEFICIARIES ARE PEOPLE WHO EAT.

SO, I DON'T BELIEVE CONGRESS WILL APPROVE THE

ADMINISTRATION'S TARGET PRICE CUTS -- OR ANY MAJOR FARM PROGRAM

CHANGES UNLESS AND UNTIL WE SEE MEANINGFUL AND EQUITABLE ACTION

ON BUDGET DEFICITS.

-'5-

,9 5.,
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FARM CREDIT

WE ALSO WART TO ENSURE THAT AN ADEQUATE SUPPLY Of CREDIT AT

REASORA5LE RATES IS AVAILABLE TO FARMERS AND RURAL ENTERPRISES.

THIS NEARS MAINTAINING THE VIABILITY or THE COOPERATIVE FARM

CREDIT SYSTEM. BUT IT ALSO MEANS THAT OUR EFFORTS TO ASSISTJ STRUGGLING FARMERS AND THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM MUST NOT DRIVE

COMMERCIAL LENDERS OUT OF THE FARM LOAN BUSINESS.

CHAPTER 12

I HAVE HEARD FROM A NUMBER OF FARM BARKERS IN MY STATE WHO

HAVE COUChES ADOUT THE NEW CHAPTER 12 LEGISLATION, SPONSORED BY

IOWA'S SENIOR SENATOR, CHUCK GRASSLEY. THEY PARTICULARLY

QUESTION THE ADEQUATE PROTECTION PROVISIONS, WHICH ALLOW A

o DEBTOR TO STAY IN BUSINESS BY WRITING DOWN FARMLAND DEBT TO ITS

CURRENT VALUE.

TO DATE THERE HAS BEEN NO RUSH TO THE BANKRUPTCY COURTS SINCE

ENACTMENT OF CHAPTER 12. AS OF JANUARY 22, THERE WERE ONLY 357

FILINGS IN THE 8TH CIRCUIT, WHICH INCLUDES IOWA AND SIX OTHER KEY

FARM STATES. THE LIMITED USE OF THE NEW CHAPTER 12 APPEARS TO BE

THE NEW TAX REFORM BILL, WHICH ENCOURAGES FARMERS WITH SERIOUS

FINANCIAL PROBLEMS TO WRITE DOWN LOSSES INSTEAD OF FILING FOR

BANKRUPTCY.

-6-
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I SUGGEST WE SHOULD GIVE SENATOR GRASSLEYS LEGISLATION A

FAIR CHANCE TO WORK. CONGRESS WILL BE WATCHING CLOSELY TO SEE

WhAT THU REPERCUSSIONS ON FARM LENDING WILL BE. IF SIGNIFICANT

PROBLEMS ARISE AND CREDIT THREATENS TO DRY UP, WE ARE PREPARED TO

MAKE THE NECESSARY CORRECTIONS.

SECONDARY MARKET

I UNDERSTAND A TASK FORCE HAS BEEN MEETING ON THE SO-CALLED

SECONDARY MARKET CONCEPT COMPOSED OF THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM,

?UE INDEPENDENT BANKERS, THE AMERICAN BANKERS AND INSURANCE

COMPANY REPRESEUTATI YES * SENATOR GRASSLEY HAS INTRODUCED

LUSISLAflOU TO CREATE A SECONDARY MARKET AS A MEANS OF INCREASING

TUE AVAILASILITY OF FUNDS FOR FARM LENDING.

TUE IDEA OF PACKAGING LONG-TERM FARM LOANS AND MARKETING THEM

THROUGH AN ENTITY THAT HAS AGENCY STATUS AND ACCESS TO THE BOND

MARKETS -- EITHER THROUGH THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM OR THROUGH A

FARMER MAC OR AN AGGIE MAE -- IS AN INTRIQUING IDEA THAT

DESERVES CLOSE EXAMINATION, ESPECIALLY IF IT COULD BRING MORE

CAPITAL TO RURAL COMMUNITIES AND COULD OFFER FARMERS LOWER

INTEREST RATES ON REAL ESTATE LOANS.

I THINK THERE SHOULD BE A FULL DISCUSSION OF THIS CONCEPT AND

HOW IT MAY BE PART OF OUR OVERALL APPROACH TO THE FARM CREDIT

SITUATION THIS YEAR. I ENCOURAGE COMMERCIAL LENDERS TO WORK WITH

THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM AND OTHERS AND CONTINUE TO EXPLORE WHAT

MA! PROVE TO SE A VERY USEFUL LENDING TOOL.

v
* . - a
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RECENTLY THERE HAVE BEEN QUITE A FEW PRESS REPORTS CONCERNING

THE FINANCIAL CONDITION or THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM. CONGRESS HAS.

COME TO THE AID OF THE SYSTEM TWICE WITHIN THE LAST 18 MONTHS,

PASSING LEGISLATION TO PROVIDE BASIC GUIDELINES FOR REFORMS AND

GIVING THE SYSTEM AND ITS BORROWERS MORE FLEXIBILITY IN DEALING

WITH THEIR PROBLEMS. THERE ARE MANY WHO SAY THE SYSTEM WILL NEED

SOME FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE SOMETIME THIS YEAR UNDER THE

3985 CREDIT ACT. THERE ARE MANY WHO FEEL THE SYSTEM COULD BE

MORE CANDID ABOUT THE EXTENT OF ITS DIFFICULTIES AND THE

TIMELINESS OF INITIATING A NEW DEDATE ON FURTHER REFORMS AND

RESTRUCTURING.

I HAVE WRITTEN SENATOR LEANY AND SENATOR LUGAR ASKING THE

SENATE AGRICULTURE COMMITTEE TO CONDUCT A FULL DAY OF HEARINGS TO

INVESTIGATE THE FINANCIAL STATUS OF THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM AS

WELL AS OTHER AGRICULTURAL LENDERS. SUCH A HEARING WOULD PROVIDE

AN OPPORTUNITY TO RECEIVE RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE FARM CREDIT

ADMINISTRATION, THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM AND FROM COMMERCIAL

AGRICULTURAL LENDERS REGARDING MEASURES THAT MAY BE NECESSARY TO

ENSURE OUR FARMERS HAVE ACCESS TO AN ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF CREDIT AT

REASONABLE RATES.

I DON'T WANT TO BE CAUGHT WITH EVERYONE COMING TO CONGRESS

AND SAYING THAT THE SYSTEM NEEDS ASSISTANCE WITHIN A WEEK. THIS

IS AN ISSUE THAT DOES NOT NEED TO SURPRISE ANY OF US, SO WHY NOT

START NOW TO THINK ABOUT THE VIRTUES AND DRAWBACKS OF ANY

ALTERNATIVES TO HELP THE SYSTEM THROUGH TOUGH TIMES. CONGRESS IS

..- t.'. -Sm
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GETTING TIRED OF PASSING LEGISLATION THAT EVERYONE SAYS WILL

"SAVE THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM" -- ONLY TO FIND OUT THREE MONTHS

LATER THAT THE PROBLEM STILL EXISTS.

CONCLUSION

NOT LONG AGO, I SPOKE TO YOUR STATE SHERIFFS' ASSOCIATION

ABOUT SOME OF THE ISSUES IMPORTANT TO THEIR MEMBERS AND TO IOWA.

AGRICULTURE VAS AT THE TOP OF THE LIST.

THERE PROBABLY WASN'T A SHERIFF IN THE ROOM WHO HAD NOT FELT

THE EFFECTS OF THE DEPRESSED FARM ECONOMY * AND THE EFFECTS ARE

VERY REAL, FOR IT IS THE SEERIFF OR A DEPUTY SHERIFF WHO TAKES

THAT LONG DRIVE UP A FARMER'S LANE TO DELIVER A FORECLOSURE OR

EVICTION NOTICE.

LIKE THOSE SHERIFFS, YOU ALSO KNOW THE PROBLEMS OUR RURAL

CONOMY FACES. AND I DOUBT THERE IS A PERSON IN THIS ROOM WHO

FELT THE PAIN OF TURNING DOWN A FARMER - PERHAPS A1? HASN'T
EIGHBOR OR A FRIEND YOU'VE KNOWN FOR YEARS - WHO WAS LOOKING FOR

A LITTLE BREATHING ROOM, A SECOND CHANCE, A NEW HOPE FOR THE

FUTURE.

-9-
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BUT WHEN FARMERS ARE IN TROUBLE, YOUR BUSINESS THE BUSINESS

or BANKING IS ALSO IN TROUBLE. 1966 SAW RECORD LOSSES FOR IOWA

BANKS, ATTRIBUTABLE IN LARGE PART TO THE STATE'S DEPENDENCY ON ~

AGRICULTUKE.hBASED ECONOMY. BUT THERE MAY BE SOME GOOD NEWS

AROUND THE CORNER.

I KNOW THAT YOUR STATE BANKING COMMIS8IONER IS PREDICTING

FEWER BANK CLOSURES IN IOWA THIS YEAR. AND IN WASHINGTON, WE'RE

LOOKING FOR BETTER WAYS TO HELP BOTH THE FARMER AND THE BANKER.

NOW SOME WOULD SAY THAT WE IN WASHINGTON MUST PROVIDE ALL THE

SOLUTIONS. AND WE OFTEN TRY. BUY, AS I'VE SAID MANY TINES

BEFORE, WE IN CONGRESS CANNOT GUARANTEE THAT EVERYONE IN OUR

SOCIETY SUCCEEDS. ALL WE CAM DO IS STRIVE TO PROVIDE THE RIGHT

KIND OF ENVIRONMENT WHERE PEOPLE HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO SUCCEED

- BUT WE CANNOT GUARANTEE SUCCESS.

BUT IF WE WORK TOGETHER, PERHAPS WE CAN MAKE 1987 A BEGINNING

FOR MORE SUCCESSFUL TIMES IN AGRICULTURE. I LOOK FORWARD TO

WORKING WITH YOU.

- 10~-

- U- ~,
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BEvERLY HusaLu TAUKE

400 "0" Saws S.W. *203
Washim.oa D.C. 20024

(202)4847134

~? 5wro~ OOtA P~SRUART 18. 1987

F'ROK: awr

RE: IOWA ?&I.(ti; ~orttrs

~ Em-
* ~U&AE M OOSin

- a As confirmed tea February 17 announcement, vipesplants track record as moot productive CA? plant in rJ~~1its demise due to W8g op pongrgq ~4Aat~ttS. 'slant viii phase out d~aring .ate
1967, 1968.

(1'!: TO 001.3 TRACE AGU)A TO P~fl~f ZOVA A* U.S * .0.. As ~ by Dolebattles against unfair Canadian pork imports and unfair ethanol imports (moetlyUrazib, Sob Dole is ceemittad to enforce U.S. trade lava, and demand free but
PAIR ThADE.

ALSO USUW. KNEE: Other Dole initiatives re: strong dollar, aggressive persuitof iatsrnatiopA3 markets, erosion of federal red tape/barriers to strong
trade.)

* ZEKMImzyp.~.~! Officials in area are pushing nu~er of proposed
projects (but a reemeut) including:

* Possible ~ase of old Case building outside flavenport d5 a museum ortourist center, hnhancing river area appeal to tourists.
* Ri-State commission urging construction of nev bridge--old one vieved as

s.~~'erely inadequate link hetveen Iowa-Illinois.

* Riverboat (Jamblifly to attra'~t *icr.q hj'ginesig.

* ~ev levies - could include teder4l eririd, if "ities match funding.

* River seen as centerpiece of long-range (20-year) development planpromoted by local 'media to unite Qiad Cities more as single ~o'untty; ~"o'ild
include removal of cOmmercial properties along river.

These proposals have not really moved past promotion stage.
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PA4Jg 3

isa ?ALW row

m~amt ~ isa ramm

* ~ Dole/Grassley initiative led to PUNITIVEO(fl1 for Canadians dumping pork unfairly on U.S., with enormous stakes forIowa.

* ~ Dole battles vs. unfair ethanol imports, severelyjeopardiziog corogrovegs a ~ ethanol industry, at great risk to Iowa.Such battieg tymied hve s thanol tamports, savtn9 U.S. ~'j q~onoey 4bout $900million in late '85 - early '86 alone, according to ethanol industry.

* SILL 10 ~ SPwzuu P&wwinearly dollars to Iowa farmers, Dole-becked, '~uld sean 725m - 750 million
~. 

1 1 ~ .~Lisa s~ cmwvinzr--------------------------------------- Dole, supporting C.Grassley,eflimeered restoration of I-------o ISO for research crucial in battlefor g*~, agriculture to co~te effectively in global markets. Study of nevgrov~ options. sew uses of U.S. food and fiber....to sustain the 7 out of 10Km jobs flW dependent on agriculture.

* S~La Suggest keeping this tight with few key points:
l.A (I) No bill 'muld please all farmers.

(2) Under RUU3LICA*...SI3~p~ program of past FIVE TURS (1982-1986) , 1403.1
WAS spwaq'r o' AGRXCKJLTIJRE ($104 SIL.a.~~ estimate ag tf 145t Spring) than vas

0 spent on agriczl~re during prior is ~EA~ If comeitnt to American farmer,is measured by loltars, the fact is that thsm ~ SSA?3 delivered farJC44ter support to agriculture tben previously offered under T)emocratic control.
(3) Suggest emphasis on 4chievernents of fare program, light acknowledgmentof LTiOWitdhl.q in4t3*aJoa(~i.~g, bait 1.) need to ~,e ectensive remarks to leferid F'aranut. Sounds too defensive.

ml ~
* WXi~ O~injii SIP4~sa~ Siwuomy PE)N 97 8inai~in, Republican-control..

--------------------------------------------------
led Senate last veer led vaTj~To most sweeping tax reform in 40 years.

* 'I. sorry our party dn't~ut it in our 1984_platform grousedDemocratic presidential bopefuil Gary Tiart, but it got e~ey from us andit's theirs nov. (Wishiaq~t3m Post).

* No ~er Democrats cringed at Republican-led reforms. Threa~jh th~.tM~I~ )iIerhaul. Republicans:

o Assured t~im inA~ for about 80% of all U.S. taxpayer,.

o Uliminateig about 6 inwJms ~ from the tax rolls.

$ .. E ~'.
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V)TA/tOm~,: I(?~Y ~ ~"'S4~JA'~V 1 i~)7 ,%.;e j

o Reduced th.. tI)L3 t4tA E)f 27% lower than ~t any time since 1931.
* mw.u mx rzin

engineered by Republicans. usure't P~V4ARY R~.Lre~P i'I)
_______ NzU~YIq3. (Camc.ntrat*I r.,li.gP 9~or toe-income taxpayers who move up
narrow tax brackets Easter.)

TAX RO~ ~mtd

* D~t~mywDIazc ~?fl.3 but i tE REPUBLICANS WHO hAVE
OELIV TAX RW.ISF ~ the very workers. women 9 minorities and poor for whom
Democrats too often claim exclusive concern.

* i~u 1 inin. 1~ BEAT SACK KNEVITASLE D~CRA?1C A'?!'IPTS TO StRIP AIAY
TIgOSE 'IARD-Ifli VAX SRP~AKSt oemocrat-controlled Souse has already rejected
efforts to protect tax relief from early erosion. 05.3 imiin seeks to put
Senators on record ________ V £NOOIU TAM Z~m ~S T~1L American
workers won 'subetantial tag ~li.if sigigler the T)~)T,~ VA~hI. and l's nov saicing ?A'C
~ ~ERVatCON a ~op priority on the Republican agenda.

ULAI~ SW)G~V

* (05.3) ~ . U ~ inW, I. we traveled to Michigan
£ elsewhere to lobby legislators.... 32 states have adopted resolutions urging
constitutional amendment limiting taxes and requiring a balanced federal
budget. KU ~UU~ W £ wm 3P .

0
___________ £ restrict

q~. * ~ IN 19~ TO EDUINATA 13 PmL P~~Mspending in hundreds of other programs was a major "ictory towards budgetrestraint....poIL~ ONLY VEDh THE hOUSE BAiAED!

* in-~.. has been useful in moving U.S. towards budget control Rut a
statute C41 be ~Iified* postpo'~ed9 or amenied by a iinple *aajoritj...vhtch is
why we neud the Constitotior~1. -~m~en4eent to f'orc.e viqre1~, to fiscal.
re.IL),)n5ihilt tj.

mms xssam
* PinIWI.RW~k Dole-backed b~islation 'jave YOU~G WOeh1~ the rifit ~earlier for pension programs, and guaranteed OLDER WOM~ a share ~f the. I.
spouse's retirement ~ ~ highest percentage of women work during
early twenties9 exclusion of those workers from pension accrual proved a greater
liability to fq~le than male workers).

Dole-backed legislation nov allows state and
~~eral g@Verumm.,nts to VTTNI~LD TAX RSFWWS from parents (most often fathers)

liiiqueiit On .:hiJ4 support payments. Such child-support enforcement crucial toWet I.~v@ ~ economic pressure often confronting women who head households.

- -9*
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* R~~IinI!~T LUU: A 0016 prOposal siould not 4110w federal tunic fnr"uf"rc..ment of lava with geoder-ba*bl tLstLnctLong.

5~Z~f ~zm
* ~ Rm.wS ~ _______

(kiefly explain stakes for black voters in soee U.S.'!OmUnities).** Dole led Republican 4.1~3por9 Wrr~Io~1? .~'izcui Imimorir.y "ot.iri lea* U.S. coinunitju s~aU have LOS? legal protection essential to 'JU*rafltaee9their basic Constitutional rights.

NIinmm azaffs. ~t'd

* ~LKinJu?~ Floor leader to navigate legislation throughSenate. Message to black americans: The Party of Abrabse Lincoln RWEAIWS homeof MANY 0? US deeply eameitted to fell freedom, rights, of all Americans.(Note: Despite lowe's minuscule minority population, Zowens of all stripesare generally supportive or at least not antagonistic to this type social
issue.)

0
~ ~~ O1U~TXvm im&~i ~~vm

tn
* ~ Initiatives on agricultural generally,pork/corn specifically, tie RJD to Iowa's best interests far 'more ti gbtly thanposesible wit1~ ~ruy other Republic~ hopeful., possibly than ~'uy Democrat.0
* OW lommiw A PR1 IN ~ ~IU I~MS-If candidates are confrontej .vith~JU95t1.On: Iov ghould your PAST '~~it*ss.-u~g tisaur., Iowans that jF y.~u areelected Iowa will have a friend in the White Flouse.... !t~ likely ~4O OWE couldanswer that challeng., as effectively as API). So we should sake sure thequestion is asked...and askejand asked. (Vising past as barometer of future)(Useful in other farm states as well, for that matter....)* 0W'~ 001.3 VIYW ~ QWVAIVU (BRACKETS ADDED)

--------------- SUTAUCZ:A too-rare combination, but TRY APPEALru~ to Iowans. Stress thebalanced-budget, tax control substance without wearing out the conservativeterm; But also stress important Dole battles for woeen, poor, utvuortti.,i,handicapped for the ~oqserv4ti A~-w. t'a-.~--'a ~ ~&a"~j., r.tFtt~r: aj T a*. '~ &~..

* ~rw~uI:4t.Iyr RI~ included here, primarily because thos., issues wereraised in prior love town meetinje. some, Suettin.Je say not w14Vriit SuCh.'mp#uaseu, hut the 5)1) 1 ~bOTA ~JC~3~ sr.xli i..~ '~d iit.u msuee r.ii~s:.1.
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DOLE FOR PRESIDENT Page 1
REVIEW OF CAMPAIGN AMERICA PAC RECORDS

SCHEDULE OF EVENTS AND MEETINGS MELD IN IOWA BETWEEN 3/31/66-2/23/67

(SEE EXPLANATION OF COLUMN HEADINGS ON PAGE 109~/o

EVENTS:

DESCRIPTION OF EVENT/ CHECK 6 IOWA IOWA OTNER NERO ATTENDEES

DATE OF EVENT/ & ALLOCABLE TRVL-NON EXPENSES ENTRY
PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCABLE EXPI EVENT

3/31/66-4/01/66 ATTENDEES:
MEETING HELD AT HOTEL DSM SENATOR DOLE

TOM SYNNORSY
MOTEL FORT DSM 1696/4-24 140.19 N GLASSIER
EXECUTIVE AIR TRAVEL 1592/4-24 1,294.56 5,959.15 D DEVINE
FLOYD BROWN 1605/4-07 254.46 F BROWN
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 1775/4-01 T SOUCY-ROCK ISLAND, NEAR

FLOYD BROWN 290.00 DAVENPORT

ROBERT WALLACE 1929/3-31 36.00
ROBERT WALLACE 1951/3-31 6.00
TOM SOUCY 1811/4-06 345.64

SUBTOTALS: 1,622.41 5,959.15 544.46
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------

4/04/66-4/05/66 ATTENDEES:
EVENTS & MEETINGS THROUGHOUT IOWA SENATOR DOLE

FLOYD BROWN
EXECUTIVE JET AVIATION 1692/4-24 513.72 4726.23 JOE BARRETT
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 1664/4-21 DONALD DEVINE

FLOYD BROWN ' ' 265.00
JOE BARRETT 1614/4-6 193.36 226.66 166.57
JOE BARRETT 1703
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 1775/4-01

DONALD DEVINE ' 224.00
SUBTOTALS:

707.10 4,950.23 226.66 453.57

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

4/16/66
AN EVENT AT WAPALLO IOWA £ A REPUBLICAN DINNER U DSM 4-24-66 ATTENDEES:

F BROWN

IOWA DINING 1656/4-16 1,396.62 J RENMAN
VFV POST 5166 1657/4-16 275.00

PAT PARSONS 1656/4-16 206.61
C NICKLIN 1659/4-16 16.59

B GERST 1660/4-16 264.00

FLOYD BROWN 1905/4-29 969.37
JOHN lEHMAN 2152/6-16 334.22

SUBTOTALS: 2,161.22 1,323.59
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

ment 11
of 10
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DESCRIPTION OF EVENT/ CHECK S IOWA IOWA 01333 KING ATTENDEES
DATE or gvgu~, & ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON EXPENSES ENTRY

PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCASLE EElS EVEN?

4-30-66/5-03-66
IOWA CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT CONVENTIONS

ROBERT VANESSE 1962/5-04
ROBERT VANISSE 1972/5-01
WARREN SWEENEY 2373/7-21
MOTEL FORT DSN FOR: 2042/5-2

ROSEN? VANESSE
SENATOR DOLE
PAUL RUSSO
HIKE GLASSNER
WARREN SWEEENEY
JOE BARRETT
STEVE SEGO
FLOYD BROWN

JOE BARRETT 1659/4-2
JOE BARRETT 1976/5-0'
BRIAN BERRY 1945/5-0~
FLOYD BROWN 1964/5-1
STEVE SEGO 1936/5-0~
FLOYD BROWN 2425/6-0~
TIBBEN FLIGHTS 1976/5~1

S
I

1

I
I

329.76
274.04
254.47

726.03
141 .65
116.95
49.53
36.65
76 . 20

265 .49

197.36

332.66

61.79

200.93
4.00

ATTENDEES:
SENATOR DOLE
PAUL RUSSO
N GLASSNER
W SWIENEY
3 VANASSE
S SEGO
F BROWN
3 BARRETT
3 BERRY

50.67

206.29

19451.52

445.90

675.90

256.94

SUBTOTALS: 4336.54 204.93 256.96 1360.74

6/20/66-6/21/66
IOWA GOP CONVENTION ATTENDEES:

SENATOR DOLE
FLOYD BROWN 2203/6-25 339.14 3 VOIGNTS
BRENT BANLER 2221/6-27 3.20 297.50 F BROWN

MOTEL FORT DSN FOR: 2277/7-03 D DEVISE
JANE VOIGETS '' 176.06

NARRIOT MOTEL 2276/7-03 156.00
FRED DOWIE 2275/7-03 63.34
CITY OF DES MOINES 2276/7-03 50.00
ALEXANDERS P3010 SERVICE 2291/7-07 340.74

'9 2323/7-17 34.32
CONAGRE, INC 2733/9-16 933.00
ALEXANDRIA TRAVEL SERVICE FOR: 2191/6-23

DONALD DEVINE 232.00
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 2261/7-02

FLOYD BROWN '' 464.00

SUBTOTALS: 647.60 1,462.50 979.20

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



.4O95~SO' EXHIBIT Ii
Attachment 11
Page 3 of 10

DESCRIPTION OF EVENT/ CHECK 6 IOWA IOWA OTNIR NERO ATTENDEES
DATE 09 EVENT/ ALLOCABLE TRYL-BOB IXPENSES ENTRY

PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCABLE lIPS EVENT

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

7/25/66-7/26/66
5TH DISTRICT REPUBLICAN EVENT -- ATLANTIC IOWA

J PENMAN

SUBTOTALS:

3335/11-11

ATTENDEES:
JOHN lEHMAN
SENATOR DOLE

475.16

0 0 475.16

6/03/66-6/04/66
MEETING 9 MOTEL DSM

FLOYD BROWN
MOTEL PORT DSM
MOTEL FORT DSM
MOTEL PORT DSN FOR:

JANE VOIGUTS
PRATT AUDIO VISUAL
BURLINGTON INDUSTRIES FOR:

FLOYD BROWN
SENATOR DOLE
MIKE GLASSNER
ASNOR
P LES S EN
NICKELS
MELISI5

INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA
DONALD DEVINE
FLOYD BROWN
BILL LACY

SUBTOTALS:

2506/6-19
2667/6-14
2467/6-14
2465/6-14

2464/6-14
2426/6-05
2377/7-25
2377/7-25

AttENDEES:
SEN DOLE
F BROWN

65.56 B LACY
105.14 D DEVINE

N GLASSNER
JANE VOIGNYS

93.06
29.63

2,315.00
453.00

903.00

2466/6-12

460 .00
460.00

460.00

29.63 3,726.00 1,646.76

------------------------------------------------
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DESCRIPPION o~ ivIwr~ cnzc~ 6 IOWA IOWA 01111 MEMO ATTENDEES
DATE OF EVENT/ ALLOCADLE TRYL-NOM 11133535 ENTRY

PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCADLE lIPS EVENT

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

6/22/06-6/23/66 ATTENDEES:
IOWA STATE FAIR SENATOR DOLE

F DROWNFLOYD DROWN 2564/9-02 JOE BILLET
JOE KELLY 2906/10-10 12.25 N GLASSNER
JOE KELLY 2603/9-03 91.92 461.00 DILLL LACY
JOE KELLY 2634/3-05 137.46 SEN SCEWARM
9flM Uflhi~v --

TON SOUCY
RUAN INC
DSM FLYING SERVICE
TEDIUM FLIGHTS
MOTEL DIM FOR:

FLOYD DROWN
JANE VOIGHTS
TOM SAUCY
SENATOR DOLE
DILL LACY
MIKE GLASSIER

DILL LACY
SEN SCNWARM
FREEMAN COMPANY

SUITOTALS:

.77
119.53

791.00
196.72

250.00
275.00

2, 177.00

284.99
72.29

239.59
136.75
56 . 29
50.71

15.00 416.76
236.99 350.00 266.00
66.12

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
2,236.15 3,528.00 706.78 712.13

9/19/56- 9/2 1/66
SENATOR GRASSLEY DIRINDAY EVENTS

------------------------------
JEFF DAVIS 2642/10-01
J RAUDER. JR 2839/10-01
FLOYD DROWN 2769/9-23
MISSISSIPPI CHEMICAL COMPANY 2736/9-16
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 2633/10-01

vf.nvn u3n~m

291.97 373.00
65.49 469.00

2,602.64 5,205.66

ATTENDESS:
SENATOR DOLE
J DAVIS
J. lAUDER
F DROWN

266 .94

440.00------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------SUDTOTALS: 377.06 3,464.64 5,205.66 706.94

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

or iu

£ ~3f~-£3
2671/10-06
2732,9-18
2541/6-22
3299/11-05
2614/9- 30

2576/6-26
2635/9-05
2661/9-10
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DESCRIPTION OF EVEHT/ CHECK 6 IOWA IOWA OTHER MEMO ATTENDEES
DATE OF EVENT! & ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON EXPENSES ENTRYPAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCABLE lIPS EVENT

1O/21/6'-10/22/66
STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING 

ATTTENDEES:
---------------------- 

FLOYD BROWNHOTEL FORT DIM FOR: 3370/11-la SILL LACYFLOYD DROWN 
136.64 DON DIVINESILL LACY 35.65 CAL HULTRANDONALD DEVINE 69.74 JOHN RENMAN

INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3212/10-29
SILL LACY 530.00

CAL HULTMAN 3136,10-26 63.39
JOHN RENMAN 3440/10-26 456.25

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
SUBTOTALS: 106.59 530.00 662.06

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

10/27/66-10/26/66
DAVENPORT.COUNCIL *LUFFCEDAR RAPIDS ATTENDEES:

---------------------------------------- 
SENATOR DOLEBLACKHAWK HOTEL FOR: 3272/11-04 H GLASSNERSENATOR DOLE 33.00 F BROWNHIKE GLASSNER 36.90 D DEVINEFLOYD DROWN 

47.64 5 CEDARNOLMDONALD DEVINE 59.91 C NULTMANSARA CEDARHOLM 3352,11-13 173.96 J VOIGHTS
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3372/11-16

SARA CEDARHOLK 145.00
AAERICAN FINANCIAL GROUP 3330/11-11 3764.67 7.56933
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3312/10-29

JANE VOIGHTS 
525.00

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------SUBTOTALS: 303.79 3,929.67 7,569.33 572.64

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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DESCRIPTION or EVENT/ CHECK * IOWA IOWA OTNER MEMO ATTENDEES
DATE OF EVENT! & ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON EXPENSES ENTRY

PAYEE CHECK DATE AM? ALLOCABLE EXPS EVENT

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

11/24/16-11/26,16
MEETING 9 DSM/AGRICULTURE SUMMIT CONFERENCE SENATOR DOLE

FLOYD BROWNFLOYD uaovu 34o7~12.-os SANDRA CNURCN
SARA CEDARNOLM 3620/12-24 23650 l~67 SARA CEDARUOLM
LEaNER & ASSOCIATES 3479/12-02 52.50 222.50 CONGRESSMAN LEACE
AIRPORT HILTON 3395/11-20 200.00 CONGRESSMEN TAUKE
AIRPORT MILTON 379111-21 379.20 T GRANDY
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3505/12-05 N SCANLON

Vb'JXU *5UWU

SARA CEDARNOLM
AMERICAN FINANCIAL CORPORATION 3607/12-23
BETTY'S WORLD OF TRAVEL 3793/1-21

234.00
4,705.00

264 .00

400.00

SUBTOTALS: 876.20 5,505.50 660.67

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

12/02/06-12,'07,o6
DOLE'S ADDRESS TO IOWA SHERIFFS 6 DEPUTIES ASSOCIATION

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

FLOYD BROWN 3067/2-02
PENNY BROWN 3645/1-07
RUAN INCORPORATED 3520/12-09
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3595/12-23

SARA CEDARNOLM
FLOYD BROWN

SARA CEDARNOLM

SUBTOTALS:

61.09
92.42

2,175.00

225.00
250.00

269.04 10.00 5.00

-
269.04 2,413.00 0 400.51

ATTENDEES:
SENATOR DOLE
FLOYD BROWN
PENNY BROWN
SARA CEDARNOLM



;,4Q)5~5I EXHIBITIi
Attacbment 11
Page 7 of 10

1967
DESCRIPTION OF EVENT,' CHECK 6 IOWA IOWA OTNER MEMO ATTENDEES

DATE OF EVENT/ ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON ix~uuszs ENTRY
PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCABLE EXPS EVENT

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

1/12/61
DOLES ADDRESS TO LUMBERMAN'S ASSOCIATION ATTENDEES:

----------------------------------------- SEN DOLE
FLOYD BROWN 3667/2-02 57.96 1 STNNORST
MOTEL FORT DSN 4235/3-23 640.47 F BRown
AVIS RENT-A-CAR FOR: 3924/2-10

TOM SYNNORS? '' 67.91
TOM SYNNORS? 3792/1-21 136.11
CONAGRE.INC 3699/1-09 645.00 1.6,0.00
SUSINESSNANs ASSURANCE CO 3766/1-16 461.67 2,406.33
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3603/1-22

TOM STNNORST '' 276.00

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------SUNTOTALS: 640.47 1,326.67 4096.33 560.06

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

1/21/67-1/23/67
DOLE'S ADDRESS TO AGC ATTENDEES

SEN DOLE
HOTEL FORT DSM 4235/3-23 £1194 T SYNNORS?
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3603/1-22 F DROWN

TOM SYNNORS? '' 390.00
FLOYD DROWN 3671/1-22 326.00

EVI AVIATION 3113/1-20 2,610.00

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------SUBTOTALS: 671.94 2,610.00 716.00

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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DESCRIPTION or zvgu~i CHECK 0 IOWA IOWA OTNER MEMO ATTENDEES
DATE 07 EVENT/ ALLOCABLE TRVL-NON EXPENSES ENTRY P

PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCABLE EXPS EVENT

1967
TOWN MEETINGS: ATTENDEES:

SEN DOLE
2/07/1967 T STENORS?
TOWN MEETING * ORANGE CITY 6 IOWA DANKERS ASSOCIATION ADDRESS

LONG LINE COMMUNICATIONS 3699/2-06 1.9)6.00

TUE COMPANIES or CLARK 4345/4-09 344.66
US POSTMASTER 3623/1-27 2349.46
MACDONALD LETTER SERVICE 4350/4-10 470.65

TOM SYNHORST 4073/2-26 341.69

3,165.01 1,933.00 341.69

2/12/196 7

TOWN MEETING ATTENDEES:
SEN DOLE

MACDONALD LETTER SERVICE 4350/4-10 199.00 T SINNOEST
US POSTMASTER 3650/1-? 1,765.14 BEY TABlE
GROWTK INDUSTRIES 3902/2-06 963.50 2,950.50 C LENMEVUL
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 4016/2-20

BEVERLY TAURE '' 596.00
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DESCRITION OF EvENr/ CHECK 6 IOWA IOWA OTUEN MEMO ATTENDEES
DATE OF EVENT/ & ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON KIPENSES ENTRY 9

PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCABLE lIPS EVENT

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

2/23/67
BREAKFAST MEETING, DAVENPORT

-------------------------
EVI AVIATION 3990/2-19
BLACENANK NOTEL FOR: 4236/3-23

FLOYD BROWN
TOM SYNNORST
S MATTER
N GLASSNER
SENATOR DOLE

TOM SYNNORS?

SUBTOTALS:

1,620.00

41.42
41.42

41.42
60.35

254.17
97.02

-
355.94 1,620.00 0 179.06

ATTENDEES:
SENATOR DOLE
N GLASSNER
S MATTER
T SYNNORS?
F BROWN

SUBTOTALS:

3/31/66
4/04/66
4/16/6 6
4/ 3 0/66
6/2 0/6 6
7/25/66
6/03/66
6/22/66
9/19/66

10/21/66
10/27/66
11/24/66
12/02/66
1/12/67
1/21/66
2/07/67
2/12/6 7
2/22/67
2/2 3/6 7

1,622.41 6,163.15 0 544.46
707.10 4,726.23 226.66 453.57

2,161.22 0 0 1,323.59
4,336.54 204.93 256.96 1,360.74

647.60 1,462.50 0 979.20
0 0 0 475.16

29.63 3,726.00 0 1,646.76
2,236.15 3,526.00 706.76 1,173.13

377.06 3,464.64 5,205.66 706.94
106.59 530.00 0 225.63
303.79 3,929.67 7,569.33 572.64
676.26 9,505.50 0 666.67
269.04 2,413.00 0 406.51
640.47 1,326.67 4,096.33 560.06
671.94 2,610.00 0 716.00

3,165.01 1,936.00 0 341.69
1,964.14 1,561.50 2,950.50 1,066.37
9,351.70 1,363.00 1,363.00 557.06

355.94 1,620.00 0 179.66
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

30,266.61 46,134.99 22,397.24 14,024.30GRAND TOTALS:
£112625.34
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MJ 001122

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT

Definition of Columns:

* lova Allocable Amount - These CA expenses are allocable
to the Iowa spending li3itation. Since CA personnel are
not Committee employees, the "5 day rule" is not
applied.

* Iowa Travel Non-Allocable - These expenses relate to CA
Iowa activity but are for interstate travel, interstate
telephone expenses, etc., and as such are not allocable
to the Iowa spending limitation.

* Other Expenses - These expenses do not relate to Iowa
but were paid with a CA check which also paid expenses
related to Iowa.

* Memo Entry Expenses - These expenses are included in
amounts discussed with respect to the payee. They are
shown here only to provide a more complete picture of
the event and attendees.

a
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COLZ ~R
~p ~ica - -

Floyd k~m

I-
A1l~* ~

Pq~ss Ihtm Oiedc~ t 41mk Late ~mt I~ ~mt Othw Izn Salary

fl~ k~

Floyd k~

Bran
Xnt&. ~t. Tcazrs

1ntar~. t~t. Txars

fl~ kc~m

fl~~d B~

Th~ k~m

Floyd Br~m
~
Floyd k~

Fl~ k~

03/18/8~/22186
03/18/86

03/23/86-1/26/86
03/25/86

03/16/86-3/31/86

03/30/86-WO1/86
03/30/86

04AY2186~05/86
04~2186

04/01/86-04/15/86

04/16/86

~d16/86-O4/18/86

04/19/86-04/25/86

04/22/8~/25/86

04/15/86-04/30/86

04/29/86-05/04/86
04/29/86-05/04/86
05/01/86-~

05/01/86-05/15/86

05/15/86-05/17/86
05/15186-05/17/86

05/16/86-05/31/86

$ ~
-0-

m.u
23.00

434.00

469.00

-0-

4-
4-

$1,185.92

1775

1803

am

1775

1805

1804

-t

1884

2425

1984

2425

R~ort

2078
2149

-t

04/07/86
~1186

04/07/86

04/01/86

04/07/86
04/01/86

04/07/86

04/21/86

04/15/86

04/21/86
04/29/86

04/29/86

04/29/86

05/14/86
05/27/86
08/05/86

05/14/86

06/16/86

254.56
4-

370.56
4-

-0-
216.3

425.~
129.30

675.90
445.90
258.94

153.52
244.37

4-
290.00

468.00
~5.00

730.00
4-

4-
4-

-0-
4-
4-

4-
4-

4-
4-

n.0~
4-

4-
299 (Y2

47.50
4-

1,185.92

510.39
4-
4-

1,185.92

4-
646.15

1,185.92

I
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km

P~rm Ihtm Qmd # ~2md~ I~te ~mmt I~a ~uit 0dIu~ ~mmt Sulmy

flo~ k~
Inter. ~bt. Thrs

Fk~d k~

flo~ k~

Int&. ?~t. Tours

m~. Fr.

NIX F~. 1D4
fl~
M-F~q

awuzwton Ir~i.

fl~d k~

~ Br~
Int~. tat. Tours
Hr. Fr. fBI

V~d k~

Intu~. ~t. Tours
~
U. Fr. fBI

06/~/86-06/U/86
0~/86-06/W~6

06~/86
0W09/86-06/U/86

06A~L16.~

W18/86-W~f86
06/18/86

06/26/86-06/29/86
06/26/86

06/16/86-06/3,/86

07/01/86-07/15/86

07/16/86-07/17/86
07/16/86-07/17/86
07/16/86-07/17/86

07/22/86.07/24/86
07/22/86-07/23/86

07/23/86
07/22/86

07/26/86

07/15/86-07/31/86

08/03/86-~/86
08/Q3/86
08AYd86

08/01/86-08/15/86

08/18/86
08/19/86-08/23/86
08/19/86-08/23/86

1,185.92

06/16/86
~86
06/16/86
06/16/86

lfl.90
142.M~

-0-
1~9'

444.00
-0-

339.14

33L43

1,I~.92

464.00

-0-
-0-

793,

350.47

2149
2425
2144
2151

-t

2~,3
2261

2297
2425

2370
2392
2425

2397
2425
2450
243)

2377

2506
2468
2487

243,
2584
2814

1,185.92

1,185.92

138.07
134.81

120.~B
13.0~
23.00

290.00
-0-
-0-

-0-
-0-
-0-

247.00

O7AJ8/86

07/15/86

07/24/86

07/28/86

07/3/86

0M~/86

07/25/86

07AX3/86
08/12/86
08/14/86

08/15/86

~86

09/30/86

-0-
49.90

-0-

-0-

51.56
-0-

-0-
354.85
34.99

-0-
480.00
-0-

370.00
-0-
-0-

14.00

1,185.92

-0-
-0-
-0-

-0-
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I..

P~m Ihtm (2~dc~t (2wdi~ Iht. ~mt Ion ~mt 0U~ ~mt Salary

fl~d kom

er. Fr. IDE

fl~

floyd k~

fl~ kom
Int&. ~t. Tows
er. Fr. IDE

fl~

Fr. IDE
floyd Drom
Int&. ?bt. Tows

floyd k~

ar. Fr. IDE

Inter. ?~t. Twrs

ir. Fr. IDE

fl~ k~
Black I~k Hotel

fl~ k~

floyd Brom

fl~ k~
Inter. ?bt. Tows
floyd Dr~

08/27/86-08/30/86
08/27/86-08/30/86

08/29/86
08/27/86-08/30/86

08/15/86-08/31186

09/01/86-09/15/86

09/17/8641)120/86
09/17/86

09/17/86-09/19/86

09/16/86-10/01/86

10/08/8640/10/86
10/08/86-10/10/86

10/08/86

10/01/86-10/15/86

10/15/86-10/17/86

10/15/86

10/20/86-10/22/86

10/19/96-10/20/86
10/27/86-10/~/86

10/16/86-10/31/86

11/01/86-11/15/86

11/24/86-11/26/86
11/24/86

11/16/86-11/30/86

217.81
118.56
183.27

819.00
-0-
-0-

-0-
48.00

787.77
-0-

266.22
-0-

1~.86

1,1~.92

1,185.92

-0-
4M~.00

-0-

-0-
-0-
-0-

2~86
2587
2766
2653

I~ort

2769
2833
3370

3370
2959
3071

3370
3071

3370

3272

3487
3515

09AP./86
09/0~/86
09/24/86
09/08/86

08/29/86

09/1.5/86

09/23/86
~01/86
11/18/86

10/01/86

11/18/86
10/15/86
10/22/86

10/15/86

11/18/86
IAl/22/86

11/18/86

u1~

U/01~/86

11/15/86

~/86
Uf~86

11/26/86

91.18
167.21

-0-

-0-
-0-

480.00

1,185.92

-0-
-0-
-0-

1,185.92

133.65
-0-

136.84

6.00

47.64

-0-
620.00

-0-

-0-

-0-
-0-

-0-
-0-

170.67
-0-

1,1.85.92

1,185.92

-0-
480.00

-0-



~~ 1 4O95S5i~
P~ 4 of 5

M3oc~* ~U~aI~t~ (iudc # dudc C~te ~mt I~ ~mt Oti~ ~zat Salary

3595

3595

12/04/86-12/07/86
12~86

12/11/86-12/12/16
12/U/86-12/12,16

12/01186-12/15/86

Ol/12/87-01/13/87

01/01/887-01115/87

01117/87

01121187

01123/87

01/16/87-01131/87

cr2/01/87-a2/1.5/87

~/22/874Y2/23/87

12/22/86

12/22/86
C12AY2/87

12/15/86

0~1187

~/87

01/15/87

0~m/87

~87

~/13/87

03/21/87

~/27/87

Total Salary a~i Ibciueitsl F~cp.ises

Fry. Reports (kdy
1W1O/86
1i~ 36/86
01119/87
c~iu~e~
03#'18/87

4
61.09

4
8.00

57.~

5.25
4

7.00

250.00
4

480.00
4

4

328.00

4

4
4

4
4

4

4

4

1,288.00

Report

Report

-t

371

~67

-t

4236

-t

8,591.71

125.94
451.15
107.95
119.42
527.30
33.69

9,771.00 2,865.52

Th~d

Int&.

Dram

Br~m
~t. T~zrs

Br~

Br~

1,18532

1,28832

Ik~k Ibtel

27,790.24

41.42



~j4Q95

Allocable Total (I~e Allocable ~uit ad
SaI~y)

~ Mlocable 47,823.M)
9,771.00

ICNS Total

Pap 5 of 5
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DOLE IU
C~aI ~rica ~q~uu -

T S~dvxst

I~s

A1Jo~1a ?tzi-AUo~I Ottur~mt 1~a ~i~mt kpuu S.Jaay

Tcu Sy!*Kxst

T~ ~vrst

T Syi*mt

Tu Syrixrst

To. S~nimt

Tom Syrdiorst

~rst

Tom Syrhrst

Tom -
Tom Syr*xxst
Avis Bst-a-~r
mt. ~t. Tazrs

Tom ~*xxst

eY./01/86-~6/31/86

/01/86-06/30/86

07/01/86-07/31/86

08/01/86-08/31/86

09/01/86-09/31/86

10/23/86

10/01186-10/31186

11/01/86-fl/30/86

12/01/86-1.2/31/86

12/11/86

01/01/87-01/15/87

01/08/87-01/13/87
01/08/87-01/13/87

01/08/87

01/16/87-01/31/87

01/19/87*/

*1 See F~i~a1 ~q~r~s ~1iwry to Ibtel Fr ~ 1/22/87.

Rq~t

Dqxwt

R~ort

3293

Rq~rt

359~

3792
3924
~03

~03

$ 2,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

07/01/86

07/31/86

08/29/86

U/~f/86

U/01/86

12/~fl/86

01/07/87

12/22/86

01/1~V

01/21/87
c~/10/87
01/22/87

~/01/87

01/22/87

-0-U.00

-0-

86.21
87.97

1,507.52

278.00

390.00

69.90
-0-
-0-

1,507.52
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Flu ~ -
~ ~ricm 3~u -

1~. -

I~.
M~a ~

I~t.s Q~ck S O~ I~te ~mt LINe ~mt Odur ~ait Suimy

-

1~. ~st

'rca ~*mt

O1/27/87-OL/3W87
O1/~/97

01/27/87-01/29/87
01/3~/87

'rca Syr*xrst CQ/C12/87-4Y2/07/87

(FIiWn to Cshr Rapids)

4235
3913

Wi

0~/18/87

~/13/87

~73
391

~en

11.00
22943

341.69
.0-

-0-
-0-

215.00

-0-
518.00

-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-

-0-
-0-

'rca Sy'torst

'rca ~cst
mt. ?ht. TcAIrS
1~a -
hat. ?&t. Tiws

~/16/87-O2/17/87

~YL'10/87-4J~,'13/87
~/10/87

02/18/87-472/24/87
02/38/87

/044
/018
4164
4109

02/22/87

02/25/87
87

03~
03/04/87

31m*kmAc~ ~tel 02/22/87-02./23/87

03/03/87

'rca Syriiorst

4109

-t

03/04/87

04/16/87

1,4~5.52

3n.37
-0-

557.90
-0-

41.42

-0-

-0-
6%.00

-0-
390.00

-0-

390.00

-0-
-0-
-0-

-0-

262.29

~axi Total L~R

1,507.52
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Total F~q~uum

Thtal ~bi-AUocj~]e
for line

ibtal line Aflocabi.

$20,955.78

3,267.00
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I~ Staff

AT~M3U6~ 14
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I-

I~t Q~ I~te Mmmt I~ ~mt 3q2uuin Sulazy

3m Voijits

3m Voijts
If 094

3m Voijfls

3m Voij~ts
3m VoiWits

3m Voijns
ir Fr 094

3m Voijts
H~F~094

3m Voij~ts

3m Voijits

If FT 091
3m Voijits

3m Voijits

06/15/86~J6/XV86

06/10/86-06/18/86
06/2~6/21/86

06/26/86-06/29/86

06/15/86-07/15/96
07/01/96-07/31/86

07/10/86-07/19/96
07/16/86-07/17/86

07/1.3/86-07/28/86
07/24/86

07/26/86-07/27/86

kmt -

08/01/86-4)8/31/96

~25/86-10/28/86
10/25/86

2290

2343

2277

245~

2455
2392

2456
2792
2429

3165

2485

3378
3212

~. -

07/07/86

07/11/86
O7Afl/86

10/09/86

10/09/96
06/11/86

08/11/86
07/28/86

00/11/86
09/25/86
06/07/96

10/28/86

08/29/86

08/14/96
10/09/86

11/18/86
10/29/96

1U~AL 3m Voijits -0-

$ ~

176.06

w3~

339.26

118.57
49.90

641.45
72.29

£~.08

SD.00

8D.~R~

93.06
207.B

319.20
525.00
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~xJLz RN ~g
c~w~ ~ica 3~inuU -

I~e Staff

I~s
~mt lam ~mt S.laiy

Jdm

J~m ~m

07/25/86-09/01/86
~s ~t.
07/25/86-09/01/86

C7)/01/86-10/01/86

10/01/86-10/31/86

11/01/86-01/19/87

1917
2152
3335
3335
3335

34/0

~W86

11/11/86
11/11/86
11/11/86

11/11/86

11/25/86

3844 Ed 01/29/87 Ed
~/26/87

$ 1~~.22 $ 500.00
2a00
250.00

125.18

338.00

118.75

275.78
337.50

1,350.00

$ 4.70
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~ica ~u - I~ Staff

Pajee I~t duk * (2udc~ [gte Mmat I~ ~mt Salary

Cal bilt~~
Cal ~
Cal &d~

Cal lAtin

Cal B~l~

Cal Bil~

Cal ~-i
Cal Balti
Cal lAtin

Cal lil~

Cal 8ilt~~
Cal b~lumi

Cal lil~

Cal lal~

Cal lAti

Cal lAti

Cal lAtini

Cal lA~

Cal Ebal~

Cal lAtin

Cal lilti

09/01/86-09/15/86
0916-09/~/86

09/16/86-10/31/86

09/16/86-09/19/86

09/22/86-09/26/86

09/30/86

10/11/86

10/22/86

10/28/86
11/01/86-11/15/86

11/16/86-11/30/86

11/18/86

12'01/86-L2/15/86

12/16/86-12/31/86

01/01/87-01/15/87

01/16/87-01/31/87

~/01/87-02/15/87

(~/16/87-W28/87

03/01/87-03/31/87

$ 750.00

2,250.00

2782

2781

3Y32

2818

2950

2951
3379
3139

3138

3374

3581

3554

3747

h~rt

B~ort

4413

CV)/26/86
(1)/24/86
09/2446

10/17/86

09/30/86

1~15/86

10/15/86
11/18/96
10/28/96

10/28/86

11/06/86

U/01/86

12/1a186

12AX~/86

12/15/86

01/0747

01/15/87

~2AY~47

03/0~/87

16.30

TOIL Cal lAm $1~516.00

p259.76
3~.84

13.~

433.~

114.63

U.99

750.00

750.00

6.61

75~L00

7~00

750~)

750.00

750.00

750.00

2L~

~2L~
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DOLE ~R msm
(~g~ ~i(2 bq~UUU -

Ic~ Stall

Oui*t Qasdc~ Late ~mt Imin ~camt aqu. S.iaiy

- -

mt. fkt. Tars
Paw k~

Pai~ k~

Paw Br~

Pew k~

- Br~

10/06/86
10~7/86

11/2~6

12/01./86-12/31/86

12/03/86-12/09/86

01/01/87-01/31/87

$ 491.00
83.13

36).00
120.47

$ 2,~0.0O

2,MJ0.00

TOrAL Pew $ 92.42 -0-

3m
2947

Wi
3564

3645

3789

10/22/86

12/26/86
12/17/86

12/(Y)/86

01/07/87

01/21/87

92.42
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C~U WR ff
C~U1W~ ~iwi aqmu -

lois Staff

lois
~U~* ~n4U~abk 0d~

P~y~ L~t ~ * Qudc~ Late ~mt lois ~mt ~q~wm Smluy

v -

Jeff ~-
Jeff ~lsan

3334
3811

11/11/86
01/23/87

'nlrAL Jeff Nslswi

F~nnry 1~7 4103 03/W87 -0-

- U~E

Vytk~ Wiley 01/01/87-4~/28/87

lois Staff Totals

Total lois ~it
~: lois ?&m-Aflocable

lois AUoc~Ia ~Xflt

4263 03/31/87 -0-

$ 35,41.8.95
1,061.21
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1~s

I~tes Ou& * Qudc~ I~te lus ~mt ~qwwm

- Darret

~kuss1ey '86
~ittes

m~. Fr. IDI
for S. Sego

03/23/86~Y3/26/86

WA

N/A
WA
WA

E1air~ ~ith a

Tocduwk Corp.

Ikter~te Ten~e E

E

TfAMS

Total Ic~e hint

L/23/87

~/23/86

Z/16/86
~/16/86

$3,746.93
649.00

1~3
1814

3794

2153
2359
2361

~95

4261

$ 168.57

1,100.00

1,170.00

1(L(D

91.15

1M.~

~/O8/86

01/21/87

06/1746
07/23/96
07/2346

03/31/87

12/22/96

01/13/86
03/12/96

37U
4162

649.00

72.83

649.00
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DOLE FOR PRESIDENT
REVIEW OF CAMPAIGN AMERICA PAC RECORDS

SCHEDULE 0? EVENTS AND MEETINGS EKED II NEW *AMPSNIRE BETWEEN:
3/02/56-2/16/57

(SEE EXPLANATION OF COLUMN HEADINGS ON PAGE

EVENTS:

DESCRIPTION 07 IVENT/ CHECK 6 NH NE OTNER MEMO ATTENDEES
DATE OF EVENT/ & ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON EXPENSES ENTRY S

PAYEE CHECK DATE AMOUNT ALLOCABLE EXPENSES EVENT

1956 ATTENDEES:
3/02/36 PAUL RUSSO

MEETING 9 NOLIDAY INN MANCEESTER, NH KIRK CLINKENREARD
SENATOR DOLE

PAUL RUSSO 1636/3-12
KIRK CLINKENBEARD 1639/3-12
US JET AVIATION 1694/3-19

14.50
656.70

362.66

1,567.79 3,135.50

SUBTOTALS: 671.20 1,567.79 3496.24

6/1 3/S6-6/14/S6
SENATOR RUDMAN EVENT-NH

BRIAN BERRY 2223/6-27
BRIAN BERRY 2174/6-23
PAUL RUSSO 2246/6-30
AMERICAN FINANCIAL CORPORATION 2176/6-23
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 2144/6-16

70.49
93.45

70.49
112.00

750.00 1,600.00

ATTENDEES:
BRIAN SERB!
SENATOR DOLE & STAFF
PAUL RUSSO

495.06

BRIAN BERRY ' 115.00
US TOBACCO 2160/6-23 2,351.00 2,711.00

SUBTOTALS: 163.94 3,216.50 4,693.49 495.06

6/16/66-6/20/66
MEETING/EVENT UNKNOWN S RANCEESTER

ATTENDEES:
DONALD DEVINE
PAUL RUSSO

AMERICAN EXPRESS FOR:
DONALD DEVINE
DONALD DEVINE
PAUL RUSSO
CAREY OF BOSTON FOR:
DONALD DEVINE

2 29 4/7-06

2249/6-30
2 26 9/7-0 7

SUBTOTALS:

169.65
201.36

96 . 57

202.72

392.57 201.36 96.57
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Page 2 of 5

DESCRIPTIOU OF EVENT/ CHECK 6 NE UN OTHER MEMO ATTENDEES
DATE OF EVENT/ 6 ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON EXPENSES ENTRY 6

PAYEE CHECK DATE AMOUNT ALLOCABLE EXPENSES EVENT
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

6/24/66-6/23/66 ATTENDEES:
PHOTO OPPORTUNITY DALE BANQUET (6/26/66) CURlS CUSNING

BRIAN BERRY
SEABROOK LUNCHEON-I 6/27/66) ELIZABETE DOLE

SENATOR DOLE
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 2566/9-02 SUSANNE NIEMELA

CNRIS CUNNING DI 231.00 PAUL RUSSO
CNRIS CUSNING ' 149.00 MIKE GLASSNER
BRIAN BERRY 61.00 JONN CUBSAGI
BRIAN BERRY 'I 273.00 PETER STANL

US TOBACCO 2537/6-22 677.00
SKYMASTER AIR TAXI FOR: 2710/9-17

'ELIZABETH DOLE PLUS ONE '' 614.60
NEW NAMPSNIRE NELICOPTERS. INC 2657/9-10 1,636.50
AMERICAN EXPRESS FOR: 2676/10-07

DONALD DIVINE '' 340.11 111.40
AMERICAN EXPRESS FOR: 2623/9-05

DONALD DIVINE '' 151.27 410.12
ALEXANDRIA POSTMASTER 2544/6-26 10.75
CAREY OF BOSTON FOR: 2649/9-06
DONALD DIVINE 171.06
BALD PEAK COLONY CLUB FOR: 2667/9-10 1.673.60

SENATOR DOLE
ELIZABETH DOLE
MIKE GLASSNER

JOHN CUBBAGE 3235/10-30 715.30 24.60
BALD PEAK COLONY CLUD 2766/9-25 266.00
RAMADA INN 2604/9-03 419.12
PETER STANL 3026/10-17 34.96
GREENHOUSE RESTAURANT 3342/11-12 900.00
TONI PAPPAS & ASSOCIATES 2613/9-30 601.00
PAUL RUSSO 2704/9-17 1,469.71
PAUL RUSSO 2645/10-07 1,269.37
SUZANNE NIEMELA 2649/10-03 614.20

SUBTOTALS: 7,734.29 1,641.60 521.52 3,573.26

10/05/66 ATTENDEES:
NEW HAMPSHIRE REPUBLICAN CONVENTION BILL LACY

SUZANNE NIEMELA
WILLIAM B LACY 3340/11-11 196.23 71.76
NEW NAMPSNIRE NIGNVAY MOTEL 3207/10-29 149.62
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3071/10-22

B LACY '' 166 .00

SUBTOTALS: 347.65 166.00 77.76
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DESCRIPTION OF EVENT/ CHICK 6 NH UN OTHER MEMO ATTENDEES
DATE OF EVENT! & ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON EXPENSES ENTRY

PAYEE CHECK DATE AMOUNT ALLOCABLE EXPENSES EVENT
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
10/24/66 AITENDEES:

PRESS CONFERENCE * CONCORD NH SUSANNE NEIRELA
SENATOR DOLE

SUZANNE NIENELA 3500112-05 140.70

SUBTOTALS: 140 .70
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

12/12/66-12/13/36
SENATOR DOLE ADDRESSES THE PORTSNOUTN ROTARY CLUB 12/12
SENATOR DOLE ADDRESSES THE UNIVERSITY OF NH AT COMMENCEMENT DURHAM. NH 12/13

HOLIDAY INN MANCRESTER 3664/1-07 202.75
HOLIDAY INN MANCEESTER 3571/12-13 106.65
AMERICAN FINANCIAL GROUP 3606/12-23 902.00 902
NEW HAMPSHIRE HELICOPTER, INC 3634/1-07 795.00
NEW HAMPSHIRE HELICOPTER, INC 3665/1-07 932.36
SUZANNE NEIMELA 3651/1-07
NEW ENGLAND CENTER FOR CONTINUING EDUCATION
FOR:
SUZANNE NIEMELA 3650/1-07

SUBTOTALS: 2,039.46 902.00 902

ATTENDEES:
SENATOR DOLE
SUSANNE NEIMELA

.00

500.69

121 .70

.00 622.39

1937
1/24/67-1/26/67
BRUNCH FOR 67 (1/25/67k

JEFF MANSFIELD 4001/2-20
HOLIDAY INN 3736/1-20
SHERATON TARA 3772/1-19
RED JACKET MOUNTAIN VIEW 3976/2-13
NEW HAMPSHIRE HELICOPTERS, INC 3334/2-03
US TOBACCO 3603/1-23
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3371/2-03

BRIAN BERRY
SUSANNE NIEMELA 3914/2-10

SUBTOTALS:

123.32
100.00
195.00
572.13

2,012.50

ATTENDEES:
JEFF MANSFIELD
SUSANNE NEIMELA
SENATOR DOLE
BRIAN BERRY

1,150.00

313 .00

326.43

3,003.00 1,463.00 623.46
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DESCRIPTION or EVENT/ CHECK 6 EM NE OTNEI NERO ATTENDEES
DATE OF EVEUT/ ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON EXPENSES ENTRY

PAT 13 CHECK DATE AMOUNT ALLOCABLE EXPENSES EVEN?
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

2/16/6 7
SENATOR DOLE ADDRESSES THE KEENE, NEW HAMPSHIRE ROTARY CLUB ATTENDEES:

SUSANNE NEIMELABREAKFAST FOR 60 PEOPLE BRIAN BERRY
SENATOR DOLE

TUE BOILERHOUSE 4150/3-11 1,165.10
RAMADA INN 3905/2-10 250.00
ROCKINOHAM COUNTY REPUBLIUCAN COMMITTEE

4046/3-25 150.00
JOHN NULAZZI 4166/3-12 65.30
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 4016/2-20

BRIAN BERRY 139.00
SUZANNE NIEMELA 4163/3-12 396.99

SUBTOTALS: 1,673.40 139.00 396.99

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

SUBTOTALS: 3/02/66 671.20 1,567.79 3,496.24
6/13/56 163.94 3,216.00 4,693.49 495.06
6/16/66 392.57 201.36 96.57
6/24/66 7,734.29 1,641.60 521.52 3,573.26
10/05/66 347.65 166.00 77.76
10/24/66 140.70
12/12/66 2,039.46 902.00 902.00 622.39
1/24/66 3,003.00 1,466.00 626.46
2/16/66 1,673.40 139.00 396.99

GRAND TOTALS: 16,025.71 9,122.39 9,694.39 6,153.47 $41,195.96
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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DOLE FOR PRESIDENT

Definition of Columns:

Nov Hampshire Allocable Amount - These CA expenses are
allocable to the Nov Hampshire spending limitation.
Since CA personnel are not Committee employees, the "S
day rule" is not applied.

* Nev Hampshire Travel Non-Allocable - These expenses
relate to CA Nov Hampshire activity but are for
interstate travel, interstate telephone expenses, etc.,
and as such are not allocable to the New Hampshire
spending limitation.

* Other Expenses - These expenses do not relate to New
Hampshire but were paid vith a CA check which also paid
expenses related to New Hampshire.

to * Memo Entry Expenses - These expenses are included in
amounts discussed with respect to the payee. They are
shown here only to provide a more complete picture of
the event and attendees.
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Pad km
Int&. tat. Tours

Pad km
Pad km
Int~. tat. Tours
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~86

~V86

06/19/86-O6/~/86

0W011~6/3V86

07/01/86-07/03/86
06/30/86

07/01/86-07/31/86

07/16/86-07/17/86

07/16/86

07/23/86-07/24/86

07/23/86

09/11/86-4J8/13/86

08/11/86
C8/18/86~8/24/86
08/24/86-4J8/29/86

08/18/86

08/01/86-08/31/86

t~i ire Aflocable

Ibtal

$ ~.59

87.57

$ U.00

17.50
115.00

9.00

-0-

-0-

2247

2248
2144

2249

23~5
2261

2570
2370

24~
2468

2521
2547

z7~
2547

I~fl.51
-0-

17.50
U9.00

$ 2,500.00

06/30/86

06/16/86

06/30/86

07/01/86

07/21/86

07iW86

07/30/86

~86
07/24/86

~fl/07/86
08/12/86

08/22/86

10/07/86
09/17/86
~6/86

09/05/86

2,500.00

278.97

-0-

3316

1,279.87
1,~9.71

-0-

16.00
196.00

8.00
161.00

16.50
197.49

9.50
-0-

196.00

-0-

-0-

-0-
-0-

-0-
-0-
-0-

$12,341.63
1,119.49
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10/30/86
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767.~

141.65
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08/14/86
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~86
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~0W86
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10/27/86
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10/3/86

12102/86

U/05/86

01/07/87
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87.10

137.93
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215.fl
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2643
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2946

3115
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35W

3294

3295

3653
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-0-
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-0-
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39~

~23
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~6s
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-0-
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-0-
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(Ebc~rpted fran Final Ax4it report, Secticn III.)

C. Use of Funds for Non-Qualified Campaign Expenses -

Allocation of Expenditures to States

Section 9035(a) of Title 26 of the United States Code
states, in part, that no candidate shall knowingly incur qualified
campaign expenses in excess of the expenditure limitations
applicable under section 441a(b)(l)(A) of Title 2.

Section 9036.2(b)(l)(A) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations provides, in part, that the Commission may
determine that amount(s) of any payments made to a candidate from
the matching payment account were used for purposes other than to
defray qualified campaign expenses. Section 9038.2(b)(2)(ii)(A)
states that an exampl, of a Commission repayment determination
under paragraph (b)(2) of this section includes determinations
that a candidate, a candidate's authorized committee(s) or agents
have made expenditures in excess of the limitations set forth in
11 C.F.R. S9035.

Sections 441a(b)(l)(A) and 441a(c) of Title 2 of the
United States Code and Section 9035(a) of Title 26 of the United
States Code provide, in part, that no candidate for the office of
President of the United States who is eligible under Section 9033
of Title 26 to receive payments from the Secretary of the Treasury
may make expenditures in any one State aggregating in excess of
the greater of 16 cents multiplied by the voting age population of
the State, or $200,000, as adjusted by the change in the Consumer
Price Index.

Section 106.2(a)(l) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that expenditures incurred by a
candidate's authorized committee(s) for the purpose of influencing
the nomination of that candidate for the office of President with
respect to a particular State shall be allocated to that State.
An expenditure shall not necessarily be allocated to the State in
which the expenditure is incurred or paid. In the event that the
Commission disputes the candidate's allocation or claim of
exemption for a particular expense, the candidate shall A
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demonstrate with supporting documentation, that his or her
proposed method of allocation or claim of exemption was
reasonable. Further, 11 COFOR. S106.2(c describes the various
types of activities that are exempted from State allocation.

Section 106.2(c)(5) of Title 11 of the Code of FederalRegulations states, in part, that an amount equal to 10% of
campaign workers salaries and overhead expenditures in a
particular State may be excluded from allocation to that State as
an exempt compliance cost. An additional amount equal to 10% of
such salaries and overhead expenditures in a particular State may
be excluded from allocation to that State as exempt fundraising
expenditures, but this exemption shall not apply within 28
calendar days of the primary election.

Section 106.2(b)(2)(iv) of Title 11 of the Code ofFederal Regulations states, in part, that overhead expenditures
include, but are not limited to, rent, utilities, office
equipment, furniture, supplies, and telephone service base
charges.

For the 1966 election, the expenditure limitation for
the State of Iowa vas $775,217.60 and for the State of New
Hampshire was $461,000.00. The Committee provided computerized
worksheets to the Audit staff that indicated allocable costs to
Iowa and New Hampshire of $793,230.82 and $462,462.20

in respectively, as of October 31, 1988. These totals agreed with
the totals disclosed by the Committee on its FEC Form 3P, Page 3
as of March 31, 1989.

The Audit staff reviewed the Committee's allocationworksheets and analyzed the Committee's allocation methods. Based
on this review the following additions to the Committee's
allocation totals are required.

1. Twenty-Five Percent Fundraising Exemption -

Travel, Events - Senator Dole and Events -

Elizabeth Dole

The Committee applied a 25 percent fundraisingexemption to the following expense code categories: Travel
(Intra-state), Events - Senator Dole, and Events - Elizabeth Dole.
The Committee did not apply the exemption to expenses within 28
days of either primary election.

The Committee Treasurer stated that the 25 percentexemption was taken to reflect the fundraising efforts associated
with these three categories. He explained that whenever Senator
Dole and Elizabeth Dole were traveling, they would make a request
for contributions. Twenty-five percent was selected by the
Committee as a reasonable" judgment of what these requests were
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worth to the Committee's fundraising efforts. No explanation forthe inclusion of the Travel category in this calculation yam
offered by the Committee. No other evidence to support this
exemption was provided.

Neither the Act nor the Commission's Regulations
provide for a fundraising exemption for these expense categories.
In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff noted that in the
staff's opinion the Committee had not demonstrated that 25 percentfundraising exemption is reasonable. It was also noted that,absent the submission of documentary evidence to demonstrate thatthese exemptions are reasonable, the amounts excluded by theCommittee from the Iowa and New Hampshire expenditure limitations
($26,450.36 and $13,997.06, respectively) had been included in theAudit staff's calculation. Finally, the Committee was requested
to submit evidence which revealed the nature of the fundraisingappeal for each event, how the appeal was delivered and the amount
of resulting contributions.

m In response to the Interim Audit Report, theCommittee Treasurer cites 11 C.F.R. SlOO.8(b)(21)(i) which he
quotes as follows:

"'Any costs incurred by a candidate...in connectionwith the solicitation of contributions are not expenditures ifincurred by a candidate who has been certified to receive
Li' Presidential Primary Matching Fund Payments...'" He continuesthat "'[Un connection with the solicitation of contributions' isdefined at 11 C.F.R. S100.8(b)(21)(ii) as meaning'...any costreasonably related to fundraising activity...'" The Treasurerstates that "without the transportation of Senator and Secretary

Dole through Iowa and New Hampshire, its fundraising appeal would
have been zilch."

In response to the Audit staff's Interim Audit
Report request for evidence which reveals the nature of the
fundraising appeal for each event, how the appeal was delivered
and the amount of resulting contributions, the Committee states
that "[tihe nature of the fundraising appeal was 'Please givemoney,' the appeal was delivered by voice and the amount received
is irrelevant." The Treasurer further argues that the directcosts listed in 11 C.F.R. SlOO.8(b)(2luii) are not exclusive andthat they must only be reasonably related to fundraising. He adds
that "[tihe fact that the Audit staff does not believe the
transportation and event costs associated with the Senator and
Secretary represent 'reasonable' fundraising costs does notpreclude them from being such costs" and adds that the Committee
took only 25% of these costs as exempt.

The Treasurer concludes that without these costs,
the Committee would not have raised much money and that "areasonable person might believe that 25% of such costs were
reasonably associated with fundraising."
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The Audit staff reiterates that in order to exempt
from allocation the expenditures included in the three categories
discussed above, documentation supporting a fundraising appeal
which can be associated with the expenditures is necessary. Since
no such documentation was provided in the Committee's response to
the Interim Audit Report, no adjustment to the allocations has
been made.

2. Fundraising Exemptions - Direct Mail Costs

The committee separated their direct mail costs
into two categories: Postage/Printing and Newsletter/Postcards.
For allocation purposes, the Committee excluded a percentage of
these direct mail costs as fundraising. This percentage varied
from item to item.

The Audit staff reviewed the documentation related
to the Iowa and New Hampshire direct mail costs which had been
given fundraising exclusions by the Committee to determine if
these exclusions were supported. These mailings were targeted for
these two states. The auditors did not accept the fundraising
exclusions for the costs which had no solicitation samples
available to review or for costs which had solicitation samples
without a request for funds.

The Committee excluded the following amounts as the
fundraising share of the direct mail costs:

Iowa $217,643.73
New Hampshire $ 43,877.56

Based on the Audit staff's review of supporting
documentation regarding these direct mail costs, we were able to
verify $23,369.76 of the $217,643.73 excluded by the Committee for
Iowa, leaving the solicitation of funds unverified for direct mail
costs of $194,273.97 ($217,643.73 - $23,369.76). The Audit staff
applied a 100% fundraising allocation to the $23,369.76 of direct
mail costs which contained a fundraising appeal resulting in a
credit of $20,370.42 for items not allocated 100% by the
Committee. The adjusted unverified Iowa total is $173,903.55
($194,273.97 - $20,370.42).

The Audit staff reviewed the Committee's allocation
worksheets regarding Iowa direct mail costs and noted purposes
such as postcards announcing town meetings, Iowa newsletters,
announcement letters, etc.

For New Hampshire, the Audit staff was able to
verify $129.50 of the $43,877.56 excluded by the Committee. In
addition, the Committee includes an adjusting journal entry in the
amount of $(6,418.91) for which no support has been provided.
Therefore, the Audit staff was unable to verify $43,748.06 of the
$43,877.56 excluded by the Committee for New Hampshire ($43,877.56
- $129.50). The Audit staff applied a 100% fundraising allocation
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to the $129.50 of direct mail costs which contained a fundraising
appeal resulting in a credit of $129.50 for it... not allocated
100% by the Committee. The adjusted unverified New Hampshire
total is $43,616.56 ($43,748.06 - $129.50).

The Committee was provided copies of vorkpapers in
support of the auditors' figures.

The Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report includes explanations and documentation related to Iowa
direct mail costs which the Committee believes documents a 50%
fundraising exemption for several items noted as unverified by the
auditors.

Based on our review of this information, the Audit
staff has determined that of the $173,903.55 noted as unverified
Iowa direct mail costs, $121,967.77 of these costs contained a
direct fundraising appeal. Included in this amount is postage
which as a result of material submitted can be associated with a
particular solicitation. Included in this amount is postage whichas a result of documents submitted can be associated with a
particular solicitation. The remaining $51,935.78 ($173,903.55 -$121,967.77) is still unverified and is allocable to the Iowa
state limit.

r) The Committee's response did not address the
$43,618.56 of unverified New Hampshire direct mail costs and
therefore $43,618.56 is allocable to the New Hampshire state
limit.

It should be noted that the Audit staff applied
100% of the direct mail costs which contained a fundraising appeal
to exempt fundraising, as opposed to the 50% requested by the
Committee.

3. Allocation of Intra-State Phone Calls Paid for
With Telephone Credit Cards

Section 106.2(a)(1) of Title 11 of the Code ofFederal Regulations states, in part, that expenditures incurred by
a candidate's authorized committee(s) for the purpose of
influencing the nomination of that candidate for the office of
President with respect to a particular State shall be allocated to
that State.

The Audit staff reviewed Committee headquarters
telephone bills from April 1987 through March 1988 to determine
the total amounts of intra-state phone calls made in Iowa and New
Hampshire which were charged on Committee telephone credit cards.
The Committee did not allocate these intra-state calls to the
appropriate states. No explanation for this omission was provided
by the Committee.
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The total of intra-state calls, adjusted for the10% compliance and 10% fundraising exemptions, are as follows:

Iowa $23,280.46
New Hampshire $ 1,696.44

In the Committee's response to the Interim AuditReport, the Committee states that they agree with these
allocations.

4. Phone Bank Operations

Section l06.2(a)(l) of Title 11 of the Code ofFederal Regulations states, in part, that expenditures incurred bya candidate's authorized committee(s) for the purpose ofinfluencing the nomination of the candidate for the office of thePresident with respect to a particular State shall be allocated tothat State. An expenditure shall not necessarily be allocated tothe State in which the expenditure is incurred or paid.

Section ll0.8(c)(2) of Title 11 of the Code ofFederal Regulations states that for State limitations,
expenditures for fundraising activities targeted at a particular) State and occurring within 28 days before that state's primaryelection, convention or caucus shall be presumed to be) attributable to the expenditure limitation for that State.

) The Committee had a phone bank operation located inKansas City, Kansas from July 1987 through February 1988 andanother in Visner, Nebraska from October 1987 through February) 1988. The auditors requested copies of the phone bank scripts but
the Committee never prc'vided them.r

Kansas City Phone Bank

The Audit staff reviewed U.S. Sprint telephone
invoices which contained 42,544 phone calls from the Kansas Cityphone bank, of which 5,587 (13%) were calls made to Iowa telephonenumbers. The total cost of the Iowa calls was $1,054.80. Callsmade to New Hampshire were determined to be immaterial.

To derive the Iowa share of the other related phonebank costs, the Audit staff applied the 13% (Iowa percentage) tothe other cost categories on the phone bills: Federal Excise Tax,Features Federal Taxes, Vats Equipment Charge and Volume Discount.The total Iowa share of these costs is $73.01. The 13% was thenapplied to Rent, Salaries, and Reimbursements related to the phonebank. These costs were also adjusted for the 10% compliance and10% fundraising exemptions. The total Iowa share of these costs is$2,328.30. The total Iowa portion of the Kansas City phone bankis therefore $3,456.11 ($1,054.80 + $73.01 + $2,328.30).

The Committee did not allocate any of the costsassociated with the Kansas City phone bank to Iowa. At the exit
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conference, the Treasurer stated that the Kansas City phone bank
was set up to influence the entire country and therefore, the
costs are not allocable to Iowa. He cited 11 C.F.R.
5106.2(b)(2)(v) which states that expenditures for telephone calls
between two States need not be allocated to any State.

The Committee was provided with copies of
workpapers in support of the auditors' figures at the exit
conference.

In the response to the Interim Audit Report, the
Committee stated that they agreed with the Audit staff's
allocation of $73.01 to Iowa as the Iowa share of the other
related Kansas City phone bank costs. They also agreed with the
allocation of $2,328.30 to Iowa as the Iowa share of lent,
Salaries and Reimbursements related to the Kansas City phone bank.

However, the Committee did not agree with the
allocation to Iowa of $1,054.80 of Iowa telephone call charges
made from the Kansas City phone bank. The Committee cited 11
C.P.a. SlO6.2(b)(2)(v) which states that expenditures for
telephone calls between two states need not be allocated to any
state. The Committee asserted that "DPi fails to see how such
plain language can be interpreted in any way except to exempt toll
charges from state allocation.

The Committee added that they did not find any
language in the Regulations or appropriate Explanations and

-~ Justifications, as cited by the auditors in the Interim Audit
Report, that refuted the "plain meaning" of 11 C.P.a.
S106.2(b)(2)(v).

The Committee also cited 11 C.F.R. S106.2(b)(1)
which states that unless otherwise specified under 11 C.F.R.
S106.2(b)(2), an expenditure incurred by a candidate's authorized
committee(s) for the purpose of influencing the nomination of that
candidate in more than one state shall be allocated to each state
on a reasonable and uniformly applied basis. The Committee then
noted that "[Un case anyone wonders if the toll charges involved
here qualify as an 'expenditure' for interstate calls, it should
be noted that DPI paid the cost of these calls directly and that
no third party was involved.

The Committee Treasurer additionally quoted the
Explanation and Justification from the February 4, 1983 Federal
Register which states that "Subsection (b)(2)(v) sets forth a new
method for allocating telephone charges other than base service
charges. All calls made within a particular State must be
allocated to that State. Calls made between two States, whether
or not using toll free service, are exempted from allocation." He
added that the phrase "are exempted from allocation" was simple to
understand. The Committee Treasurer continued that "(Un the 1987
rewrite of many of the state allocation regulations the Commission
again states that '[ijnter-state calls remain exempt from



~ ~ ~ . .

allocation under paragraph (b)(2)(v).' ito added that "1 again do
not see any meaning beyond what that simple statement States" and
that "[tihe Commission specifically considered the exemption and
chose not to change the language."

A similar issue arose in the audit of the 1984
presidential campaign of Senator John Glenn. In that case, the
Final Audit Report stated that the interstate telephone call
exemption was designed to eliminate the problems of trying to
allocate telephone calls between offices of a campaign committee.
Eventually, the dispute over these costs went to litigation. John
Glenn Presidential Committee v. FEC, 822 F.2d 1097 (D.C. Cir.
1987). The Commission maintained that the regulation only applies
when an expenditure is directed at attracting voters in more than
one state. The court accepted this as a "rational explanation of
the Commission's regulations. 822 F.2d at 1102. Since Iowa
voters alone were the objectives of the telephone expenses, the
court held that the Commission reasonably concluded that the
governing prescription was contained in 11 C.F.R. S106.2(a)(1)."
822 F.2d at 1102.

Since the telephone calls from the Kansas City
phone bank were not exclusively targeted to Iowa, the Commission
has determined that the $1,054.80 of telephone charges for calls
made to Iowa are not allocable to the Iowa spending limitation.
However, the $2,401.31 ($73.01 + $2,328.30) of other costs
associated with the Kansas City phone bank are allocable to Iowa.
In their response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee
agreed with this allocation.

Nebraska Phone Bank

The Committee had a phone bank operation in Wisner,
Nebraska.*/ The Audit staff reviewed the Great Plains
Communication telephone invoices which contained 445,914 toll
calls. Of these calls 338,675 (75.95%) were calls made to Iowa
phone numbers. The cost of these Iowa calls was $106,612.38.

To derive the Iowa share of the other related phone
bank costs, the Audit staff applied the 75.95% (Iowa percentage)
to the other cost categories on the phone bills: Equipment
Charges, Federal Tax, Volume Discount and Telephone Facility Fee.
The total Iowa share of these costs is a credit
of S(2,452.73). The 75.95% was then applied to Salaries and
Overhead Costs related to the phone bank. These costs were
adjusted for the 10% compliance and 10% fundraising exemptions.
The total Iowa share of these costs is $64,634.96. The total Iowa
portion of the Nebraska phone bank is therefore $168,794.61
($106,612.38 + $(2,452.73) + $64,634.96).

*1 Wisner, Nebraska is located in northeast Nebraska about 40
miles from the Iowa border.



During the fieldwork the Committee Treasurer stated
that they allocated phone bank salaries and overhead costs to Iowa
but that the telephone calls made from the phone bank to Iowa were
not allocated to Iowa because they were considered Interstate
calls and therefore not allocable pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
5106.2(b)(2)(v).

At the exit conference the Treasurer reiterated
that in his opinion, calls from Nebraska to Iowa vera not
allocable to Iowa and the Committee had complied with the
regulations. The Audit staff explained that in our opinion, the
phone bank was set up primarily to target Iowa and therefore all
calls to Iowa are allocable to Iowa.

Based on the rationale as set forth above, the
Commission has determined that since telephone calls from the
Nebraska phone bank were not exclusively targeted to Iowa, the
$106,612.38 of telephone charges for calls made to Iowa are not
allocable to the Zova spending limitation. Since the Committee
allocated $64,136.94 in non-telephone costs to Iowa from the
Nebraska phone bank, the Audit staff concludes that a credit in
the amount of $(l,954.71) ($64,634.96 . ($2,452.73) - $64,136.94)
should be applied to the Committee's Iowa allocations.

Conclusion

The Committee agrees with the Audit staff's additional
allocation related to the Kansas City phone bank for costs

-~ associated with the phone calls made to Iowa. After the deletion
of the Iowa phone calls, the allocation to the Iowa spendingo limitation for the Nebraska phone bank is overstated by a similar
amount. The resulting change to the existing allocations is
immaterial.

5. New England (NE) Regional Office

Section 106.2(b)(2)(iv)(B) of Title 11 of the Code
of Federal Regulations states, in part, that except for
expenditures exempted under paragraph (c) of this section,
overhead expenditures of a committee regional office or any
committee office with responsibilities in two or more States shall
be allocated to each State on a reasonable and uniformly applied
basis. For purposes of this section, overhead expenditures
include but are not limited to, rent, utilities, office equipment,
furniture, supplies and telephone service base
charges.

Section 106.2(a)(l) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states, in part, that in the event that the
Commission disputes the candidate's allocation or claim of
exemption for a particular expense, the candidate shall
demonstrate, with supporting documentation, that his or her
proposed method of allocation or claim of exemption was
reasonable.
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The Committee maintained an office in Manchester,
New Hampshire which they treated as a regional office for six
states in New England. The six states, along with the Committee's
allocation percentages, and their respective primary/Caucus dates
are as follows:

New Hampshire (60%) 2/16/88
Massachusetts (20%) 3/08/88
Maine (5%) 2/26/88
Vermont (5%) 3/01/88*/
Rhode Island (5%) 3/08/88
Connecticut (5%) 3/29/88

The Committee Treasurer stated that the allocation
percentages were developed in the Fall of 1987 and were based on aweighted average of anticipated hours to be worked by 'regional'
staff persons on each of the six states. The Audit staff asked if
any adjustments to these percentages were made by the Committee
during the operation of the regional office or after it ceased to
exist to reflect actual experience. The Treasurer responded that
no adjustments were made.

A request was made by the auditors that theto Committee provide any planning documents used for the set-up and
operation of the Manchester office as the NE Regional Office. The
Committee Treasurer stated he would attempt to locate any
documentation related to the planning of the regional office.

In an attempt to evaluate the reasonableness of the
Committee's allocation of the Manchester office as the NE Regional

O Office, the auditors performed a number of analyses to identify
the activities which related to the states involved.

~J.
a. Review of Payroll and Overhead Costs

A review was performed to identify payroll and
overhead costs which the Committee allocated directly to the six
states. With this information, a determination was to be made as
to the extent the Committee offices located in the NE Region
functioned autonomously.

The Committee allocated $123,550.54 of payroll
costs (Salaries"/ - $43,937.39, Consultants - $79,613.15) directly
to the six states whereas $86,348.36 of payroll was allocated to
the NE Region. In addition, the Committee allocated $110,810.51
of overhead costs directly to the six states whereas $86,668.67 of
overhead was allocated to the NE Region. Categories of overhead
costs include Telephone (Intra-state), Rent/Utilities, Supplies
and Equipment (see Attachment 1).

*/ Non-binding Primary. Republican Caucus - 4/26/88.

**/ Includes FICA calculations as determined by auditors.
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The Audit staff noted that of the $43,937.39 in
salaries allocated directly to the six states by the Committee,
$-0- vas allocated directly to New Hampshire. Massachusetts
received the largest portion - $37,085.69. Of the $79,613.15 in
consultant fees allocated to the six states, only $15,313.55 vas
allocated directly to New Hampshire by the Committee. Therefore,
direct charges to New Hampshire represent only 12% of salaries and
consulting fees direct charged to the States within the region.

The Audit staff further noted that of the
$110,810.50 allocated to the six states for the overhead
categories, only $15,241.11 (or 14%) was allocated directly to New
Hampshire by the Committee. Massachusetts again received the
largest portion - $56,052.93 (or 51%).

It is the opinion of the Audit staff that based on
the Committee's direct allocations of payroll/overhead to the NE
Region states, the Committee had independent offices in all these
states but did not acknowledge an office for New Hampshire. For
example, the Committee made direct allocations to New Hampshire of
payroll and overhead in the amount of $30,554.66, compared to
Massachusetts - $107,363.62, Maine - $28,574.47 and Vermont -

$35,838.79. The primary dates for Massachusetts, Maine and
Vermont were 3/6/66, 2/26/88 and 3/1/88 respectively, whereas the
New Hampshire primary was held on 2/16/88 and is traditionally the
most significant primary in the region.

In
b. Review of Staff Vendor Files

The Audit staff reviewed all available vendor files
o and travel reimbursement documentation for Committee staff whose

salaries or consulting fees were included in the payroll costs
allocated to the NE Region by the Committee. A determination was
attempted as to whether these employees appeared to be performing
regional" activities or activities associated with just one of

the states.

Of the five staff persons whose salaries were
allocated to NE Region, four of them traveled extensively for the
Committee. However, these four persons only left New Hampshire
occasionally and no trips to the other states were documented
after October 24, 1987. The Audit staff noted that many of these
trips were to Boston, Massachusetts for staff training and staff
meetings. The available documentation did not indicate any
training or meetings occurring in New Hampshire. The fifth person
apparently did not travel. Because of the nature of the available
documentation, the Audit staff was unable to determine the
assignments or projects these persons were involved in during
their employment with the Committee.

The Regional Director for the New England Region
worked out of the Committee's headquarters in Washington, D.C.
after 6/1/87. His consulting fees were allocated 100% to
Fieldstaff - Consultants (i.e., National Operations). A review of



his vendor files revealed that he traveled from D.C. to New
Hampshire frequently for short visits and occasionally visited the
other NE states. Again, no documentation was available to
determine th. projects he worked on.

Of the three staff persons whose consulting fees
were allocated to the NE Region, one was the Executive Director
for the Massachusetts state office. A review of his vendor files
did not show him leaving Massachusetts while employed by the
Committee. The Committee originally allocated his $18,500 in
consulting fees to NE Region but later adjusted it by
reclassifying $15,500 of these fees to Massachusetts.

The second consultant, who was a resident of
Vermont, was the Executive Director for the Vermont office and the
only staff person for the Maine office. He primarily traveled in
Vermont and Maine with a few trips to New Hampshire. The Committee
originally allocated his $15,500 of consulting fees to NE Region
but later reclassified $14,000 of these fees to Vermont.

The third consultant performed computer services
from 8/9/67 through 2/27/88. Because she was a Manchester, New
Hampshire resident and had no travel reimbursements, the auditors
concluded that she worked at the Manchester office. This person
received eight checks from the committee for her services - five
were allocated to N Region - Equipment ($1,522.50, 8/9/87-
11/14/87), one was allocated to New Hampshire - Consultants
($457.50, 11/15/87-12/19/87), one was allocated to NE Region -

Consultants ($365.00, 12/20/87-1/31/88) and the final one was
allocated to New Hampshire - Consultants ($142.50, 2/1/88-
2/27/88). The auditors were unable to identify the projects she
worked on from the available documentation.

C. Review of Committee's NE Region Allocations

The auditors performed a review of the available
supporting documentation for all the Committee's allocations to
the NE Region account codes to evaluate the allocations. Direct
allocations by the Audit staff to the six states was undertaken
based on our review of the vendor files (see Attachment 2).

Based on our review of the information made
available, it is the opinion of the Audit staff that the Committee
has not demonstrated that the office in Manchester, New Hampshire
functioned as a regional office. Therefore, the Audit staff has
determined that the $150,506.55 of costs allocated to the NE
Region by the Committee are allocable to New Hampshire. Since the
Committee has allocated 60% of this total to New Hampshire through
its regional allocations, the additional allocation to New
Hampshire is $54,341.62, determined as follows:
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Audit Allocations to
Nov Hampshire $150,506.55

Additional Portion to
Nov Hampshire x .40

60,202.62

LESS:
Audit Allocations of Nov
England Regional Expenses to
Other 5 NE Region States 9,768.33

Overallocated % to
Nov Hampshire x .60

(5,861.00)

Additional Nov Hampshire
Allocation

T)

0 d. Committee Comments

At the exit conference the Committee Treasurer
stated that control of the offices in the other NE states vas from
the office in Manchester, Nov Hampshire and that expenses
allocated directly to these states does not preclude the use of
percentage allocations in a regional office concept. The former
Treasurer stated that the regional" office in Manchester remained
open after the Nev Hampshire primary (2/16/88) which he believes
supports their regional allocations. It appears from the auditors
review of the vendor files that the NE Region's salaried employees
were paid for the last time on 3/2/88 for the period 2/16/88-
2/29/88, or one pay period after the Nov Hampshire primary. No
records vere available to shov the duties of the NE Region office
or employees.

At the exit conference, the Committee was provided
with copies of work papers in support of the auditors' figures.

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report, the Committee Treasurer explains that "(alt the beginning
of the campaign, DFP knew that a number of New England states
would have early electoral tests of one sort or another" and that
"[blecause of this, it was important that we utilize our resources
in the months leading up to the various tests so as to maximize
our success."

The Committee Treasurer states that in June of
1987, the Committee reviewed its staffing needs for the six New
England states and they determined to set up a regional office in
New Hampshire. He further states that "...the decision was, in
some part, made with the beneficial affects it would have on the
spending limit problem" but that "the decision was primarily made
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because of the understanding that the region's top people would
necessarily spend most of their time in New Hampshire and
therefore that state made the most sense to host a regional
off ice.

He continues by stating that "(ojnce a decision was
reached to place a regional office in New Hampshire, staff was
asked to review the duties of the five New England staff people
and make a determination of how much time each was expected to
spend on New Hampshire versus the other New England states over
the next several months as a whole. For any given week the time
actually spent on one state or another might be different but I
thought it appropriate to have an allocation formula based on the
entire campaign rather than adjust it from one week to the next."

The Committee provided a copy of a minmo dated June23, 1987 in which the Treasurer points out that with the exception
of the 70% estimated for the New Hampshire Executive Director, all
employees were estimated to spend 40% of their time on New
Hampshire (see Attachment 3). The Committee Treasurer states that
"(gliven the extreme doubt with which I knew the auditors would
view a regional office, I set the regional allocation to 60% for
New Hampshire, 20% for Nassachusetta and 5% for the other four
states." The Committee also provided a New England Regional
Committee newsletter from November 1987 which contains articles
regarding the Committee's regional approach to the New England
states (see Attachment 4).

The Committee takes exception to the Audit staff's
analysis of the direct costs to the other NE Region states. They
state that "(tihe fact that DFP chose to have a regional office
does not preclude it from having offices in the states covered by
that regional office. That would be like saying that because we
had a national office, we shouldn't have offices in the field, Of
course we had significant direct costs in the states outside of
New Hampshire, we were trying to win everywhere."

The Audit staff contends that based on our analysis
of direct costs allocated to the NE Region states that it appeared
that the Committee had independent offices in the five states
other than New Hampshire. Since the direct costs allocated to New
Hampshire were minimal, the "Regional Office" more closely
resembled a New Hampshire state office than a regional office.

The Committee points out that the Audit staff notes
that $173,017 of payroll/overhead was allocated to the NE Region
but that the Audit staff does not acknowledge that 60% of that
figure was allocated to New Hampshire via the NE Region
allocations. This 60% allocation is acknowledged in several
places in the interim audit report. They add that they believe
that a state with a regional office would have little in direct
costs but would have the lion share of regional costs, which they
point out is supported by the auditors' figures.



The Committee also contends that the Audit staff
does not mention that the Committee paid $700 in January for
another office in Manchester, New Hampshire and over $3,000 for
space it took over from the Haig Committee, which was all
allocated directly to New Hampshire. They add that as in the
other states, the Committee had space dedicated directly to New
Hampshire. The Audit staff points out that the Committee paid
$1,400 on November 30, 1987 to the same vendor that the $700 was
paid to in January 1988. This $1,400, for one month's rent plus a
$700 security deposit, was allocated to the NE Region. Also, of
the $3,013.66 paid to the Haig Committee in February 1988; $66.66
was for rent, $47 was for utilities and $2,900 was for the
purchase of yard signs.

Therefore, office rent allocated by the Committee
directly to New Hampshire totalled only $766.66. Contrary to the
Committee's assertion, these expenses, which they direct charged
to New Hampshire, were taken into account by the Audit staff as
illustrated by Attachment 1, which was also attached to the

NI interim audit report. Available documentation does not allow adetermination to be made regarding that portion of NE Region rent
expense which relates solely to New Hampshire.

'0 In the Committee's response, the Treasurer states
that he was confused by the $150,506.55 figure on page 21 of the
Interim Audit Report. This figure was the portion of costs
allocated to the NE Region by the Committee which the auditors
determined, from a review of the available supporting
documentation, was allocable to New Hampshire.

0 The Committee also takes exception with the Audit
staff's statement that the New Hampshire primary is traditionally
the most significant primary in the region. The Committee states
that they are not claiming that New Hampshire was unimportant and
that the 60% allocation reflects this belief.

The Committee further states that if the Audit
staff does not believe the allocation formula was reasonable then
the Audit staff should provide the Committee with the allocation
formula it deems as reasonable. Without documentation in support
of the programs, activities and staff assignments involving the
six states deemed NE Region states by the Committee, the Audit
staff is unable to determine an allocation formula. If these
materials had been provided by the Committee to the Audit staff
when requested during the fieldwork and again in the Interim Audit
Report, the Committee's allocation formula could have been
reviewed for reasonableness or an alternative could have been
proposed once it had been demonstrated that the Manchester office
was actually a regional office.

The Audit staff concludes that, based on available
information, the Committee's Manchester, New Hampshire office
functioned primarily as the New Hampshire office. As noted above,
the New Hampshire primary is traditionally the most significant
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primary in the region. The Committee acknoviedges this in their
response to the interim audit report and notes that their 60%
allocation of the NE Region to Nov Hampshire reflects the State'u
importance. The Audit staff also believes that 60% is conceivably
a reasonable allocation of any regional expenses incurred by the
Committee. As noted in the Interim Audit Report and discussed
above (Page 20), the Committee allocated no salary and relatively
small amounts of consulting and overhead directly to New Hampshire
(see Attachment 1). For the majority of expenses related to the
New Hampshire office, the Committee does not distinguish between
expenses which were incurred for their New Hampshire campaign and
those which may have been regionaV. Rather, the regional
expense allocation was applied to the total of these two types of
expenses. This point is demonstrated by Attachment 3. In this
memorandum, the Committee makes estimates of the portion of
certain individuals' time that would be dedicated to New Hampshire
versus regional work.y However, when the allocations were done,
rather than applying the regional allocation formula to the
regional portion of these salaries, it was applied to the sum of
the New Hampshire and regional portions. No documentation is
available to allow the Audit staff to determine the regional
versus New Hampshire portions of the expenses associated with the
NE Region. Finally, it is noted that when all salaries, overhead

'I) and other expenses for the states in the NB Region are taken
together, the Audit staff's New Hampshire allocation represents
only 46% of the total.

LA No changes have been made to the Interim Audit Report
allocations.

O 6. Compliance Exemptions - Media Costs

Section 106.2(B)(2)(i)(B) states that expenditures
for radio, television and similar types of advertising, including
any commission, purchased in a particular media market that covers
more than one State shall be allocated to each State in proportion
to the estimated audience. It further states that the allocation
shall be done using industry market data.

Section 106.2(c)(5)(i) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states, in part, that exempt compliance costs
are those legal and accounting costs incurred solely to ensure
compliance with 26 U.S.C. 9031, 2 U.S.C. 431 AND 11 C.F.R. Chapter
I, including the costs of preparing matching fund submissions.
The costs of preparing matching fund submissions shall be limited
to those functions not required for general contribution
processing.

Section 441d(a)(l) of Title 2 of the United States
Code states that whenever any person makes an expenditure for the

*/ NO information is available to determine if these estimates
proved to be accurate.
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purpose of financing communications expressly advocating the
election or defeat of a clearly identified candidate, or solicits
any contribution through any broadcasting station, newspaper,
magazine, outdoor advertising facility, direct mailing, or any
other type of general public political advertising, such
communication, if paid for and authorized by a candidate, an
authorized political committee of a candidate, or its agents,
shall clearly state that the communication has been paid for by
such authorized political committee.

The Committee applied a 10% compliance exemption to
their media costs which according to the Committee treasurer
represents the costs incurred for including the disclaimer notice
required by 2 u.s.C. S44ld(a~ on broadcast media. The amounts
exempted by the Committee were as follows:

Iowa $16,061.46
New Hampshire $13,961.15

The Audit staff disagrees with the Committee's
application of compliance exemptions to their media costs.

The cited regulations on media allocation make no
provision for a compliance allocation. Further, the definition of
a compliance cost speaks in terms of cost solely to ensure
compliance. The section goes on to explain one category of
expense where an incremental cost analysis is used to determine
which costs will be considered solely to ensure compliance. Though
not contemplated by the regulation, if a similar analysis was
attempted on media, the incremental cost would appear to be at the
production stage rather than for air time. Production costs need
not be allocated to any state.

Some exceptions to the "solely to ensure
compliance" test have been provided by Commission regulations.
These relate to salary and overhead costs for both state and
national headquarters operations. Percentages are given for
compliance deductions for these categories of expenses. These
exceptions are, however, very specific and narrowly drawn and do
not cover broadcast media.

At the exit conference, the committee treasurer
referred to advisory opinion 1988-6 which allowed the allocation
of 50% of media air time costs to fundraising if a request for
funds as short as 3 seconds occurred. The Audit staff does not
believe that a deduction for compliance is analogous. First, the
advisory opinion notes that ads have two purposes, the raising of
funds and influencing of voters. The required notice does not add
a third reason for running the broadcast, but is required as a
condition of accomplishing one or both of the two campaign
purposes. Second, to qualify for a fundraising exemption, 11
C.F.R. SlOO.8(b)(21) requires that expenditures need only be "in
connection with the solicitation of contributions" while to
qualify as a compliance expense, 11 C.F.R. SlOO.8(b)(15) requires
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that expenditures be 'solely to ensure compliance.'

At the exit conference, the Committee was informed
of the Audit staff's position. No documentation supporting the
Committee's application of a 10% compliance exemption to broadcast
media costs has been provided.

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report, the committee reiterates that they incurred costs to air
the required disclaimer. They further state that '[wjhether or
not DIP would have incurred such costs in any event is, at best,
difficult to determine. DIP believes 10% was reasonable, the
auditors did not.'

Since the Committee did not provide any
documentation in support of their application of a 10% compliance
exemption to broadcast media costs, no adjustment will be made to
the auditors' allocations for the compliance exemptions related to
media costs.

I-,

7. Broadcast Media
r)

Section 106.2(b)(2)(i)(B) of Title 11 of the Code
11) of Federal Regulations requires that expenditures for radio,

television and similar types of advertisements purchased in a
0 particular media market that cover more than one State shall be

allocated to each State in proportion to the estimated audience.
This allocation of expenditures, including any commission charged
for the purchase of broadcast media, shall be made using industry
market data.

0
The Committee contracted with Multi Media Services

Corporation (MMSC) to provide media placement services and they
contracted with Ringe Media, Inc. (RHI) to provide media planning
and production.

The Audit staff reviewed all available radio and
television station invoices to determine if Committee allocations
to Iowa and New Hampshire were reasonable. The reasonableness of
the allocations was tested by referring to the Arbitron television
market share percentages and the Arbitron Ratings Radio Station
Reference Report (1987 edition).

The major difference between the Committee's media
allocations and the allocations determined by the Audit staff vas
due to the auditors' use of the Arbitron Radio book for New
Hampshire. At the exit conference, the Treasurer stated that he
was unaware of the existence of this book. The Committee had used
the television percentages for their radio allocation which for
New Hampshire resulted in a much lower allocation figure.
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The allocation figures for broadcast media are as
follows:

Audited Committee Difference

Iowa $163,210.60 $160,614.62 $ 2,595.98
New Hampshire 176,907.39 139,611.50 37,295.89

Therefore, the additional allocations are $2,595.98
and $37,295.89 to lova and New Hampshire respectively.

The Committee was provided with copies of work
papers in support of the auditors' figures.

The Committee agrees with the Audit staff's
additional allocations regarding broadcast media.

8. Media Commissions (Production)

The Committee paid RE! a commission equal to 1.5%of gross air time costs for all placements of commercials produced
by RN!. This was in addition to the 4% commission paid to NNSC
for commercials placed and a $40,000 monthly fee paid to REX. No
allocations were made by the Committee to Iowa and New Hampshire
for the 1.5% commission paid to RN!. At the exit conference the
Treasurer stated that the RN! commissions were considered
production costs and therefore not allocable to the state limits
pursuant to 11 C.i.a. S106.2(c)(2). However, the auditors contend
that the amount of these fees was dependent on the usage of the
commercials and was therefore directly related to air time.

The following amounts were allocable:

Iowa $177,642.75 x 1.5% - $2,664.64
New Hampshire $199,205.42 x 1.5% - $2,988.08

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report, the Committee takes exception to these allocations. They
state that "...its contract with its media producer (Ringe Media)
called for a flat monthly fee plus an additional payment based on
the extent we used the commercials he produced." The ComiTEEii
adds that they do not understand the relevance of the auditors'
contention that the amount of these fees was dependent on the
usage of the commercials and was therefore directly related to air
time. They continue that a producer would receive more funds as
the frequency of airing the commercials increased and that they do
not know what directly related to air time" has to do with the
fee being considered a production cost.

Although the Committee feels that the 1.5%
commissions paid to Ringe Media, Inc. were media production costs
and therefore not allocable pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S106.2(c)(2),



the Audit staff contends that the 1.5% of gross billings for airtime paid to RN! is a cost of media placement and like other suchcosts is allocable to Iowa and New Hampshire.

9. Individuals' Travel and Salary

Section 106.2(b)(2)(ii) of Title 11 of the Code ofFederal Regulations states that salaries paid to persons vorkingin a particular state for five consecutive days or more, includingadvance staff, shall be allocated to each State in proportion tothe amount of time spent in that State during a payroll period.

Section 106.2(b)(2)(iii) of Title 11 of the Code ofFederal Regulations states that travel and subsistence
expenditures for persons working in a State for five consecutivedays or more shall be allocated to that State in proportion to theamount of time spent in each State during a payroll period. Forpurposes of this section subsistence" includes only expendituresfor personal liv±n; expnses related to a particular individualtraveling on committee business, such as food or lodging.

O Section 106.2(c)(5) of Title 11 of the Code ofFederal Regulations states that an amount equal to 10% of campaign10 workers' salaries and overhead expenditures in a particular State
may be excluded from allocation to that State as an exempt
compliance cost. An additional amount equal to 10% of suchsalaries and overhead expenditures in a particular State may beexcluded from allocation to that State as exempt fundraising
expenditures, but this exemption shall not apply within 28 days of
the primary election.

0
The Audit staff reviewed the vendor files related1~J- to Committee staff travel ira lova and New Hampshire to identify

travel and salary costs which although allocable were not
allocated to these states by the Committee.

This review revealed that expenditures for intra-state travel and subsistence had been incurred by staff persons inIowa and New Hampshire who were in these states on five or moreconsecutive days but were not allocated to the states by theCommittee. The related payroll costs for these persons was alsocalculated and included as expenses allocable to these states. Thepayroll was calculated for the period of time in which thesepersons were documented as being in these states and was adjusted
for the compliance and fundraising exemptions as appropriate.

Based on this review, the Audit staff determinedthat the following travel and salary cost totals be allocated to
Iowa and New Hampshire:

I
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Iowa New Hampshire

Travel $46,584.43 $51,309.52

Salary 60,793.78 15,039.73

TOTAL ~

The Committee was provided 5chedules of these
travel and salary costs at the exit conference.

In the Committee's response to the Interim Audit
Report, they provide arguments on a few of the travel and salary
costs allocated to Iowa and New Hampshire by the auditors.

The Audit staff allocated to Iowa the salary of Tom
Synhorst (co-Regional Director for Iowa) for paydays from March
13, 1967 through March 1, 1968 (also see Exhibit H). The
Committee agrees with the Iowa allocations for the salary payments
for paydays January 1. 1966 through February 15, 1968 ($7,059.78).
They disagree with the allocation of his 1967 salary payments
($42,667.20) and one salary payment covering the period February
15. 1966 through March 1. 1966 which the Committee notes was after
the Iowa caucus ($2,416.96) Salary payments allocated to Iowa by
the Audit staff totaled $52,345.96.

The Committee states that for the 1967 salary
payments, the auditors need more than a person's position to
allocate the costs to Iowa. They add that they do not believe
that the auditors have any record of Mr. Synhorst being in Iowa
more than four consecutive days and that "[tihis is not because we
were being cute and hiding his expenses somehow." The Committee
further states that "...in the beginning, Mr. Synhorst was
responsible for Kansas, a state DY? placed a great deal of
importance in" and that *Mr. Synhorst returned to Washington on a
regular and frequent basis." The Committee then states that 'Hr.
Synhorst may have violated the four day rule at some point of
which I am unaware, but I believe the burden is still on the Audit
staff to make such a showing."

The Audit staff notes that it included Tom
Synhorst's 1967 salary payments as allocable to Iowa because of
his position as co-Regional Director for Iowa, because the
Committee provided him with an apartment in Des Moines, Iowa from
March 1967 through February 1988 and because we were unable to
determine from the documentation provided by the Committee the
exact dates Mr. Synhorst was in Iowa or when he had returned to
his permanent residence in Washington D.C., which he apparently
did quite frequently. The auditors did note, from airline
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reservationy and expense reimbursement documentation, at least
sixteen occasions where Mr. Synhorst appeared to be in Iowa for
five consecutive days or more.

As far as the inclusion of the paycheck covering
the period February 15 through March 1, 1966, which the committee
disagrees with, the Audit staff notes that we included his salary
through the end of February because the Committee paid for the
rental of his Des Moines apaztment for the month of February. The
available documentation for Mr. Synhorst's expenses indicates that
he was in Iowa through the date of the Iowa caucus (2/8/88), but
that the auditors were unable to determine if he remained in Lova
through the end of February. Based on the Committee's argument,
the Audit staff has deleted the $2,416.96 of salary to Tom
Synhorst for the February 15 through March 1, 1968 pay period.

The Committee objects to the auditors' allocation
of one-fifth of a payment ($597) to Long Lines Limited for airfare
which represents Tom Synhorst's share of the payment. He was one
of the five Committee officials on the flight. They state that
the trip was in April of 1967 and that fulnless the auditors have
evidence that he had broken the four day rule this charge should
be removed. The Audit staff notes that the date of travel wasLA April 14, 1967, that the trip was within Iowa only, and that
according to airline reservation documentation for Tom Synhorst,
he was in Iowa from April 8 through April 15, 1987. Based on this
information, the $597 allocation to Iowa will remain unchanged.

Given that Committee records do not establish Mr.
Synhorst's whereabouts, his position with the campaign, and his

0 association with a Committee-provided apartment in Des Moines, the
Audit staff made no further adjustments to Mr. Synhorat's salary.
When the Commission considered this matter, it was determined that
$17,858.87 of his 1987 salary was allocable. This amount is based
on the number of days during 1987 that available documentation
indicated he was in Iowa for periods of five consecutive days or
more. This documentation generally established an Iowa arrival
date and an Iowa departure date but did not always account for his
whereabouts for each of the days in between.

Next, the Committee disagrees with $15,377.20 in
air charter service charges which the auditors have allocated to
Iowa. This figure is comprised of amounts from three payments.

The first amount allocated by the auditors to Iowa
was $3,448.00 for two flights on February 7, 1988. the first
flight was from Omaha, Nebraska to Ft. Dodge, Iowa and included
Senator and Mrs. Dole and six other Committee officials and staff.
It should be noted that the Audit staff considered this Iowa

*/ This information shows only reservations not actual flights
and does not include travel not arranged by the Committee's
travel agency.
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intra-state travel because the entourage attended an event in
Glenvood, Iowa prior to flying to Ft. Dodge, lava via an Omaha,
Nebraska airport. The second flight was from Ft. Dodge, Iowa to
Des Moines, Zova with the same eight persons aboard.

Zn the Committee's response, they point out that
Mrs. Dole was in Iowa from February 7 through 9 (less than five
days) and therefore her costs were not allocable. The Audit staff
concurs with this statement and therefore backs out her share of
these two flights, as well as an additional share for the
Committee staff person who accompanied her on these trips. The
adjusted total for the first amount is therefore $2,586.00
($3,448.00 - $862.00).

The second amount allocated by the auditors to Iowa
was $6,091.20 for two Iowa intrastate flights for Senator Dole
and five other staff members who were in Iowa for at least five
days. No change to this amount has been made.

-~ The third amount allocated by the auditors to Iowa
was $5,838.00 which, according to the check tissue, was for "air

0 travel 3. Dole and staff." The auditors were unable to
determine from the Committee's records vhere this travel occurred,
when this travel occurred, and except for Mrs. Dole, who the
travelers were.

The Committee provided documentation which
demonstrated that this payment was for inter-state travel and
therefore not allocable to Iowa. The Audit staff has adjusted the
allocable amount to Iowa by $5,838.00.

The Committee further objects to the $5,212.18 in
Visa card charges which the auditors have allocated to Iowa. This
total is for six charges ($5,128.42) by Senator Dole, for which
the transaction dates were 12/29/87 for one item and early
February 1988 for the other five items, and one charge by Mrs.
Dole ($83.76) with a transaction date of 2/7/88. The 12/29/87
charge by Senator Dole ($72.02) was for a purchase at Radio Shack
in Keokuk, Iowa and the other five charges by Senator Dole in
early February 1988 were travel-related and were around the
February 3 through February 9, 1988 time period he was documented
to be in Iowa.

Since Mrs. Dole was documented to be in Iowa from
February 6 through February 9, 1988, the Audit staff concurs with
the Committee for this item and has deleted the $83.76 from Iowa
allocation.

The Committee states that it is confused over the
auditors' allocation of charges to New Hampshire related to costs
incurred at the Merrimack Hilton.

The Committee made 2 payments to the Merrimack
Hilton totaling $9,184.88. The first on August 24, 1987, was a
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deposit for election night/week." This $4,000 was allocated to
Nov Hampshire by the Committee. The second payment vas $5.184.88
made on January 28. 1988 and represents the balance due on the
charges. Of this amount, $802.50 vas allocated to New Hampshire
by the committee. The amount billed by the Merrimack Hilton
includes charges for Senator Dole and Committee staff between
February 9 and February 16. 1988. Among these charges are a suite
for one week for the Doles ($1,917.44), one staff room
($1,917.44), two rooms for seven nights ($1,168.44), ten rooms for
three nights ($2,503.80). use of the grand ballroom ($802.50), and
an unspecified charge of $714.76. The Audit staff allocation of
$4,221.88 was determined as follows:

Total Payments $ 9,184.88

Less: Press Filing Room ( 160.50)
Committee Allocations (4,802.50)

Additional Allocation L..S.~IJ~I.I.AA

The charge for the ten rooms for 3 nights is
included though the documentation does not indicate who, if
anyone, occupied the rooms. This charge is therefore allocable
under the general allocation provisions of 11 C.P.a. S
106.2(a)(1). Since no documentation was provided by the Committee
to refute the auditors' allocation, the $4,221.88 amount remains
unchanged.

10. Non-Travel and Salary

During the review of vendor files the Audit staff
noted non-travel and salary costs vhich were allocable to Iowa and
Hew Hampshire but were not allocated to these states by the
Committee. Examples of costs in these categories include meeting
expenses, car rentals, telephone, event expenses, and newspaper
subscriptions. The Audit staff determined that non-travel and
salary costs, which were allocable to Iowa and New Hampshire,
totaled $64,008.61 and $34,170.96 respectively.*/

The Audit staff provided schedules of these non-
travel and salary costs to the Committee at the exit conference.

I ova

The Committee objects to the following charges

allocated to Iowa by the Audit staff:

*/ These allocable amounts have been reduced due to Polling
Expenses having been moved to section 11 below ($16,200.00
in Iowa and $14,697.52 in New Hampshire).



(a) Southwestern Sell, $379.95

The Committee states that the equipment was
sent to Iowa for the announcement tour but did not remain there
since it was used by the advance staff after Iowa. The Audit
staff notes that since no information was provided regarding
how long the equipment was used in Iowa, the $379.95 allocated to
Iowa remains unchanged. The invoice date for this equipment was
November 24, 1967 so it is possible the equipment was in Iowa for
at least two months through the date of the Iowa caucus (2/8/86).

Cb) R.G. Dickinson & Co., $72.00

The Committee states that this item was
charged to an account which was subsequently allocated to Iowa.
The Audit staff concurs and has deleted this item.

(c) RST Marketing, $32,189.33

The Comuittee provided a sample of the
fundraising letter from Senator Chuck Grassley (Iowa) which the

'0 auditors agree demonstrates that the costs associated with this
mailing are exempt fundraising. Of the $32,189.33 allocated by
the auditors, $25,880.66 was related to the Orassley mailing and
has been deleted. In addition, since the Committee allocated 10%

1) of the cost of this mailing to the Iowa state limitation
($2,875.65), the auditors have allowed a credit in this amount to
Iowa.

The Committee did not provide any information
regarding the remaining $6,308.47 paid to RST Marketing, so that
amount will remain allocated to Iowa.

(d) Postmaster, $7,076.41

This item was included in the documentation
provided to the Committee at the exit conference but was not
included in the Interim Audit Report figures. The Committee was
provided with the revised documentation shortly after the exit
conference.

New Hampshire

The Committee also objects to the following charges
allocated to New Hampshire by the Audit staff:

(a) Southwestern Bell, $379.95

For the reasons provided earlier under Iowa
for this vendor, the $379.95 allocated to New Hampshire has not
been adjusted.

j
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(b) Manchester Union Leader, $85.80

The Committee states that this charge was for
a subscription for the national office. The Audit staff concurs
and has deleted this item.

(C) State of Nev Hampshire, $1,000

The Committee states that they thought filing
fees were exempt. The Audit staff contends that the $1,000 filing
fee is allocable to New Hampshire.

(d) Thomas Rath, $10,855.25

The Committee states that Mr. Rath was a
national consultant who lived in New Hampshire but worked for the
national committee. They add that his travel expenses will
reflect this and that ljjust because someone has his checks
mailed to his home in New Hampshire does not mean that New
Hampshire is all they knew about.'

The Audit staff notes that they reviewed
if) invoices related to Mr. Rath's consulting firm, Rath & Young, and

allocated costs, such as telephone conferences, which involved
'f) Committee staff known to be Nev Hampshire campaign personnel.

Also included are costs related to any intrastate New Hampshire
tn travel. Overall expenses and adjustment credits noted on each

invoice were prorated by the auditors based on the percentage of
time determined to be New Hampshire related.

a
The auditors note that costs not related to

New Hampshire were not allocated to New Hampshire, as suggested by
the Committee. The total costs allocated to New Hampshire was 41%
of the total amount billed.

(e) William Landau, $3,000

The Committee states that this charge was for
a van wreck in Massachusetts and that even though New Hampshire
was written on the supporting documentation, it occurred in
Massachussetts. Since the documentation supports this
explanation, this charge has been deleted from New Hampshire
allocation.

11. Polling Expenses

Section 106.2(b)(2)(vi) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states that expenditures incurred for the
taking of a public opinion poll covering only one state shall be
allocated to that state.

The Interim Audit Report explained that the
Committee made payments totaling $621,435.28 to the Wirthlin Group
for polling services. It was further explained that the Audit

~ ~ ~!
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staff reviewed the available documentation related to these
payments, but that it was not possible to determine if the
Committee's allocation of the expenses to spending limitations was
correct because the documentation did not detail the coverage of
the polls. The only exceptions were three payments related to
Iowa and New Hampshire Focus Groups. These payments total
$16,200.00 for Iowa and $14,697.52 for New Hampshire, and were
included in Finding 11.3.10., Non-Travel and Salary Costs, of the
Interim Audit Report.

In the Interim Audit Report it was recommended that
the Committee provide documentation related to polls conducted by
the Wirthlin Group that would establish in which state the polls
were conducted. it was also noted that after the documentation
was reviewed additional recommendations may be forthcoming.

In response to the Interim Audit Reportrecommendations the Committee states that "Iowa was the obvious
place to assess national media. The voters were more aware than
any other state other than New Hampshire. Calling something an
Iowa Focus Group does not mean that the expenditure was intended

0 to influence Iowa voters.' The Committee's response also states
that one payment of $479.52 was for interstate travel and
therefore not allocable. No documentation related to any of the
polling expenses was included with the Committee's response.

Subsequent to the receipt of the Committee's
response to the Interim Audit Report, the Commission issued
subpoenas to both the Committee and the Wirthlin Group requiring
the production of the necessary records. The records provided
indicate that the Committee conducted two public opinion polls in
the State of Iowa and three in New Hampshire. The cost of these
poiis requires allocation to the state spending limitations.

The records produced also showed that the Committee
commissioned one Focus Group in Iowa and two Focus Groups in New
Hampshire. The pollster's reports were provided for the Iowa
Focus Group and one of the two conducted in New Hampshire. These
reports make it clear that the commercials being evaluated were
produced specifically for use in Iowa or New Hampshire. They also
indicate that the participants in the Focus Groups were all
residents of the state involved. Finally, it is noted that both
Focus Group reports indicate that the participants were also asked
to view commercials being aired by one or more of Senator Dole's
opponents. At the time of the Interim Audit Report only one of
the two New Hampshire Focus Groups had been identified. The cost
of both were included in the allocable amount by the Audit staff.
It was also learned that the $479.52 payment, which the Committee
states is interstate travel, was travel related to one of the New
Hampshire Focus Groups, and as such is allocable.



-44-

A final it@. identified from the review of thepolling records is a $4,000.00 per month retainer paid for themonths of January through March of 1988. A prorata portion ofthis retainer has been allocated to Iowa and New Hampshire by the
Audit staff.

The Commission has determined that the Focus Groupsand the pro rata share of the monthly retainer are not allocable.The remaining allocable polling expenses are as follows:

Iowa New Hampshire
Allocable Polling Expenses $ 57,486.25 $ 57,578.50

Less:
Committee Allocations (35,989.00) (25,942.00)

Additional Allocations h5ILII~I~

12. Testing the Waters Expenditures Made by
Campaign America

Section 9034.4(a)(2) of Title 11 of the Code ofFederal Regulations states that even though incurred prior to thedate an individual becomes a candidate, payments made for the
purpose of determining whether an individual should become acandidate, such as those incurred in conducting a poll, shall beconsidered qualified campaign expenses if the individual
subsequently becomes a candidate and shall count against the
candidate's limits under 2 U.S.C. 441a(b).

Section l00.8(b)(l) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states, in part, that the term "expenditure"
does not include payments made solely for the purpose ofdetermining whether an individual should become a candidate. Ifthe individual subsequently becomes a candidate, the payments madeare subject to the reporting requirements of the Act. Suchexpenditures must be reported with the first report filed by theprincipal campaign committee of the candidate, regardless of the
date the payments were made.

Section 100.7(a) of Title 11 of the Code of FederalRegulations states that a contribution includes a gift,
subscription, loan, advance or deposit of money or anything ofvalue by any person for the purpose of influencing any election
for Federal office. The term "anything of value" includes in-kind
contributions.

The Audit staff reviewed the disclosure reportsfiled with the Federal Election Commission by Campaign America
(CA), a registered multicandidate committee associated with thecandidate. The review was intended to determine if any of theactivity disclosed by CA appeared to relate to the Presidential

Ii,
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campaign. A group of transactions were identified from the CAreports which were questioned as possible testing-the-water
expenses. A request for the records relating to these
transactions was made by the Audit staff and again by theCommission. After both were refused, the requested records were
subpoenaed by the Commission.

Campaign America registered vith the Commission inMarch 1978. As background, Attachment 5 shows Receipts,
Disbursements and year end Cash On Hand for each year from 1978through 1988. A significant increase in activity is noted in 1986
and the first quarter of 1987. According to a copy of anewsletter provided by CA Senator Dole is the "Honorary Chairman"
of CA.

As noted above, certain records were obtained fromCA via subpoena. The records obtained were for the period August,1986 through April 1987 and included cancelled checks and related
invoices for disbursements to vendors and persons shown on CAreports as having an Iowa or New Hampshire address. The InterimAudit Report presented an analysis of the documents obtained along'C vith related activity noted in CA reports. Based on thatanalysis, the Interim Audit Report concluded that the recordsindicate the possibility of a "testing-the-waters" campaign by CAon behalf of the Committee. It vas also noted that the
information obtained was limited to payees with an Iowa or NewHampshire address and therefore omitted many possible
"testing-the-waters" disbursements made to payees with addresses
outside of those States.

0
The Interim Audit Report also stated that the

disbursements which were considered potential "testing-the-waters"
in Iowa total $210,049.41. Of that amount, $173,826.46 was
believed attributable to the Iowa spending limitation. In NewHampshire the total was $24,775.11 with $23,329.73 attributed to
the spending limitation. it was also noted that for purposes of
the review the "5-day rule" as set forth in 11 C.F.R. S106.2(b)(2)(iii) was not applied because the persons involved were
CA personnel not Presidential Committee workers. Though theallocable amounts were stated in the report, they were not
included in the preliminary calculation of amounts in excess ofthe Iowa and New Hampshire spending limitations pending theCommittee's response to the Interim Audit Report and the review of
additional records.

In the Interim Audit Report it was recommended thatthe Committee provide all documents associated with disbursements
made by Campaign America and/or any state level account, division
or committee which relate in any way to Iowa or New Hampshire for
the period January 1, 1986 through March 31, 1987.

>1
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In addition, the Committee was requested to provide
the following:

1. The script(s) used for the telemarketing program that was
conducted in Iowa in October and November, 1986;

2. The follow-up letter(s) used for the telemarketing
program that was conducted in Iowa in October and
November, 1986; and

3. All documents including, but not limited to invitations,
hand-outs, press releases, flyers, transcripts, and
speeches which relate to appearances made by Senator
Dole in Iowa and New Hampshire.

In a separate letter to CA's Treasurer, the
Commission requested that CA provide documents relating to
disbursements made by Campaign America in Iowa and New Hampshire
in connection with the presidential campaign of Senator Robert

N. Dole that were not previously provided and specifically:

1. All documents relating to all disbursements made by
Campaign America Iowa Division and Campaign America New Hampshire
from January 1, 1986, to March 31, 1987. This request includes,
but is not limited to invoices, canceled checks, debit memoranda,
bank statements, signature cards, and accounting records.

LI)
"2. The following documents:

a. the script(s) used for the telemarketing
program that was conducted in Iowa in October and November, 1986;

b. the follow-up letter(s) used for the
telemarketing program that was conducted in Iowa in October and
November, 1986; and

c. All documents including, but not limited to
invitations, hand-outs, press releases, flyers, transcripts, and
speeches which relate to appearances made by Senator Dole in Iowa
and New Hampshire."

In its response to the Interim Audit Report the
Committee treasurer states that "DFP strongly, but respectfully,
objects to this recommendation. The two are separate committees.
DFP is not required to maintain CA's records nor has it maintained
such records. As such, DiP is unable to provide any requested
records. The Committee provided no further information.

However, Counsel for CA responded to the request
for records made of that committee. Though denying any CA
disbursements were in connection Senator Dole's presidential
campaign, copies of documents, including bank statements invoices
and cancelled checks for expenditures relating to Iowa or New
Hampshire were provided. In addition, CA provided the script and
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related documents used for the telemarketing program in Iowag a
follow up letter associated vith the telemarketing effort, and
several documents relating to CA speeches 3ade by Senator Dole in
Iowa and New Hampshire.

The conclusions presented below are based on an
analysis of the documents provided by CA in response to the
request for records, material obtained via subpoena and discussed
in the interim audit report. CA and other committee disclosure
reports, and Committee records.

a. Iowa

The Audit staff concludes that CA engaged in
Presidential testing-the-water activity in 1986 and 1987 and that
portions of that activity are allocable to the Iowa spending
limitation. Specific programs and types of expenses are discussed
below:

i. Telemarketing

The largest single program that CA conducted
in Iowa appears to be a telemarketing program which took place in
October and November of 1966. According to the telemarketing
contract, the phone calls were to begin on October 16, 1986 and be
completed by October 30, 1986. The election date was November 4,
1986. The contract stated that people who responded favorably to
the survey would be sent a follow-up letter. An additional series
of phone calls was added later and were to be completed by
November 2, 1986.

The Reports Analysis Division questioned CA
about the telemarketing program. In a letter from Judith Taggart,
CA Treasurer, dated June 24, 1987 it was explained that this
program was "to determine the best means for supporting 1986 state
and federal candidates" and "no Iowa candidates were named in this
effort, thus the expenditure was general party building." In
correspondence, this telemarketing effort is referred to as either
Iowa Phone Program, Get Out the Vote Program, or survey.

In a letter from the telemarketing firm to the
treasurer of CA, the telemarketing firm noted that "Floyd Brown,
your field representative for this region has been extremely
helpful in making this survey most successful for Senator Dole."
(emphasis added)

The Audit staff reviewed the CA disclosure
reports to identify candidates and committees supported by CA
between October 16, and November 4, 1986. Only $7,750 was spent
by CA in direct support; $3,000 for Federal candidates, $2,500 for
State candidates and $2,250 for local party committees. In
addition, in-kind disbursements totaling $9,791.98 for the
follow-up mailing mentioned in the telemarketing contract were
reported to seven state candidates.
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In response to the Commission's request forrecords associated with the interim audit report, CA submitted
additional documentation for the telemarketing program.

An early August 1986 CA internal memorandum
states that the purpose of the program would be 'TO assist
Governor Branstad and other state and local candidates in Iowa by
conducting a GOTV program featuring the Na ority Leader' (emphasis
added). Under 'outline' the memo states that Republican voters
would be called and asked their position on state and local
elections, vhose endorsement would make them more likely to
support the GOP candidates, queried about their attitude on farm
policy, and finally, tested on their level of paricipation.
Certain respondents then were to receive a follow-up letter. (See
Memorandum at Attachment 6)

Campaign America also submitted what appears
to be a proposal from the telemarketing firm. The proposal is
addressed to Mr. Tom Synhorst (see discussion of Mr. Synhorst's
activity below). Though the proposed program is more ambitious
than that carried out, the proposal lists three major objectives:

1. To contact 228,000 Iowans and determine
whether the endorsement of each of seven prominent individuals is
more or less likely to influence their supporting the Governor in
the November election.

2. To record each person's attitude to the
above mentioned questions and store this information for future
telemarketing based on their response. Those showing a favorable
response to a particular individual's endorsement were to be
re-contacted w thin the final weeks before election.

3. To cost effectively provide high quality
and accurate survey data that can be utilized throughout the
project at the client's discretion. (See Attachment 7).

Included with the telemarketing documents is a
copy of the script apparently used in the program. It contains
six questions. The first two ask if the respondent supports
Governor Branstad and his statewide ticket, and a named Republican
candidate for the legislature. The third and fourth questions are
the same, but request a first and second choice. The question is
which of the listed leaders' endorsement would most likely cause
the respondent to vote for a candidate in the 1986 general
elections. The list of leaders contains the names of eight
Republicans, including Senator Dole, who were, at that time,
considered presidential hopefuls. Question five asks for approval
or disapproval of the Reagan administration farm policy and
question six seeks to determine respondent participation in the
election process. Six participation choices are given; General
Elections. Republican Primaries, Presidential Caucuses, County
Republican Convention, Contributions to Republican Candidates,
Volunteer for Candidates. By late October 1986, few of these

4
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choices would seem to be relevant to the 1986 election cycle.
(See Attachment 8).

Two documents shoving survey results were
provided. The first is on the telemarketing firm's letterhead,
dated October 31, 1986, and addresses only questions 3 and 4. The
analysis provides "S.D. responders for each question. (See
Attachment 9)

The second document is a computer printout and
appears to be a more thorough analysis of the results. The
results for questions 3 and 4 are entitled President, 1st and
President, 2nd.*/ (See Attachment 10)

It is the opinion of the Audit staff that
given the questions asked during this survey and that Governor
Branstad appears to be a supporter of Senator Dole (see discussion
below of Agricultural Summit held in late November 1986 and
co-hosted by Senator Dole and Governor Branstad), the primary

7) purpose of this telemarketing effort was testing-the-waters and
the costs are allocable to Iowa. Campaign America paid the
telemarketing firm $70,859.65 for their services.

In addition to the expenses discussed above,
CA paid a Washington area firm $8,010.67 to purchase and edit the
Iowa Republican voter tape, print survey cards, print labels,

~fl keypunch telephone canvass card data, update the master file with
survey data, and print selected "Dole favorable labels. These
costs are also allocable to Iowa. Campaign America also made
three payments in early 1987 to this vendor for services described
as selecting and printing of Dole favorables; computer tapes of
Dole favorable (first choice), Dole favorable (second choice); and
selecting and printing labels for persons in selected Iowa
counties. These invoices suggest use of the survey data with
respect to CA events in Iowa during January and February 1987.
The three payments total $979.60 and are allocable to Iowa.

The Committee used the services of this same
vendor and made payments to the vendor in excess of $400,000.

Campaign America provided documentation for
the telemarketing follow-up letters. The cost of printing and
mailing 58,000 letters was $11,091.98. An apparent draft of the
letter was submitted. The letter encourages the addressees to
vote for Governor Branstad and points out Senator Dole's
leadership on agricultural issues. (See Attachment 11)

*/ On the copy of the telemarketing script provided by CA,
Senator Jesse Helms is lsited among the leaders for
questions 3 and 4. On the summary of survey results,
Senator Helms has been replaced by Alexander Haig.
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Campaign America reported these expenses as
in-kind contributions to seven Iowa candidates. The cost of this
letter is allocable to Iowa.

The Commission determined that only the tele-
marketing expenses CA paid to a Washington area firm in the
amounts of $8,010.67 and $979.60 are allocable. Attachment 12 is
a summary of the telemarketing expenses.

ii. Events

The CA records made available indicate that at
least 19 events, speeches, or meetings were held in lova between
March 31, 1966 and February 23, 1987. These records also indicate
that Senator Dole vas present for 17 of the events. Though the
available records do not establish the nature of all of the events
the following items are noted:

* In mid April 1986, CA paid expenses for receptions
in Wapello. lova. Available records do not
establish the attendees or the purpose of the
event.

* In early Ray 1966, Senator Dole and 8 other persons
were in Iowa for the Iowa Republican Congressional
District Conventions.

* In June 1966, Senator Dole and three others were in
Iowa for the lova Republican Convention.

* In late July 1986 Senator Dole is shown as the
"Special Guest at a picnic in Atlantic, Iowa
sponsored by the Fifth District Republican Party.

* In late August, 1986 Senator Dole and 6 others were
in Iowa for the Iowa State Fair. CA paid for a
backdrop and flags which were delivered to the
fairgrounds.

* In mid September 1986, Senator Dole and three
others were in Iowa for "Senator Grassley Birthday

NEvents

* In mid October 1986, a "Steering Committee Meeting"
was held in Des Moines. At least four CA personnel
attended.

* In late October 1986 Senator Dole visited at least
three cities in Iowa along with six other persons
whose expenses were paid by CA.

-4



* In late November, 1986 Senator Dole and Iowa
Governor Terry Branstad hosted a "farm summit" in
Des Moines. CA paid travel expenses for Senator
Dole and 4 other persons.

* in early December 1986, Senator Dole and three
others traveled to Iowa for an address by Senator
Dole before the Iowa Sheriff's and Deputies
Association.

* In mid January 1967. Senator Dole traveled to lova
for an address before the Iowa Lumbermens
Association. Other documentation submitted
suggests that other groups may have been addressed
during this time.

* In late January 1987, Senator Dole traveled to Iowa
to address the "AGC. The documentation indicates
the topics related to the construction industry.

'4
* Campaign America sponsored at least three 'Town

Meetings" in Iowa. Documentation provided
indicates that the events occurred on 2/7/87 in
Orange Cit7, Iowa; 2/12/87 in Dubuque, Iowa and
2/22/87 in Des Moines. These events appear to be
similar to the events of the same name sponsored byIn the Presidential Committee. The 2/22/87 Town
Meeting occurred after the beginning of the
Presidential Committee activity. (The Committee's
earliest reported expenditure is 2/10/87 and the
Committee's first bank account opened on 2/18/87).

The invitation postcards were printed by the same
Iowa firm who printed the later cards for the
Committee. The postcard for the February 22, 1987
town meeting appears to be the same size and format
as those used by the Committee, and uses the same
photograph of Senator Dole. No samples for the
others are available. The postcard for the
February 22, 1987 event begins with the message
"With the 1986 campaign behind us, Republican
voters and candidates clearly have major challenges
ahead in 1988. During this meeting I would like to
hear your views and concerns while sharing some of
my own with you regarding our shared Republican
future." A flyer associated with the same
printing bill is entitled "Bob Dole on the Issues"
and includes a quote from the Washington Times of
January 15, 1987 which begins "If Sen. Robert Dole
is running for the White House, he's off on the
right foot."

In addition on February 7, 1987 Senator Dole
addressed the Iowa Bankers Association in Sioux
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City. In the text of that speech Senator Dole
comments "Sioux City is one of my favorite places.
In fact, lately, any place in or near Iowa is one
of my favorite places. (See Attachment 13, p. 1)
In a memorandum dated February 16, 1967 titled
"Iowa talking points" under the sub heading
"General Objectives of Iowa Talking Points" the
following appears:

Offer lovans a Friend in the White House. If
candidates are confronted with questions: How
should your PAST commitments assure Iowans that if
you are elected Iowa will have a friend in the
White House..." (emphasis in original). (See
Attachment 14, p. 4)

Finally, on February 23, 1987 CA paid for a
breakfast for 53 people in Davenport, Iowa. The
talking points memorandum noted above begins with a
section titled Quad Cities Issues.*/

During the period covered by these meetings
and events Senator Dole appears to have made 17 trips to Iowa and
visited 18 different cities some repeatedly. The costs associated
with these events which are not included elsewhere total
$76,403.80 of which $30,266.61 is allocable to Iowa.

The Commission determined that of the events
discussed above, only the expenses associated with the three Iowa
Town Meetings (2/7/87, 2/12/87, 2/22/67) and the 2/23/87 Breakfast
Meeting in Davenport, Iowa are allocable. These expenses total
$14,684.35. Attachment 15 includes a listing of events and
associated expenses.

)
iii. Campaign America Iowa Staff

In addition to the Iowa activity discussed
above, CA records show a significant staff effort in Iowa during
1986 and early 1987.

- Floyd Brown: Mr. Brown's mailing address is
in the Washington D.C. area. Available records indicate that he
was on the CA payroll effective mid March 1986 through late
February 1987. He was on the Committee payroll effective March
16, 1967 with the title of Regional Director for IL, IN, IA, ND,
SD, WI, MN, NE, and MO.

During his employment at CA, records reviewed
indicate that Mr. Brown made 29 trips to Iowa of 1 to 6 days in
duration. He was in Iowa before and/or during nearly all CA Iowa

*/ Quad Cities are comprised of the following: Davenport, IA;
Bettendorf, IA; Moline, IL; and Rock Island, IL.
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events, trips by Senator Dole and for various meetings vith CA
Iowa based staff. (See above.) During a number of these trips
Mr. Brown paid for his expenses as veil as those of other staff
persons.

As noted in the discussion of the
telemarketing program. a letter from the telemarketing firm in Des
Moines refers to Floyd Brown as CA's field representative for that
region. In late October he attended a "Steering Committee
Meeting" in Des Moines. A note on records relating to a late
November. 1966 trip states that he will meet with one of the Iowa
CA staff concerning the "90 day plan." It is noted that this trip
occurred after the 1986 election and that 90 days from the date of
the trip would correspond to the beginning of Committee activity.
Mr. Brown's expenses for this trip were paid by CA.

Though Mr. Brown travelled to other states on
occasion, it is the opinion of the Audit staff that the records
reviewed to date indicate that Mr. Brown's primary focus was on

r the state of Iowa and that when viewed in light of the other CA
activities discussed below, his salary and expenses should be
considered testing-the-waters expenditures. Attachment 16 shows
Mr. Brown's travel and salary. Payments to Mr. Brown totaled
$47,823.40. of which $36,052.40 is allocable to the Iowa spending
limitation. (See also Attachment 15 - Events)

As noted above, given that during this time
Mr. Brown was not a Committee staff person. no attempt has been
made to apply the 5-day rule at 11 C.F.R. S 106.2(b)(2)(iii).

- Tom Synhorst: Mr. Synhorst appears to be the
second CA staff person who has a Washington D.C. area address and
whose primary focus was in Iowa. M~. Synhorat received consulting
payments of $1,000 per month which appear to cover the period
April through December of 1986 and salary for January/February
1987. The earliest expense request noted from Mr. Synhorst is for
a trip in January 1987. However, other documents reviewed
indicate that he was in Iowa earlier on several occasions
beginning in March of 1986. It was also noted that Mr. Synhorst
received consulting payments through November of 1986, as well as
expense reimbursements, from the 1986 re-election campaign of Iowa
Senator Grassley. Given his involvement in that campaign, it
seems likely that he visited Iowa earlier in the year 1986 while
receiving consulting payments from CA.

It was also noted that Mr. Synhorst held
meetings or job interviews with several persons in Iowa. With the
exception of one expense reimbursement these persons were not paid
by CA, but in at least two cases, worked for the Committee.

The proposal from the telemarketing firm which
handled the telemarketing program discussed above was addressed to
Mr. Synhorst and dated August 1986.
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Also the postage for the follow up letters
associated vith the telemarketing program ($5,950.00) was
apparently paid by Mr. Synhorst in Des Moines during the later
part of October and reimbursed by CA. A memo from Mr. Synhorst
apparently faxed from Senator Grassley's office requests checks
for postage, printing and mailing. The postage check was made
payable to Mr. Synhorst. According to the documentation submitted,
the printing and mailing checks were dated October 27, 1986 and
were "Federal Expressed" to Mr. Synhorst at Senator Grassloy's Des
Moines campaign office.

Mr. Synhorat is shown in Committee files as
the addressee for telephone and electric bills for the Committee's
Des Moines apartment beginning on February 17, 1987 for the
electric service and February 13, 1987 for telephone service.
Both of these dates are during his employment with CA and before
the final CA Town Meeting. Two of his expense vouchers paid by CA
in February contain charges for the security deposit and the first
rent payment for the apartment. Mr. Synhorst notes that this is
where he and the "National Staff will stay vhen in Iowa. Mr.
Synhorst also submitted an expense reimbursement request to the
Presidential committee dated February 4, 1967 to cover a clipping
service. This request was made while he was employed by CA.

Mr. Synhorst is shown on the Committee's staff
list as a regional director for Iowa and Kansas.

Mr. Synhorst' salary and expenses total
$20,955.78. The amount allocable to the Iowa spending limitation
is $17,688.78. As with Floyd Brown, the 5-day rule is not
considered to be applicable. A schedule of Mr. Synhorst's
activity is at Attachment 17.

In addition to Messrs. Brown and Synhorst, CA
retained the services of seven individuals with Iowa addresses
during parts of 1986 and early 1987. Each is briefly discussed
below.

- Jane Voights: Ms. Voights was employed
between mid June and the end of August 1986. She had a telephone
in her name which CA paid for and which was referred to as CA's
Iowa telephone. Her expenses were for car rentals, meals,
mileage, supplies, lodging, stamps, etc. There was one shipping
bill which described the contents as "Campaign Literature." The
date and location to which the material was shipped corresponds to
a late July event in Atlantic. Iowa.

Available records indicate that Ms. Voights
was associated with at least four meetings or events in Iowa. One
in late June at the time of the Iowa Republican Party convention,
a late July event where Senator Dole was to appear, an early
August meeting in Des Moines, and an October event in Council
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Bluffs. Consulting fees and expenses for Ms. Voights total
$5,049.89. The entire amount is allocable to the Iowa spending
limitation. Ms. Voights received no payments from the Committee.

- John Rehmann: Mr. Rehaann was a paid
consultant from July 1986 to January 1987. His expense reports
indicate meals, telephone, and supplies. Like Ms. Voights he is
associated with the late July event where Senator Dole was to
appear.

He notes having attended a strategy committee
meeting on October 22, 1986. He also notes expenses involved
with the leasing of office space and gives an approximate location
in Des Moines. CA shows no payments for Iowa office space but the
Committee's Iowa office was located in the vicinity mentioned by
Mr. Rehmann. Mr. Rehaann's consulting and expenses total
$3,734.13, of which $3,729.43 is allocable to Iowa.

The Committee paid Mr. Rehmann consulting fees
and expenses from mid-December, 1987 to mid-March, 1988.

expense:. 
~:en~:: 

Cal Hultman: 
Mr. Hultman 

was paid

consulting September 1986 until March 1987 and travel
having attended the October 22, 1986 'steering

meeting' in Des Moines.
,f)

He also is associated with the late October,
tI) 1986 event noted above under Jane Voights. Mr. Hultman~s fees and

expenses total $12,022.61, of which $12,016.00 is allocable to
Iowa. The Committee made no disbursements to Mr. Hultman.

- Penny Brown: Ms. Brown was paid a consulting
V fee for December 1986, and January 1987. She also received

expense reimbursements. Available documentation indicates that
Ms. Brown was associated with a December 7, 1986 visit by Senator
Dole. (See Event listing at Attachment 15) Total payments to Ms.
Brown are $5,947.02, of which $4,892.42 is allocable to Iowa. The
Committee made no payments to Ms. Brown. Like Mr. Synhorst, Ms.
Brown was an employee of the Grassley Committee in 1986.

- Jeff Nelson: Mr. Nelson was paid two
consulting payments, one in November, 1986, and one in January,
1987. These payments total $3,500.00 and are considered allocable
to Iowa. Mr. Nelson received no payments from the Committee.

- Carol Lehmkuhl: Ms. Lehmkuhl was paid one
consulting payment of $1,200 on March 4, 1987. She received her
first Committee salary check on April 1, 1987 and was shown by the
Committee as the Des Moines Office Manager. Like Mr. Synhorst and
Ms. Brown , Ms. Lehmkuhl was an employee of the Grassley Committee
in 1986. The $1,200 payment is allocable to Iowa.
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- Wythe willey: Mr. villey received one $4,000
consulting fee to cover January and February 1987. He received no
payments from the Committee. This payment is considered to be
allocable to lava.

The Commission determined that only the CA
Iowa Staff expenses associated with the three Iowa Town Meetings
(2/7/87. 2/12/87, 2/22/87) and the 2/23/87 Breakfast Meeting in
Davenport, Iowa are allocable. These expenses total $5,155.31 for
F. Brown and T. Synhorst and $5,059.39 for other Iowa based staff.
Attachment 18 is a listing of the Iowa staff expenses.

iv. Miscellaneous Iowa Expenses

Finally, there are a number of other Iowa
expenses not included in the above categories. These include
miscellaneous travel to Iowa, postage for Iowa mailings, charter
costs for a trip to Cedar Rapids, and expenses for a December 1986
Washington, D.C. breakfast meeting concerning Iowa
telecommunications. These expenses total $3,746.93 of which
$3,097.93 is allocable to the Iowa spending limitation. Since
none of these expenses are associated with the three Town Meetings
or the Davenport Breakfast Meeting, the Commission determined that
they are not allocable. (See Attachment 19)

If)

The expenses discussed above indicate that CA
U) engaged in activities in Iowa during 1986 and early 1987 which

appear to be for the purpose of advancing Senator Dole's candidacy
for nomination for the Office of President. The expenses show a

o significant staff presence in the State, a series of events and
meetings many of which were attended by Senator Dole as well as
addresses to various Iowa groups by the Senator. A substantial
telemarketing program was undertaken to determine Senator Dole's
strength compared to likely Presidential opponents and to identify
potential supporters. In 1987, the CA Iowa staff also appear to
have been making preparations for the Committee's Iowa effort. It
is also noted that Senator Dole was seeking re-election to the
Senate from Kansas in 1986.
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A summary of CA's bova expenses is shown
below:

Iowa Non-
Iowa Allocable Allocable

Category Amount Amount

Telemarketing Program $ 8,990.27 $ 0

Events 14,684.35 6,522.50

IA Staff Expenses:

F. Brown and T. Synhorst 5,155.31 1,476.00

Iowa Based Staff 5,059.39 -0-

Miscellaneous -0- -0-

TOTAL LIJ.JALJ.& ~J.2I1L.~.2

b. New Hampshire

Similar to Iowa, CA was active in New Hampshire in
the later part of 1966 and early 1987. Though the program appears
to be smaller, the types of activity are similar and the
conclusion concerning testing-the-waters is the same.

i. Events

Like Iowa, CA held a number of New Hampshire
meetings, events or groups of events between March 1986 and
February 1987. Available records indicate nine such events and it
appears that Senator Dole was in attendance at seven of the nine.
Listed below is specific information about these events.

o A meeting and luncheon for 18 people, including
Senator Dole, was held in New Hampshire in early
March 1986.

* In mid June 1986, Senator Dole and at least 2 other
CA staff attended a "Rudman Event" in Manchester,
New Hampshire.

* Donald Devine*/ and Paul Russo were in New
Hampshire between June 18 and 20, 1986.

* A series of events were held in New Hampshire
between August 24 and 29, 1986. Senator Dole was in New Hampshire
for the majority of this time. Available records make note of a
photo opportunity, a Dole banquet and a luncheon. One expense

*/ According to documents provided by CA, Donald 3. Devine was
the Consulting Director" for CA.
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voucher refers to the "Liberty Weekend." In addition to some New
Hampshire residents who were reimbursed for expenses at least 5
others were in attendance including Secretary Dole. A bill from a
photographer includes a charge for making a video tape of the
Liberty Weekend. A memorandum from Suzanne Niemela notes that
money was collected at the door of one event and paid directly to
the restaurant. This memorandum also notes that seven checks made
payable to the "Dole Committee" were collected and that Ms.
Niemela needed assistance in cashing them. She states that
"[tihey should be deposited in the Campaign America PAC or 'Dole
Committee' and a new check should be cut for the Greenhouse
Restaurant."

* Campaign America paid for a hospitality suite on
October 5. 1986 for the "Republican Convention."

* On October 24, 1986, Suzanne Niemela rented a
backdrop, podium and public address system for a news conference.

* Between December 11 and 13, 1986, Senator Dole made
two trips to New Hampshire. On December 12, food was purchased
for a meeting. Also, a meeting room was rented and refreshments
for 40 guests were ordered. Records further indicate that Senator
Dole addressed the Portsmouth Rotary Club on December 11, 1966 and
the University of New Hampshire comncement on December 13, 1986.

* Senator Dole visited two locations in New Hampshire
between January 24 and 26, 1987. On January 25. CA paid for
brunch for 67 people.

* Senator Dole was in New Hampshire on February 16,
1987 to address the Reene Rotary Club. Campaign America paid for
a hospitality suite and refreshments for 90 people and a breakfast
for 60 people.

Expenses for these events not considered
elsewhere total $25,148.10, of which $16,025.71 is allocable to
the New Hampshire spending limitation.

The Commission determined that none of
the expenses associated with the events discussed above are
allocable. Attachment 20 is a listing of these events.

ii. Voter Lists

The auditors reviewed documentation
related to 117 payments, totaling $3,136.26, to various New
Hampshire towns for the purchase of Voter Lists. The dates of
payments for these lists were between October 16, 1986 and January
29, 1987, although it appears that the initial request was made by
letter, signed by Ms. Niemela, on October 3, 1986.
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iii. TelephOne Expenses

Campaign America paid for a business
telephone in Nov Hampshire. NO record of payments for any office
facility is noted in the available records and the documentation
provided does not show an address. The telephone bills indicate
that the service was maintained by CA between October 1, 1986 and
February 24, 1987 at a cost of $2,223.16. of this amount,
$1,381.03 is allocable to the New Hampshire spending limitation.
It was also learned that the Committee paid the telephone bill for
the same telephone number covering the period February 25 to March
24, 1987.

iv. New Hampshire Staff

Campaign America employed three persons

who appear to have worked on the New Hampshire programs.

Paul Russo: Mr. Russo was a Washington
area consultant. Campaign America's reports indicate that Mr.
Russo received his first consulting payment on April 1, 1986.
This payment was likely to cover the month of March, 1986. His
first expense reimbursement is reported as a March 12, 1986
transaction. No documentation was submitted by CA for payments
made to Mr. Russo before June 1 1966. In addition, no
documentation was submitted for a June 30, 1966 expense

f) reimbursement. Available documentation indicates that between the
beginning of June 1986 and the end of August. 1986, all of Mr.
Russo's travel was to New Hampshire. No travel reimbursements are
reported after the August, 1986 trip. Mr. Russo received his last
consulting payment on October 3, 1986.

A copy of a memorandum from Mr. Russo

indicates that he had hired Suzanne Niemela (see below) "tO work
the New England Region for Campaign America, establishing a 'desk'
in Concord, New Hampshir." As noted below, Ms. Niemela worked
only in New Hampshire. It is also noted that Mr. Russo made a
trip to Iowa during the first week of May, 1986.

Mr. Russo's consulting payments for June

through August, 1986 are considered to be New Hampshire expenses.
These payments total $13,461.12 of which $12,341.63 is allocable
to the New Hampshire spending limitation.

The Committee made no payments to Mr.

Russo. Attachment 21 is a schedule of the CA payments to Mr.
Russo considered to be allocable to New Hampshire.

Suzanne Niemela: Ms. Niemela was hired

effective July 1, 1986. On or about August 1, 1986, Ms. Niemela
moved from Massachusetts to Concord, New Hampshire. Her moving

expenses were paid by CA. Available documentation indicates that
with the exception of one trip to the Washington D.C. area, Ms.
Niemela worked exclusively in New Hampshire. She received



-40-

consulting fees during the period July 1966 to February 1987 and
expense reimbursements covering activity from September 1986 to
February 1987. Expenses include phone, travel, supplies, copiers,
typewriter rental, etc. Beginning in March 1987, Ms. Niemela
received a salary from the Committee and is shown by the Committee
under New Hampshire staff - Regional Advance and scheduling.

Attachment 22 shows CA payments to Ms.
Niemela. Payments related to New Hampshire total $17,959.91 with
$17,818.26 being allocable to the New Hampshire spending
limitation.

Finally, documentation was submitted for
a New Hampshire trip made by a Mr. Jim Murphy on February 26 and
27, 1987. The only other payment to Mr. Murphy by CA was a $1,250
consulting payment reported on March 12, 1987. Committee records
indicate that Mr. Murphy was to be the Northeast Regional
Director. A March 11, 1987 Letter of Agreement between the
Committee and Mr. Murphy also notes that he was to be paid $1,250
as a consulting fee for the period March 1, to March 15, 1987.
The amount was paid on March 13, 1987. Committee documentation
also indicates that Mr. Murphy was expected to live in the Boston
area for the duration of the Campaign. On March 11, 1967, Mr.
Murphy drove his car to Boston to Begin Job.' Mr. Murphy was
later named the head of the Political Field Division and moved to
the Washington area. He was on the Comittee~s payroll effective
March 16, 1987. Total payments for Mr. Murphy by CA are $1,590.60
of which $1,417.50 are allocable to New Hampshire.

The Commission determined that none of
the expenses associated with the New Hampshire Staff expenses
discussed above are allocable. A summary of CA's New Hampshire
expenses is shown below:

New Hampshire New Hampshire

Category Allocable Amount Non-Allocable Amount

Events $ -0- $ -0-

Voter Lists 3,136.26 -0-

Telephone 1,381.03 842.13

NH Staff Expenses:

Niemela/Russo -0- -0-

Jim Murphy -0- -0-

TOTAL
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The expenses discussed above indicate
that CA engaged in activities in New Hampshire during 1986 and
early 1967 which appear to be for the purpose of advancing Senator
Dole's candidacy for nomination for the Office of President. The
expenses show a staff presence, a series of political events and
an effort to accumulate voter lists.

The Audit staff also learned that campaign
America had committees registered at the state level in both Iowa
and Nev Hampshire. Though both the Interim Audit Report and the
request made to CA asked for information on these committees, no
information has been provided.

Presented below is an overall summary of the
CA activity which is considered testing the waters.

Non

State Allocable State Allocable

NJ Iowa $33,889.32 $ 7,998.50

'0 New Hampshire 4,517.29 842.13

Total L.LAAILA.~
Grand Total LIIZUIILIIZEJA



13 Recap of !ova and New *am~shire Allocations

Presented belov is a recap of allocable coats to
Iowa and New Hampshire.

Amount Allocated by
the Committee

I ova

$ 793,230.82

New HamDahire

$ 462,462.20

Audit Additions:

1. Twenty-Five Percent
Fundraising Exemption
(Travel. Events)

2. Fundraising Exemptions-
Direct Nail Costs

3. Credit Card Phone Calls
(Intra-state)

4. Phone Banks

5. NE Regional Office

6. Compliance Exemptions-
Media Costs

7. Broadcast Media

8. Media Commissions
(Production)

9. Travel and Salary Costs

10. Non-Travel and Salary

Costs

11. Polling Expenses

12. "Testing-the-WaterS"
Expenditures Made
by Campaign America

Total Allocable Amount

Less: Expenditure

Limitation

Amount in Excess of
of the Limitation

28,450.36

51,935.78

23,280.46

-0-

-0-

16, 061. 46

2,595.98

2,664.64

73,161.62

35,179.99

21,497.25

33,889.32

$1,081,947.68

(775,217.60)

13,997.06

43,618.56

1,696.44

-0-

54, 341. 62

13,961.15

37,295.89

2,988.08

66,349.25

31,085.16

31,636.50

4,517.29

$ 763,949.20

(461,000.00)
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As explained above, the Audit staff has determined
that the Comittee has exceeded the expenditure limitation in Iowa
by $306,730.06 and in New Hampshire by $302,949.20 for a total of
$609,679.18. Shown below is the calculation of the amount
repayable to the U.S. Treasury as a result of these expenditures
in excess of the state limitations:

Amount in Excess of the State
Expenditure Limitations $609,679.28

Times the Repayment Ratio from
Finding III.A. .278907

Repayment Amount L~E2AJ.IEL&

Recommendation es
The Audit staff recommends that the Commission make an

initial determination that $170,043.82 is repayable to the United
States Treasury pursuant to 26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(2).

Repayment Amount: $170,043.62
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$ 205,096.00

33,905.00

13,500.00

-0-.

265, 356 . 00

646,696.00

426,219.00

417,971.00

2,929,341.00

2,417,616.00

1,363,777.00

$6,939,479.00

REPORTED

DIS3URSTS

$ 197,395.00

41,522.00

13,186.00

173.00

251,934.00

269,371.00

565,767.00

390,423.00

2,659,146.00

2, 916 , 978 . 0O~/

1, 106, 898. 00

$6,634,797.00

CASE AS
CALCULATED PEON
COLUMNS 1 AND 2

$ 7,701.00

84.00

396.00

223.00

33,645.00

610,972.00

451,424.00

476,972.00

549,165.00

49,803.00

304,682.00

*/ Of this amount, $2,086,536.00 vas expended between January 1,
1967 and April 30, 1967.

YEAR

1978

1979

1960

1961

1962

1963

1964

196S

1966

1987

1988

TOTAL
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PROPOSAL FOR

t~. TON SYNieoRsl
August 19. 1986

Objectives
1. To contact aPproximately 228.000 lowing and determn ~d'etberthe endOrSement of CICh of seven prominent Individuals is more or lesslikely to influence their supporting the Governor In the 'fovomber elec.t ion.
2. To record each person's attitude to the above ~questions and store this imformation for future telemarketing based o.their response. Those showing I favorable response to a particularlfldividgil'g endorsement will be recontact~ within the final fg~ weeksbefore the election.

3. ~ cost effectively provide !tsgh quality and accurate surveydata that can be utilized throupboeft the project at the client's discre..I) tion.
It)

4. A manual system of filing will be used as a back-up to theclients automated system.
5. the project will require a total of nine weeks to copplete.the final two weeks before the election will be Utilized to contact the

-~ people wio respon~~ favorably to a particular endorsame,,~.0 6. Lewis & Associates will have input and control over"'design.aq/layout of the telemarketing cards. as well as other variables affectingefficiency and performance.

Assu.~t Ions
the following assuneti~ are based on several years of experiencein similar types of projects. Each figure is conservative andrealistic: Lewis & Associates expects to exceed these figures throughimprovinnt of performance variables we cam control. These assu~tionswill provide an excellent measure of the maxim~u time and cost Involvedto co~lete this project.

1. APproximately is contacts will be co~leted per telemarketinghour.
2. Approximately 17.51 of the people surveyed will need to becalled back shortly before the election because they responded favorablyto a particular endorseg.
3. The survey data will be entered into the master file by theclient to enable those people who responded a particular way to beSOfted, counted and later remprinted on carEs for followiup calls.
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Estimated Costs
The follwing estimates of the Project's cost are based on theassumptions agetiomeg before. This estimate reflects the mauwump ~per cootact the client cam incur on this project. 11 LewIs &completes the project in less than the estimated hours, the client wi~jonly be Chargeg for actual telemarketing hours rather than the es~.mated.

223,000
2 17.55

zz3,~

. 15

Original contacts
Faora~g respon~ rate

Estimated fOll@vaup contact required
On final contacts

contactsrotal estimated contacts requires
Contacts per hour
Telartetipg hours
Cost oer telarketgu,~ hour

Total estimateg cost) ZJ.50 Cost per telemarketing hour. 15 Contacts per telm.r*etimg hour

August 25-29
SePtember 1
SePtember 8
September 15
Septem.wm 22
SePtember 29
October 6
October 13
October20
October 27
IlOvember 3
mO~r 4

The callim, hours of
through Sunday.

~eke final Preparations for project(Week 91) Segin Project
(Week 92)
(Week 93)
(Week 94)
(Week 95)
(Week N)
(Week 97)(Week 96) Segin calif ng favorable responses(Week 99) C~ lete call in, favorable responses(Week 910) Project completed
Election Oay
the project will be 9:00 a... to 9:00 p.m. Mondmy

-2-
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HZLW. MY NAME IS ____________ AND I AN CALZ.JIG FROM CAJgpAI~ANDzca, A P0LZTZC~ AcTozr CO3wz?~g CAN yo~ iizaa r~ ALR~I~
1. WILL YOU SE SUPP0RTT~Q TRE ~ CAND~Ai.g FOR GOV~j~

T~RY 3RAMsr~, AND HIS STATE-IIZDE TIC~

YES

NOUNDECZ~ED2. WILL YOU SE SUPPORTT,~G 
_____________, YOUR LOCAL REPUSLI~

cAJgo~na1'~ FOR TEE LEGI8LA~,2RE,
-) 

_____ ~zs

NOtf)
3 * OF TEE FOLLOvTj~ LIST OF LUDz.~, M30' S ENDORS~NT WOULDMAU YOU MORE LIULY TO VOTE FOR A C2NDZD~ Oti NOVEN3~ 4TH?

~ WARD SAUR__ GEORGE WSN0 
______ 303 DOLE'J. 

JUag ~
3A~K KDW~ PAUL LA~aL~
505
PAl'RO3~rsox
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IOWA '86 PROG3~~ ID SCRIp0rPAGK TWO

~* WKZ~ 0? TRUE LEADER' S E3IDaRgDig~ WOUW HAvg THE KEXT 1(03?IMPACT OW YOUR DiCuZ~ TO VOTI NOYDg~~ 4TH?

~ Miii~uo~ ~a ooa
3Uu u~

~ PAUL ZAKALT~ 303 PA~O~
PA! O~SOW

~. ON AN IXPOR~~.~ )KA!T~ AFFZCTT30 IOWA, DO YOU APflQi~ ORDUAppg~yg 0? ? 303 ~ ~ AmWZ3Tfl~
0 3 is Doigo ~

FA ~LZCT?

30 0P~is THA? STP~Ur~T~ o~ ~ (AIPROY) CDZSAp~~y~
3 ,

6. FINALz.~, I WOULD LIRE TO ASK YOU WHICH 0~ THZg ACTIVITIREYOU PARTICZPAI IN:

~ ~UAL EZ3CTZWJ~ R~caw PRZ3sa~g
~WflAL ~uY~ ~1TY'8 RE1U3L~J~ ~ONVENTX0N_______ 

TO Rz1ouz.zcx cAror~~~OZ~5TRU FOR CA1Wz~THAJIK YOU FOR YOUR TINE.



up.- £ A'mp~wg VWwa.epe..m ~w
ff1 bsup.mwe. Aw~ gl~ Mum *m.a mft ~

hAlF? ____________

CODE CATE~ORT

ton r:wu,.urv, suwv~s

tin R.D. msawfgag a

tZf) s.D. mgsropgwg.q (f~

Tot.i Co

:'~n ~

inq~ ~';.~c ii ,mrwu I

Total Cou

TOTAL

I ~tt~~it 9

i,~Iq* 17W

r

I np~ f*fV.FTTII I (17 (YVWI1~
CONTACTS VETS_

veotton IA)

spice. ~~gfygyq

A(C~IhYBATFn TOTAL AS 07? .4, (s~

LOUL

no :rw~w.pr~ ~UUVRTS

tin R.fl. RF~SPONflI3S (Q~,etnw, 13)

lZn l~.I). RP~SI'fiNuwjs (Qt~etew, IA)

Totui Coupi~t.d Survey,

ZOO tilT INThRESYFTI

inn ',u~ Ii uwo,.c I

Tntal CompIetg4 (nnta~~q

J4o~~
I~61 /

3ig1

4,~4

K OF CVWIFITTKD I OF' Wt.1TFt
CONTACTS SURVEYS -.
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Ostobor 23, JOE

Deaz Fellov 1e~bltosu,
Z am vritinq you toca7 @8 a aatte~ at ~arq.at ±Upowtano~ tZOV.
Qw~mg~ ?ewry Dtaustad mis yo~ vote on ?QAGaylv~gg 4.
?tisespsSLall.~e.~,~ that you aM 7t tautly votethis sIa~j~ nOt to vote in uttteg elsot~~This ~t not Vmmm

Critical yost.This ashes yout vote-e.g the Vote of w~y ~gsr at y~tSUhly'm-y~gy ~tt4nai*

Let as a~laiu ~. Owin.r teagy 3r~se has horn atr..g ally of miss in ~ bottle to asbe A~toa * a fstag~C~5tStLve again. I~sp.wtaa~ leaisg~ to aejys theptoblm Of rutel aM
S

As the Ornate, of a uteaesmm agrtrnlt~,al state, z hetirs~a.g og the have fteei in the lastfw years. let vsaeeg.
Ust ?etty Itaastag has. We le~ the ~arye to improve youaqticltu~aj situation in evs e.g in the aatie~ as veil * AsSenate lalority Leader, Z have Oulteg vith him on taza matter.on more than one ornate..
The Gove,~og is an effsot~yo voice Se, X~ here inVash±agt.m, on aqttcultnra aM other issues. AM that'si'Pmaat
~ Z've also wtabad his effietont uana~m~~ of your state9@VOS5.tIinmm55Y~!

1 , the tampayer UilUems *g ~ AM-us ~ to :~.
UM~ the Weguws laaiainsbIp, see a bright future ahesifor Zovs. Please asks auto vs donOt lose that oWinr~u~±~y. Usauto to Vote.
~t don't step there. Us sure to Vote tsr the Cop ticImt:(list stat±gs oaMidatesj. AM don't forget the £.pubJ±os2caMidates far the State Seast. eM Nones. They'li be a oruolalpart of the @@vOau.res offaus to get Zows baok the righttlsek.

1~
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UeLtev. me aa Kelwtty Le~ ot t~e ~att~ Stan.. 6ms~.,rse.,m±a. tb no.4 teu a tern. ~im OWe the ~ewnw camcatUm his ettores vi~ a sUe.,, team bealda, him ~zp.
Pleas, vote fog ?my Iranstag Novambew 4, an~ few histeem, ?t*s so very important or love.

SLasere1y

- voa
P.S. Tour vote can maim the diUerme. Re OWe to ;.t outaM vote for Govewa.r Uranatag aa4 his ticket oa eJ~ege~ toy.
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Reviev of C~ign America Records -

Telinrketing

Iowa
Allocable

Qieck I~te Ammat #ammt

Comissim~ Det'd
love Allocable

Levis I Associates
Telemarketing Inc.

2945
3265

3476
3310

10/14/86
11/03/86

12/02/86
11/06/86

Total

Rd Nichols Associates

Total

Follow-Up Letter

tom Synhorst (Postage)
U.S. Postmaster Des Homes
NecDonald Letter Service
ABC Nail Service
ABC Nail Service

Follow-Up Letter Total

3534
3533
3797
3949
4069
4099

3132
3086
3123
3122
4146

12/09/86
12/09/86
01/21/87
02/13/87
02/26/87
03/02/87

10/28/86
10/23/86
10/27/86
10/27/86
03/11/86

$ 19,305.00
42,120.00

9,195.90
238.75

$ 70,859.65

2,635.73
2,456.14
2,718.80

238.75
147.00
593.85

5,950.00
1,300.00
2,683.52
1,015.00
143.46

$11,091.98
Telemarketing Program Total

14LF000458

Payee
d~eck *

-0-
-0-
-0-

-0-

2,635.73
2,656.14
2,718.80
238.75
147.00
593.85

-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-

-0-
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SENATOR 305 DOLE

ADDRESS TO THE IOWA BANKERS ASSOCIATION

FEBRUARY 7, 1987

I APPRECIATE THE OPPORTUNITY TO ADDRESS THE ANNUAL LUNCHEON

or THE IOWA BANKERS ASSOCIAT!ON. ~OUX CITY IS ONE OF MY

FAVORITE PLACES. IN FACT, LATELY, ANY PLACE IN OR NEAR IOWA IS

ONE OF MY FAVORITE PLACE~J 3PJ.CKETS ADDED)

AS MANY OF YOU KNOW, I HAVE SPOKEN TO MANY IOWANS DURING THE
PAST FEW MONTHS. ITS VERY WIDEN? THAT IOWANS HAVE THE SANE
INTERESTS AND CONCERNS AS PEOPLE IN MY HONE STATE OF KANSAS

THEY WANT TO KNOW HOW TO SUWIVE IN SOME TOUGH ECONOMIC TIMES.

THEY WANT A PROSPEROUS NATIONAL ECONOMY, BUT THEY 'RE ALSO

CONCERNED ABOUT THE ECONOMIC WELL-BEING OF RURAL AMERICA.

SO I WILL BEGIN BY CONGRATULATING EACH OF YOU, BECAUSE AS THE
COMMERCIAL LENDERS TO THE FARMERS AND SMALL-TOWN BUSINESSMEN AND
WOMEN OF IOWA, YOU PLAY A CENTRAL ROLE IN KEEPING THE WHEELS OF

IOWA'S ECONOMY TURNING. IT'S NOT AN EASY JOB, BUT IT IS A
PARTNERSEIP THAT HAS ENDURED FOR MANY, MANY YEARS THROUGH THE BAD

TIMES AS WELL AS THE GOOD.

-1-

4
.. 4**
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.
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A GRASS ROOTS APPROACH

I AM FIRMLY CONVINCED THAT IF WE AU GOING TO SOLVE THE
PROBLE? FACING RURAL IOWA, RURAL NEBRASKA, RURAL KANSAS OR
ANlWuggag ElSE IDE RURAL AMERICA, THE ANSWERS ARE GOING TO HAVE TO
CONE FROM THE GRASS ROOTS AND NOT FROM POLITICIANS IN WASHINGION

D.C.

IN NOVEMBER, GOVERNOR BRANSTAD AND I ORGANIZED THE
REPUDLICAN TASK FORCE ON FARM AND RURAL AMERICA" WITH THE FIRS?

MUTING IN DES MOINES, IOWA, COMPOSED OF MIDWEST GOVERNORS.
SENATORS AND COUG3ZSSMEN. WITH SEVERAL NINLY-3LECTED MIDWESTERNtf)

GOVERNORS, WE FELT THAT REPUBLICANS HAD AN OPPORTUNITY AND A
RESPONSIBILIFT TO DEVELOP A CLOSER STATE AND NATIONAL
RELATIONSHIP ON FOUR ISSUES IMPORTANT TO RURAL CITIZENS,
ESPECIALLy IN THE MIDWEST: FARM POLICY, RURAL DEVELOPMENT, FARM
CREDIT AND AGRICULm5~ TRADE AND EXPoRTs.

IN ADDITION TO GOVERNOR BRANSTAD, SEVERAL MEMBERS OF THE IOWA
DELEGATE ON WERE PRESENT: RhPRhSENTAI~ JAMES LEACH, J IM
LIGNTFOOI'. ~ TAUKE AND FRED GRANDY.

RURAL DEVELOPMENT

AFTER HOLDING MEETINGS IN DES MOINES AND CHICAGO, IT WAS THE
TASK FORCE'S CONSENSUS THAT, WHILE THE FARM PROGRAM IS
UNDOUBTEDLY A KEY FACTOR IN THE OVERALL RURAL ECONOMY. IT WILL

'.4.
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TAKE NOEl THAN CHAMOIS iv uasxC FAIN LEGISLATION TO TURN THINGS

AROUND. WE HAVE nnaxzucw THE EMOTIONAL ROLLERmCOASTER OF

MOPES AND DISAPPOINTMENTS WHEN WASHINGTON CONSIDERS NEW FARM

BILLS. WHILE SOME IMPROVEMENTS ARE MADE. THEY ARE OFTEN

TOOBROAD-IASED TO ADDRESS AND RESOLVE LOCAL PRODLEMS. MANY RURAL

COMNUNITIES AND SOSINESSES ARE IN CRITICAL DANGER OF COLLAPSE

NW, AND WE NEED TO FOCUS ON WHAT CAN BE DONE THROUGH RURAL

DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS TO SUPPLEMENT WHAT WE DO WITH FARM PROGRAMS.

IN PARTICULAR, WE NEED TO FIND WAYS TO DIVERSIFY THE

ECONOMIES OF FARM COIUIUNITIES AND PROVIDE ED~TION AND

VOCATIONAL TRAINING OPPORTUNITIES FOR FARMERS AND OTHER RURAL

CI?? ZIES * A BONIER OF FA STATES HAVE ALREADY DOME IMPORTANT

NORK IN THESE AREAS. WE NEED TO BEGIN TO COORDINATE EFFORTS AT

THE FEDERAL LEVEL WITH THE STATES AND PRIVATE ENTERPRISE AND MAKE

SURE OUR BASIC COMMODITY PROGRAMS DOVETAIL WITH THESE BROADER

ITIATIVES.

WE HAVE ALREADY STARTED IN THE SENATE ON SOME OF THESE

ISSUES. DURING CONSIDERATION OF THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY BILL ON

FEERUARY 4, WE ADOPTED AN AMENDMENT BY SENATOR PIESSLER STATING

THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT MUST DO MORE TO ADDRESS THE SERIOUS

PROILDI OF DETERIORATING BUS SERVICE FOR RURAL AMERICA. WE MUST

KEEP BASIC SERVICES IN RURAL AMERICA TO ATTRACT NEW BUSINESSES

AND PROVIDE NEW JOIS AND GREATER ECONOMIC ACTIVITY.

-3..
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RE-TRAINING FOR DISPLACED RURAL AMERICANS

I AM GOING TO HAKE A RECOIHEIIDATION REGaRDING JOB RETRAININg

PROVISIONS IN ANY NEW TRADE LEGISLATION CONSIDERED BY THE i0OT~

CONGRESS. THE ADMINISTRATION'S TRADE SILL CONTAINS NEARLY Si

BILLION IN RE-TRAINING ASSISTANCE FOR WORKERS WHO HAVE LOST THEIR

JOBS DUE TO INCREASED IMPORTS. CURRENTLY, 25 PERCENT OF ALL

AMERICANS LIVE IN RURAL COMMUNITIES -~ COMMUNITIES THAT PACE

DIFFICULT ECONOMIC TIMES DUE TO A MUM3E.R OF FACTORS, INCLUDING A

SIGNIFICANT DECLINE IN AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS AND A RISE IN

AGRICULTURAL IMPORTS.

C,
I HAY OFFER AN AMENDMENT DURING THIS YEAR' S TRADE DESATE

C,
EARMARKING NOT LESS THAN 25 PERCENT OF ANY JOB RETRAINING FUNDS

FOR WORKERS IN RURAL COMMUNITIES -- ALL THE WAY FROM FARMERS TO

HARDWARE STORE WORKERS THAT HAVE BEEN AFFECTED BY THE

AGRICULTURAL ECONOMY. ITS MY VIEW THAT IF 25 PERCENT OF ALL

AMERICANS LIVE IN RURAL AREAS THEY OUGHT TO GET AT LEAST 25PERCENT OF THE JOB RETRAINING ASSISTANCE.

FARM PROGRAMS

ANOTHER CONCERN OUR REPUBLICAN TASK FORCE ADDREISED IS FARM

CREDIT. PERSONALLY, I THINK MOST BANKERS WOULD SAY THEIR TWO

GREATEST FEARS WOULD BE (1) A SHARP REDUCTION IN COIHODITY

PROGRAM BENEFITS AND (2) THE COLLAPSE OF THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEII.

THESE EVENTS COULD RESULT IN LOWER FARMLAND VALUES AND EXACERBATE

TUE FARM DEBT PSLUI.

I.

.~ mmmuA~qt~~~ 
-
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TUE ADNINISTRATION HAS NOTIFIED CONGRESS THAT IT VANI'S ~

CHANGE TEE 1965 FARM BILL. ONE PART OF THEIR LEGISLATIVE PACKAGE

WOULD CUT TARGET PRICES BY TEN PERCENT PER YEAR FOR THREE YEARS.

THIS WOULD REDUCE SPENDING ON FARM PROGRAMS BY ABOUT $20 BILLION

DURING FISCAL YEARS 1986-1992.

KY VIEW IS THAT OUR EFFORTS TO ADDRESS THE FEDERAL BUDGET

DEFICITS MAY WELL REQUIRE SOME REDUCTIONS IN SPENDING FOR

AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS. WE ARE ALL FAMILIAR WITH THE FACT THAT

FARM PROGRAM COSTS HAVE RISEN FROM AN ANNUAL AVERAGE OF $344

BILLION IN THE LATE 1970'S TO $25.8 BILLION LAST YEAR AND AN

ESTIMATED $25.2 BILLION IN FY-1987.

CONGRESS AND THE ADMINISTRATION SHOULD KEEP IN MIND, HOWEVER,

TEAT. TAKING INFLATION INTO ACCOUNT, THE FARM VAWE OF FOOD

ACTUALLY FELL DURING THE PAST DECADE. AND THAT AMERICANS NOW USE

ABOUT ONE-THIRD LESS OF THEIR DISPOSABLE INCOME FOR FOOD

PURCHASES SO FARMERS MAY BE RECEIVING MORE OF THEIR INCOME FROM

TEE GOVERNMENT. BUT THE REAL BENEFICIARIES ARE PEOPLE WHO EAT.

SO. I DON'T BELIEVE CONGRESS WILL APPROVE THE

ADMINISTRATION'S TARGET PRICE CUTS OR ANY MAJOR FARM PROGRAM

CHANGES UNLESS AND UNTIL WE SEE MEANINGFUL AND EQUITABLE ACTION

ON BUDGET DEFICITS.

am's..
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FARM CREDIT

V3 ALSO WAIST TO ENSUES THAT AN ADEQUATE SUPPLY or CREDIT AT
REASONABLE RATES IS AVAILABLE TO FARMERS AND RURAL £NTERPRISES.
TIlES MEANS MAINTAINING THE VIABILITY or THE COOPERATIVE FARM
CREDIT SYStEM. BUT IT ALSO MEANS THAT OUR EFFORTS TO ASSIST
STRUGGLING FARMERS AND 1111 FARM CREDIT SYSTEM MUST NOT DRIVE
COMMERCIAL LENDERS OUT or THE FARM LOAM BUS hESS.

CHAPTER 12

7)
I RAVE HEARD FROM A IWUER OF FARM lAURElS IN MY STATE WHO'0

HAVE CONCERNS AUO@T THU NEW CHAPTER 12 LUGISLATION, SPONSORED BY
iOWA'S SENIOR SENATOR, CHUCK GRASSLEY. THEY PARTICULARLY
QUESTION TIlE ADUQUATE PROTUCTION* PROVISIONS, WHICH ALLOW A

C)
DEBTOR TO STAY IN BUSINESS BY WHITING DOWN FAIMLAigO DEBT TO ITS
CURRENT VALUE.

TO DATE THERE HAS BEEN MO RUSH TO THE BANKRUPTCY COURTS SINCE
ENACTMEN? OF CHAPTER 12. AS OF JANUARY 22, THERE WERE ONLY 357
FILINGS IN TIIE ITH CIRCUIT WHICH INCLUDES IOWA AND SIX OTHER KEY
FARM STATUS. THE LIMITED USE OF THE NEW CHAPTER 12 APPEARS TO BE
THE NEW TAX REFORM SILL. WHICH ENCOURAGES FARMERS WITH SERIOUS
FINANCIAL PROBLEME TO WRITE DOIUU LOSSES INSTEAD OF FILING FOR

BANKRUPTCY.

* a A~ ~ a~. a. 
-b
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I EDOOES? WE SNO@~ GIVE SENATOR GRASSLZTS LEGISLATION A

FAIR CHANCE TO WORE. CONGRESS WILL BE WATCHING CLOSELY TO SKI
NEAT TUE IZPE~SSIONg ON FAIN LENDING WILL 53. IF SIGNIFICANT

PRO3LE ARISE AND CREDIT THREATENS TO DRY UP. ~E ARE PREPARED TO

MAKE TEE NECESSARY CORRECTIONS.

SECONDARY MARKET

I U3RSTAND A TASK FORCE HAS BEEN MEETING ON THE SO-CALLED
'SUCOiSRay MARKET' CONCEPT COMPOSED or THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM.
TIE IEPEND3UT SANKERS, THE AMERICAN BANKERS AND INSURANCE

~WANY REPRESEUATIVES. SIATOR GRASSLEY HAS INTRODUCED

LUUZSL&TIO TO CREATE A SECONDARY MARKET AS A MEANS OF INCREASING

TUE AVAILASILITY OF FUNDS FOR FARM LENDING.

LI)

TUE IDEA OF P~AGING LONG-TERM FARN LOANS AND MARKETING THEM
THROUGH AN ENTITY THAT HAS AGENCY STATUS AND ACCESS TO THE BOND
MARKETS -- EITHER THROUGH THE FAIN CREDIT SYSTEM OR THROUGH A

'FARMER MAC' OR AN 'AGO!: MAE' IS AN INTRIQUING IDEA THAT
DW CLOSE EXAMINATION, ESPECIALLY IF IT COULD BRING MORE
CAPITAL TO RURAL CONIKINITIU AnD cou~ OFFER FARMERS LOWER

INTEREST RATES ON REAL ESTATE LOANS.

I THINK THERE SHOULD BE A FTILL DISCUSSION OF THIS CONCEPT AND

HOW IT MAY SE PART OF OUR OVERALL APPROACH TO THE FARM CREDIT
SITUATION THIS YEAR. I ENCOURAGE COMMERCIAL LENDERS TO WORK WITH

TUE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM AND OTHERS AND CONTINUE TO EXPLORE WHAT

MA? PWE TO BE A VERY USEIUL LDZNS TOOL.
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PROPOSEo COIIqI~g HEARINGS

R3cEN~LY THERE lEAVE BEEN QUITE A REV PRESS REPORTS CONCERMING
TEE VINaChaL CONDITION OP TIES FARM CREDIT SYSTEM. coNGa~s EELS.
COME TO TIE AID Of THE SYSTEM TWICE WITHIN THE LAST LI MOVTHg~
PASSING LUGISISATION TO PROVIDE BASIC GUIDELIN FOR REFORMS AND
GIVING THE SYSTEM AND ITS BORROWERS MORE FLEXIBILITY na OEALING
WITH THEIR PROBLEMS * THERE ARE MANY WHO SAY THE SYSTEM WILL NEED
SONS FEDERAL FIXANCIAL ASSISTANCE SOMETIME THIS YEAR UNDER TIlE
1935 CREDIT ACT. THERE ARE MAN? WHO PEEL THE SYSTEM COULD a:
MORE CANDID ABOUT THE EXTENT 01' ITS DIFFICULTIES AND THE
TIMELINESS OF INITIATING A NEW DEBATE ON PURTEER REFORMS AND

RESTRUCTURING.

I GAVE WRITTEN SENATOR LEAN? AND SENATOR LUGAR ASKING THE
SENATE AGRICULTURE COSIITTIE TO CONDUCT A PULL DAY OF HEARINGS TO
INVESTIGATE THE FINANCIAL STATUS OF THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM AS
WELL AS OTHER AGRICULTURAL LENDERS. SUCH A HEARING WOULD PROVIDE
AN OPPORTUNITY TO RECEIVE RECOMMENDATIONS 7303 THE FARM CREDIT
ADMINISTRATION. THE FARM CREDIT SYSTEM AND FROM COMMERCIAL
AGRICULTURAI~ LENDERS REGARDING MEASURES THAT MAY BE NECESSARY TO
ENSURE OUR FARMERS HAVE ACCESS TO AN ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF CREDIT AT

REASONAUrg RATES.

I DON'T WANT TO BE CAUGHT WITH EVERYONE COMING TO CONGRESS
AND SAYING THAT THE SYSTEx MENDS ASSISTANCE WITHIN A WEEK. THIS
IS AN ISSUE TEAT DOES NOR WEED TO SURPRISE ANY 01 US. SO WHY NOT
START NON TO THINK ABOUT THE VIRTUES AND ORAISUACES OF ANY
ALTER fIVES TO KELP THE SYSTEM THROUGH TOWN TINES. CONGRESS IS

~ 
*V.
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GETTING TIRED OF PASSING LEGISLATION THAT EVERYONE SAYS WILL

SAVE TIE3 FARM CREDIT sysy~ -- ONLY TO FIND OUT THREE MONTHS

LATER TRAY TEE PROSLEK STILL EXISTS.

CONCLUSION

NOT LONG AGO, I SPOKE TO YOUR STATE SHERIFFS' ASSOCIATION

£300? SOME OF THE ISSUES IMPORTANT TO THEIR MEMBERS AND TO IOW~*

AGRICULTUR WAS AT THE TOP OF THE LIST.

TUER.E PROSABLY WASN'T A SHERIFF IN THE ROOK WHO HAD NOT FELT

TEE EFFECTS OF THE DEPRESSED FARM ECONOMY. AND THE EFFECTS AU

VERY REAL. FOR IT IS TEE SHERIFF OR A DEPUTY SHERIFF WHO TAKES

TEAT LOUG DRIVE UP A FARMER' S LAME TO DELIVER A FORECLOSURE OR

EVICTION NOTICE.

LIKE THOSE SHERIFFS, YOU ALSO KNOW THE PROBLEMS OUR RURAL

ECONOMY FACES. AND I DOUR? THERE IS A PERSON IN THIS ROOM WHO

HASN'T FELT THE PAIN OF TURNING DOWN A FARMER - PERHAPS A

NEIGHIOR OR A FRIEND YOU'VE KNOWN FOR YEARS - WHO WAS LOOKING FOR

A LITTLE BREATHING ROOM. A SECOND CHANCED A NEW HOPE FOR THE

FUTURE.

-9-

J-mmm~ 
* * a.. *.qe. ~

.~
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BUY WHEN FARMERS AU IN TROUBLE. YOUR BUSINESS 'ritE susruiss
OF BANKING - zS ALSO Iv TR0U3LE. 1936 SAW RECORD LOSSES FOR Iowa

BANKS, AIYRI3UTA5LE IN LARGE PART TO THE STATE' S ozvmzuc~ on ai

AGRICULURU.BASED ECONOMY. BUY THERE MAT BE SOME GOOD NEWS

AROUND THE CORNER.

I KNON THAT YOUR STATE BANKING COMMISSIONER IS PREDICTING

FEWEN BANK CLOS~RuS IN ZONk THIS TEAR. AND IN WASHINGTON, WE'RE

LOOKING FOR BETTER VATS TO HELP BOTH THE FARMER AND THE BANKER.

vow sons vogw SAT THAT WE IN WASHINGTON MUST PROVIDE ALl. m

'0 SOLUTIONS. AND WE OFTEN TRY. BUT. AS I'VE SAID MANY TINES

BEFORE, WE IN CONGRESS CANNOT GUARANTEE THAT EVERYONE IN OUR

SOCIETY SUCCEEDS. ALL WE CAN DO IS STRIVE TO PROVIDE THE RIGHT

KIND OF ENVIRONMENT WHERE PEOPLE HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO SUCCEED
0

- BUT WE CANNOT GUARANTEE SUCCESS.

BUT IF WE WORK TOGETHER, PERHAPS WE CAN MAKE 1967 A BEGINNING

FOR MORE SUCCESSFUL TIMES IN AGRICULTURE. I LOOK FORWARD TO

NORKING WITH YOU.

40

* *~ .s. . .
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DOLE FOR psisisger Page 1 of
REVIEw OF CANPAIGI ANERICA FAC RECORDS

SCHEDULE OF EVENTS AND NEETINGI IlLS IN IOWA BETWEEN 3/31/66-3,ii,67

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

SEE EXPLANATION OF COLUNN HEADINGS ON PAGE 10 (4 10)

EVENTS:

DESCRIPTION OF EVENT/ CHECE I IOWA IOWA OTNER NENO ATTENDEES

DATE OF EVENT/ I ALLOCABLE TRYL-NOR EXPENSES ENTRI

PAVER CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCABLE SIPS EVENT

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

3/)8/B64/O1/06 ATTENDEES:

NEETING HELD AT HOTEL DUN SENATOR DOLE

TON SENHORS?
HOTEL FORT DSN 1690,4-24 140.19 N GLASSIER

EXECUTIVE AIR TRAVEL IS92~4-24 3,294.56 5,959.15 D DEVIRI

FLOES BROWN 1005/4-07 254.40 F BROWN

INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 1775/4-01 T SOUCT-ROcK ISLAND, NEAR
FLOID BROWN 2,0.00 DAVENPORt

ROBERT WALLACE 1951/3-21 6.00

TON SOUCE 1111/4-OS 345.64

-----------------------------------SUBTOTALS: 1622.41 5.9,9.15 544.46

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

-------------------------------------------------
4/04/06-4/05/B6 

ATTENDEES;

EVENTS & NEETIUGS THROUGHOUT IOWA SENATOR DOLE

----------- 
FLOES BROWN

EXECUTIVE JET AVIATION 1092/4-24 513.72 4726.23 JOE BARRETT

INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 1064/4-21 DONALD DEVIHI

FLOED BROWN 205.00
JOE BARRETT 1814/4-a 193.36 226.65 166.51

JOE BARRETT 1703

INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 1775/4-01

DONALD DEVINE 224.00

SUBTOTALS: ------

707.10 4.950.2) 236.66 453.57

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

-------------------------------------------------
4/18/66

AN EVENT AT WAPALLO IOWA & A REPUBLICAN DINNER U DSH 4-24-B6 ATTENDEES:

IOWA DINING 1856/4-16 1,396.62 J RENRAN
VPW POST 5166 1657/4-18 275.00

PAT PARSONS 1656/4-16 206.61

C NICELIN 1659/4-16 18.59

R GERST 1660/4-la 204.00

FLOES BROWN 1905/4-29 909.37

JOHN RENNAN 2152/6-16 3)4.22

-----------------------------------
SUBTOTALS: 2,161.22 1.32359

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

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

r i~
I0
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DESCRIPTION OF EVENT, CHECK 0 IOWA IOWA OTNER NERO ATTENDEES
DATE OF EVENT/ ALLOCARLE TRVL-N@U ENPENSES ENTRY

PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCASLE UPS EVENT

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

4- 30-06/5-03-06
ATTENDEES:IOWA CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT CONVENTIONS
SENATOR DOLE
PAUL RUSSORORERT VANESSE 1963/5-06 329.70 N GLASSNER

ROSES? VANESSE 1913/5-09 274.04 300.93 U SWEENEY
WARREN SWEENEY 3313/1-35 2S4.41 4.00 50.61 S VANASSE
NOTEL FORT DIN FOR: 2042/5-21 ~ SEGO

ROBERT VANESSE 126.03 F SIOWN
SENATOR DOLE a. 141.65 J BARRETT
PAUL RUSSO 116.95 R SERRY
HIKE GLASSNER 49.53
WARREN SWEEENEY 30.05
JOE BARRETT 10.30
STEVE 5100 a' 309.49
FLOYD BROWN 445.90

JOE BARRETT 1009/4-22 191.36 306.29
JOE BARRETT 1916/5-09
BRIAN BERRY 1945/S-OS 332.00
FLOYD BROWN 1904~S-14 615 .90
STEVE SEGO 1930/5-05 61.19
FLOYD BROWN 3435/0-OS 250.94
TIBBEN FLIGHTS 1910/5-14 1.45152

SUBTOTALS: 4.3)0.54 304.93 256.96 1300.14
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

6/20/06-6/21,06
IOWA GOP CONVENTION ATTENDEES:

SENATOR DOLE
FLOYD NROWN 2203/6-25 339.14 3 VOIGETS
BRENT BANLER 2221/6-21 3.20 291.10 P BROWN
NOTEL FORT DSN FOR: 2371/1-03 D DEVINE

JANE VOIGNTS 116.06
NARRIOT NOTEL 2316~1-03 156.00
FRED DOWIE 3215/1-03 63.34
CITY OF DES NOINES 2210/1-03 50.00
ALEXANDERS PNOTO SERVICE 2291/1-01 340.14
Ge 2323/1-11 34.32
CONAGRE* INC 2133~9-10 933.00
ALEXANDRIA TRAVEL SERVICE FOR: 2191/6-23

DONALD DEVINE 232.00
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3261/1-02

FLOYD BROWN 464.00

SUBTOTALS: 641.60 1462.50 919.20
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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DESCRZTION OF EVENT, CHECK S IOWA IOWA OTHER NENO ATTENDEESDATE OF EVENT/ ALLOCABLE TRYL-NoN EXPENSEs ENTRY
PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCABLE

LIPS EVENT

STE DISTRICT REPUBLIcAN EVENT -- ATLANTIC IOWA
-------------------------------------

.1 RENNAN

SUBTOTALS:

3335/11-il

ATTENDEES:
JOUR RENNAN
SENATOR DOLE

415.16
-

0 0 475.~6

6/0 366-6/04.go
flEETING P HOTEL DAN

--------------------
FLOYD BROWN 250616-ag
NOTEL FORT DSN 2661/6-34
BOTEL FORT DIN 1467,6-14
HOTEL FORT *SH FOR: 2405/6-14

JANE VOIONTS
PRATT AUDIO VISUAL 2464/6-14
BURLINGTON INDUSTRIES FOR: 2426/6-05

2317/1-25
FLOYD BROWN 2371/1-25
SENATOR DOLE
BIKE GLASSNER
ABROR
P LESS EN
NICKELS
NELISIS

INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 2463/6-12
DONALD lEVINE
FLOYD BROWN
BILL LACY

SUBTOTALS:

2g.63

ATTENDEES:
SEN DOLE
F BROWN

65.56 B LACY
105.14 I lEVINE

H GLASSNER
JANE VOIGUTS

03.06

2. 315.06
453.06

go,...

466.00

460.00
460.60

-26.63 3.726.66 1.64676

--------------- 
- --------------------------------
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ATTACUHENT 15
Dcscagprzou or EVEN?! CHECK * IOWA Page 4 ofDATE OF EVENT/ ALLOCABLE TRYLNON ~ ATTENDEES

PAYEE CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCABLE EXPI EVENT

ATTENDEES:6/22,6~6a3,.6 
SENATOS DOLEIOWA STATE FAIN 
~ smow.

FLOYD BlowN 25e4/9-oz 
JOE LELLEY

JOE KELLY 2906/10-10 12.26 TON SOUCY
N GLASSNER.303 KELLY 3603/9-03 91.92 461.00 SILLL LACYJOE KELLY 2634/9-OS 131.46 SEN SCIWAINTON bUCK 2776/9-23 ii 11 aa

TUE SOUCY
lUAU INC
DIN FLYING SERVICE
TISSEN FLIGHTS
HOTEL DIN FOR:

FLOYD SHOWN
JANE VOIGITS
TON SAUCY
SENATOR DOLE
SILL LACY
HIKE GLASSNER

SILL LACY 2
SEN SCNWARN 2
FREENAN CONFAN! 2

SUBTOTALS:

l671~10-06
3732/9-16
154 1/6-22
299,11-05
tS14~9- 30

S 76/6-26
6 3 9/9-09
661/9-10

119.53

191 .00
196.12

2 39.19
1 36. 75
56 . 29
50.71

10

275.06
2,177.60

264.99
72 . 29

15.00 416.76
236.99 356.66 266.06
66.12

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
2236.15 3,526.00 706.76 112.13

9/19/56-9/21/us
SENAToR GRASSLEY BIRTHDAY EVENTS

----------------------------
JEFF DAVIS 2642/10-01
3 RAUSER JR 2639/16-61
FLOYD BROWN 2769/9-23
HISSISSIPPI CHENICAL CONFANY 2736/9-16
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 2633/10-01

FLOYD BROWN

291.57 373.00

63.49 469.60

2,602.64 5203.66

AT? EN DE S S
SENATOR DOLE
3 DAVIS
3. RAUSER
F BROWN

206.94

440.00
SUBTOTALS:

377.06 3464.64 5,205.66 106.94--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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DESCRIPTIOH OF EVENT, CHECK S ZOWA IOWA OTHER NERO ATTENDEESDATE OP EvENTs ALLOCAILE TRVL-NON EXPENSES ENTRIPAVES CHECK DATE ANT ALLOCASLE SIPS EVENT

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------a'aa-66-a.,za,
6 6 --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------STEERING CONNITTEE NEETIHO 

ATTIENDEES:--------------------- 
PLOID SROWNHOTEL FORT DSN FOR: 3310i11-ig 
SILL LACIPLaID SROVN

136.64 DON DEVISE
SILL LACI * 36.69 CAL NULTNAHDONALD DEVINE '9.14 JONH RESNANINTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA )J1Zao-.~g
SILL LACI

CAL HULTRAN 3136/10-la 530.00JOHN RENNAN 3440,10-26 
456.35----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

SUSTOTALS: 
~ 530.06 663.06

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
1S/37/.'-1./2./a'

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

DAVENP@RT.COUNCIL SLUPPCEDAR RAPIDS 
ATTENDEES:-------------------------------------- 
SENAToR DOLESLACKNAVE HOTEL FOR: 3312/11-04 
N GLASSNERSENATOR DOLE 33.60 P SNOWNHIKE GLASSNER 

36.90 D DEVINEFLOID SIOWN 
41.64 5 CEDARHOjagDONALD DEVIHE 

59.93 
C HULTNANSARA CEDARIOI.N 3352/31-13 113.96 i VOIGHTSINTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 331lij-~g

SARA CEDARNOI.a
ANERICAN FINANCIAL GROUP 3330,ii-~jINTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3313/10-39 3,164.61 7169.33JANE VOIGHTS 

525.00

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
SUSTOTALI: 

303.19 3939.67 7,569.33 512.64

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

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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DEsemzpI3ogg OF EVENT, CHECK U IOWA IOWA OTHER MEMO ATTENDEESDAIS OF EVENT/ & ALLOCAULE TIlL-NON SEPINSIS LETS! 6PAyEE CHICK DATE ANT ALLOCARLI SEWS EVENT

- - -----------------------------1/24,66-a 1/26106 
ATTENDS ES:

MEETING ~' DSN/AGIICULTURE SUMMIT cougERENcE pg~~ smowe
----------------------------------

SANDRA CNURCN
FLOWS BROWN 

166.61 SARA CEDARHoUSARA CSDARUOL 3411/12-653626/12-ze 236.50 *@,Smsoa SUANSTADLISISS & ASSOCIATES 3419/12-02 52.56 222.56 CORSSSNA5 LEACHIISPOR? .31*0W 3399,11-20 266.00 CONGRSSSWEN IA..,hIEPOST HILTON 3191,1-21 319.26 ~' ~INTSRNATIOUAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3505~12-05 N SCANLON
FLOWS DROWN
*aua CEPARUOLN

AMERICAH FINANCIAL CORPORATION 3601/12-23
DETTIS WOULD OF TRAVEL 3193/1-21

234.60
4. 165. 60

264.06

460.60

SUITOTALS: 
- - - -

616.20 5505.50 660.61

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

DOLES ADDRESS TO IOWA SHERIFFS & DEPUTIES ASSOCIATION

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

FLOWS DROWN 3661/2-02
PENN! DROWN 3645/1-01
RUAN INCORPORATED 3520~1h-o,
INTERNATIOHAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3595/12-23

SARA CEDARNOLN
FLOWS DROWN

SARA CEDARNOeu

SUITOTALS:

61.09
92.422 * 1 15 .60

ATTENDEES:
SENATOR DOLE
FLOWS BROWN
PENN! DROWN
SARA CEDARNOLN

226.00

269.04 16.06 250.00
- - -----------------. 60

-269.04 2413.06 0 406.51
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190~1
DISCRIFTIO. OF EVEUT/ CHECK S IOWA IOWA OTHER NiNa ATTENDEESDATE OF EVENT, & ALLOCABLE TRYL-NoU EXPENBES EUTRI 0FAlSE CHICK DATE Awl' ALLOCABLE SIPS EVENT

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------DOLES ADDRESS TO LUNBERISA~s ASSOCIATION ATTENDEES:
--------------------------------------- 

SEE DOLEFLOID DROVE 
SIRUORS?4Z)S~3-33 

~1.9B

MOTEL FOB? DSN ~ &40.41 F BROWN
AVIS BENT-A-CAR FOR: 3934/2-10

TON SIUMORS? 
61.91TON SVNUORST 3192~I-za 150.11CONAGRE.INC )899~1-og 645.00 1e090.00

BUSINESSNAN'S ASSURANCE CO 3106~1-1e 461.61 3.400.3)
ZUTERUATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 310311-2z

TON SINUOUS? 
210.00------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

SUBTOTALS: 040.41 1)30.0? 4.0,8.31 580.00

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

1/Z1~B1-1~i3~gi 
ATTENDEES:DOLES ADDRESS TO AGC 
SEN DOLE

------------------------- 
T SVNNORSTMOTEL FORT DON 4335/3-33 871.94 F BROWN

IUTERMATIOMAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3803/1-23
TON STNNoRSr ' 390.00FLOyD UROWN 3011/1-22 320.00

KY! AVIATION 3113/1-20 2*01*.bo
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

SUBTOTALS: 811.94 2010.00 118.00

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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IDESCRIMIUN 01 EVENI/ LHELI~ 0 IOWA
RATI OF EVEN?/ I ALLOLAILL

PAYEE CHICK DAn; ANT

1567
TOWN MEETINGS:

2/07/1967
TOWN MEETING 6 ORANGE CITY S IOWA WANKCN~ AjbULIATIUH Alit

LOWS LINE COMMUNICATIONS 36'39/2-0~
INS CONPANIIS 01 CLARK 434~/4-0 344.811
US POStMASTER 3023/1-27 ~,349.4II
MACRONALD LkTTLR SERVI~ 4J~O/4-lO 470.6?~
TON SYNHUIST 40/:3/2-2L

IUWA OTHER MENU ATTLNI'LLI~
£RVL NUN EXPENSES ENTRY 6

ALLOCABLE IMPS CVIII?

-
-

Luke.. h~~Itjg,

Iiettwg.iu,..j
IA Ailocablv

ATTENILES:
bUd DOLL
T SYNHORS?

I ,9J6.OO

I;',-."

470.6?,Ihi .a

SURTOrALS: JIba.OI 1,9:36.00 34I.~9

-------------- *...-------- ..-----------

3/13/1967
TOWN MEETING Al T LN 1' L ES

MACRONALD LETTER SERVICE 4J?,Q/4-jQ 19900 bEN BOLL
US POSTMASTER 3650/l7 178514 T SYNNOIST
SROWTN INDUSTRIES 3902/2-06 *Cv TAUKE
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 4016/2-20 ~ C L&HNKUHL

BEVERLY TAUKE ~96.00
- ?naE Bw~unm.a~ * 00

TON BYNHORSI 4044/2- ~ 372.37

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
SURTUIAIS: 1,964.14 1,561.50 2,950.50 1,066.3/

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

2/22/67
TOWN MEETING, DUN A TI Lie 1' L CS:

WACRONALD LRTTEE SERVICE 4:3~2/3:3I 17~0o ULNAEUR DOLL
Mw POSTMASTER 3952/2I5 I SYNNOROT
385 MOINES AiRPORT HILTON 3~I0 H LILASSNER

S ~ MOINES AIRPORT HILTON 4024/2-23 :336.00
REVCO INCORPORATED 3969/2-19 1,363.00 1,3113.00
INTERNATIONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 410J/3-04

TON SYNHORST . :3'0.oo
TOM SYNHORUT

- SUbTOTALS:
I., * UU

9,3.I.?0 1,3113.00 1,11:3.O0 ?.57.06

---------------------...-------..---------------

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

1 i9 uO
1,785.14

1 ,984. 14

I .Vb..00
7,2I?..~0

3~.I0
338.00

9 ,J~. 1 . 70



ATrA~Jf~~1~ 15
Pace 9 of 10

IJC6CRAII SUN 01 £VENT/
IJATE 01 £VINI/

PAYEE

LHLLI~ 0 IU8A
a ALLULAfiLL
CI4EC*~ DATE ANT

IUIdA OTHER
LIVI Hued EXPEN8ES LNfMY

ALL&JCA3LE IXPS

& T L is 1't.1!.
e

£ V EN 1

L,)Idk.A .'.It)I*

IA AIAoeM.It.

2/23/37
SREAKIAS) flEETING, DAVENPORT

NUN AVIATION 39VU/2-19
SLALKHAUK HOTEL 103: 44.36/3-23

FLOYD IRUUN
TON SYNHOSIT
S MATTER
N GLASSNER
SENATOR LaDLE

TOM ~1NH03ST

SUSEOTALS:

SUSTOTALS:
2i21/21 1R

4/04/66
4/13/36
4/30/96
6/20/lb
7/25/lb
8/03/kb
9/32/lb
9/19/lb

I 0/~1/66
30/27/lb
I 1/24/16
12/02/lb

1 / 1 2/17
1/21/IL
2/07/9/
2/12/87
2/22/17
2/23/67

ISAND TOTALS:

1,620.00

41.42
60.35

254.3 *;

41 * 42
43.42

97 * 02

.,5.'J4 1,620.00 0 179.36

TI - £ I

707.10
2.131 .22
4.3.31.54

647.60
0

29.93
J,2J8. 15
377.06
109.39
303.79
1/6.21
269.04
640.47
371 .94

3,165.01
1,984.14
9,351. /0

355.94

30,268.81

6,393.15
4. /26.23

0
204.J3

1,462.50
0

3,7211.00
3,523.00
3,464.34

530.00
3,929.67
5,505.50
2,413.00
1,226.67
2,610.00
1,933.00
3,531.50
1,363.00
1,620.00

0
216.63

0
256.96

0
0
0

706./U
5,305.66

0
7,569.33

0
0

4,091. .5.3
0
0

2,950. ~i0
1,3113.00

0

544.49
453.57

1,323.59
3,330.74
979.20
475.13

1,646.76
1,373.13
706.94
225.63
572.64
635.67
406.51
SSO.06
719.00
341.69

I ,Oud.3/
557.03
179.Bb

46,134.99 22,J)/.24 14,024.30

A~iLNDEEU:
~ENATOI DOLt.
H GLASSNES
U HATTER
T I3YNHORUT
F IIIIOuN

45.4-
60.35

254.17

j:~. 'it

-, ~J92.
1,9~4. It
9,351 .70
35.i4

34,684.354112,825. 5'.
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113001122

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT

Definition of Columns:

* Iowa Allocable Amount - These CA expenses are allocableto the Iowa spending limitation. Since CA personnel arenot Committee employees, the "5 day rule is not
applied.

* Iowa Travel Non-Allocable - These expenses relate to CAIowa activity but are for interstate travel, interstatetelephone expenses. etc., and as such are not allocableto the Iowa spending limitation.

* Other Expenses - These expenses do not rela~e to Iowabut were paid with a CA check which also paid expenses
related to Iowa.

r) * Memo Entry Expenses - These expenses are included inamounts discussed with respect to the payee. They are'1) shown here only to provide a more complete picture ofthe event and attendees.
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WLE RN

fl k~

1Gm
~ ~caWa

F~,m Qudi~ I~ze ~uit 1Gm ~imt OUmr ~imt SuIuy

fli~
Intif. tbt. Tm

~ k~
ft~g ~~-

fl~ k~
1ni~. tat. Tm

Jnta~. tat. Tm

Inter. ~bt. Tm
fled k

fl~d k~

fl~ k~

Br~m
B. Fr. iui
fla~ &~

ur. FT. 181
~ k~

4'

O3/23/U6~V26/86

1~-1/3I/O6

00/30/96-O~/O1/O6

~O~A~6

0~4/0I/96-4Y4/15/86

04/16/86
04/~W18/86

04/19/86-04/25/86

W22/86A14/25/86

04/15/86-04/31/86

04/29/86-4~AY./86

04/29/86-4B/04/86

~/13/864B/17/86

~/L5/86-1B/17/86

c~/16/a6-4B/31/M

$ 545.26
4

WL11
23~

434.00

469.00
4

$4
4

4
4

$1,185.92

17Th

W03

Iqxrt

17Th

'as'

Rq~t

'as'

2425

1~4

2425

Rqx~t

2078
2149

3~art

04/0746
04/0~86

04/07/86

04/07/96

04/07/86

04I21/86

04/15/86

04/21/86
04/29/86

04/29/86

04/29/96

~/14/86
~/27/86

05/14/86

06A~/96
06/16/96

4

3~56

4

4
n6.u

4~82
12930

4
2g0.w

468.00
2~.00

730.00
4

4
4

4
4

33A~
4

1,185.92

4
299

47.50
4

1,185.92

67S .
445.~,

153.52
2".37

4
4
4

4
4

510.39
4
4

4
646.15

1,185.92
I
I

~Ai
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I..

I~im Qmck* Qi.c* I~ce ~mt I~ ~mt 0ttmT ~mt Salary

~AY1/86-0WW86
floyd k~m

Inter. ?kt. bwu
Ben.-

flq~ k~

~4~U/86

~WWfl46

Fkij~I k~ 06/18/86-06/31186
Inter. Ikc. lbwu 0W1W86

fl~ h~ /86-~/29/86

fl~ k~

floyd k~m

floyd k~

mwlluguu liEl.

fl~ ~

Inter. ?ht. Thurs

fl~ k~
Eon.-

164~/XV86

07/01/86-07/15/86

07/16/86-07/17/86
07/16/86-07/1746
07/16/86-07/1746

07/22/86-07/24/86
07/22/86-07/23/86

07/2346
07/22/86

07/26/86

07/15/86-07/31/86

00/03/06-4~/86

~46

00/01/86-00/1546

00/18/86
08/~46-~3/23/86
~4946~U/Th~

2149
2425
2144
2151

M~ort

2203
2261

2291
2425

Rqxrt

'"oct

2370

2425

2397
2425
243)
2430

2377

'"oct

2506
2468
2487

R"oct

2430
2~4
314

06/1646
00~46
06/1646
06/16/86

lfl.90
142.M~

4
129.94

4
4

444.00
4

4
4
4
4

4
464.00

3~.14
4

201.43
6.3)

1,185.92

79.30
4

3~.47
4

1,185.92

1,185.92

06/2546
07iW86

07/00/86
~m46

06/25/86

07/15/86

07/2446

07/346

07/3/86

07/25/86

00/0146

07/03/86
00/1246
00/1446

00/1546

4
138.07
134.m

1204D

23.00
4

290.00
4
4

4
4
4

247.00

903.00

4
4990

4
4
4
4

1,185.92

51.56
4

WB.14

4

U'.,'

14.00
4
4

1,185.92

370.00
4
4

4
4-
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km.
~ ~AU~

Qieck I~e kms ~uit 0d~ ~uaiz Salary

fled h~
fled km.
B. rr. Iui

fl~ k~

flL~ k~

fl~ km.
Intif. Ikt. lbwu
B. Pt. I~I

fl~ km.

Mt. Pt. IDE

fl~ km.

n~
Mt. Pt. IDE

B. Pt. IDE

IIaI* Ibk Ibtel

fl~d km.

km.

Orm.
Inter. bt. Thurs

08/2746.~N/3Y86

cB/15/86-4u/31/86

09/01/86-09/15/86

09/17/86-09/20/a6
09/17~'86

09/17/86-0/19/86

09/16/86-10/01/86

~~86-MYKY86

1/86-M1/15/86

10/15/86-10/17/86

10/20/86-10/22/86

10/W86-~86

1O/27/86-10/~/86

10/16/86-10/31/86

11/01/86-11/15/86

11/24/86-11/26/86

11124/86

11116/86-11/30/86

Ihim a~s

2~h6
w
2766
2653

Rqxrt

2769

3370

3370

3m

3370
3m

3370

3272

Rq~rt

3487

3515

~rt

09/02/86
09j~
09/2446

~/29/86

09/15186

09/23/86

W18/86

~1/86

11118/86

10/2246

10/15/86

11.18/86
10/22/86

11/18/86

~U47

11/~/86

11/01/86

11/15/86

~86
W26/86

11/26/86

4
217.81
118.M
183.27

266.22
4

ldX3.86

91.18
167.21

4

133.65
4

L~.84
'ow

47.64

170.67
4

4
'4.00

787.77
4

1,185.92

1,185.92

819.00
4
4
4

4
4~.00
4

4
4

480.00

4
620.00

4
4

4

4
480.00

1,185.92

4
4

4
4

4

1,185.92

1,185.92

4
4

1,185.92

4
4
4

4
4
4
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I-
Pqm I~ta

k~

Inter. Ibt. Ibra
fl~ hue

fl~ k~

fl~d Brine

later. tkt. lbwu

n~ hue

Brine

fled Brine

flq~ hue

12/~/86-42/07/86

12./1L5.-12/12/SS

12/01/86-12/15/86

1.2/15/8642/31/86

01/12/87-01/13/87

01/01/887-01/15/87

01/17/87

01/21187

01123/87

01/16/87-01/31/87

~/22/87-02/23/87

cR/16/87-02/28/87

Ouck *

3595

3595

Rqxrt

Iqirt

371

4236

~rt

Total SaIaiy mu Wnsi ~quum

FrEN Rqxrts Qdy

Ouc* cat.

12/22/86
~U/87

12/22/86

01~/87

12/15/86

01/01/87

01/15/87

01A~187

~T2AY~/87

(~/13/87

03/23/87

01/27/87

1w0L~6
1W10~86
11106/86
01119/87
01/10/87
03/1847

-0-

61.09

6.00

1mm ~mt

2~.00

'.80.00
-0-

Catvnissicm
L~t'd IA

Salay A11oc&~1e

-0-

-0-
-0-

1,1~

1,31.92

57.,

5.25
-0-

7.00

41.42

8,591.71

125.94
451.15
107.95
119.42
W.3~
33.~

-0-

33.00

-0-

9771.00

-0-

-0-

-0-

2,865.52

1.38.00 644.00

41.42

iz~~ 1,288.92

27,7~L2A 1,974.34

$27,7~).24 1,974.34
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Qmissicm I~teiuimd
I~m ~*

$1,974.34

ftz~4Un~Ia

$4 $1,974.34
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D~U RU '~rwt
~aip ~ia - -

T~ ~mrst

'em
.4 ~ A11o~mb1a tbb-AUocmble Odurhmuit I.e ~ait Salary

1~u ~t

mm ~st

Tcu ~r*mt

mm ~orst

Tm S~dxxst

~ -
1k. Sj~dmt

Tom ~mt

Tom ~mr

Tom %riiorst

Tca Syiivxst
Avis ~t~r
mt. tat. Tcm

Tom ~mt

hit. tbt. Txu:s

~fl/06-06/31/86

O7/01/8fD-07/31/86

~/01/86~L~

cA/01/86-09/31./86

1W23/86

10/01/86-1W31/86

11/01/06-11/3(1/86

12/01/86-12/31/86

12/11/86

OIAJ8/87-01/13/87
O1/W/87-OL/13/87

01/08/87

01/1647-01/31/87

01/19/87*/

'1 Sm ~.ra1 ~qwm dmllveiy to Ek~ce1 Ft I~I 1122/87.

14.00

Pqmrc

Iqmt

lqxrt

Iqxwt

Iqxrt

3293

Iq~rt

bp~t

35,5

Rqxrt

3792
3924
~03

Rqxwt

~O3

(~/23/86

07/01/86

07/31/86

08/29/86

U1/~86

11/~86

11/01/86

12A~/86

01/0747

12122/86

01/15/87

01/21/01
(fl/1~87
01/22/87

02/01/87

01/22/87

$ 2.00000

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,~XD.00

1,00000

1,507.52

86.21
87.97

-0-

69.~

278.00

390.00

1,507.52

-0-
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WLZ RR -
c~w~ ~1m bqu.u -

Tm Sywdmt

Jam

- Ihtm Q~ * O~ I~te ~mt I.e ~mt Odur ~mn Salay

423,

C~uis~i~
Det'd IA
A11oc~1e

btel Pr. DII
Pabmi -
Tm -
Jafl. ?kt. Tars

Tm ~mt

Tm ~mst
mt. Ikt. Tars

(FU~it to ~r

Tm ~mt

Tm Sy,*mt
InC. Ikt. bra
Tm ~rst
Tnt. Ikt. bars

01/27/87-01/30/87
wa47

01/2747-01/29/87
01/3Q~17

~fl/01/87-4~/L5/87

~Y2/cR/8741L'07/87

*q~i~)

gP/10'87-4P/13/87

~/18/87-O~/24/87
'~11B'17

I1.~ik HDtel 02/22/87-4~/23/87

Tnt. ?kt. Tars 03/03/87

3973

Un

MP3
3991

mqxrt

as
4164
41m

4109

03/23/87
~f2/1847
02/2647
02/03/87

02/13/87

02/26/87

02~P

02/22/87

02/2~47
02/2~V
03/12i17

11.00
229(3

4-

341.69
-0-

372.37
4-

557.90
-0-

41.42

-0-

-0-
4-
-0-

215.00

-0-
518.00

4-
6~.00

-0-
390.00

-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-

1,~7.52 753.76

-0-
-0-

1,4~.52 1,455.52

372.37

557.90

41.42

390.00

Tm ~imt

Qu3~ Total

Paport ~y./1w87 262.29 ____

$2,flO.X) $3,267.00 ~!AL~*~ 3,180.97

*1
~ij
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l~m -

I~s ~

$3,180.97

I~s ~n4I~

$1,476.00

html Activit,

$4,656.97



'~~4O9556~
muir m
V~ 1 of

aft ~m,
C~aAp ~1ca 3qiu.m -

I~ Statf

1mm
AUn~1. t*x~-AILocab1.. Othw

i

urn
Jaw ~Ij~cs

Jaw ~k~i~its
BFtI~I
Jaw ~i~zs

Jww Wi~izs
Jaw ~bi~ita
Jaw Voi~ta
~Ft IDE
Jaw ~i~its
B Fr lag
BFrla~

Jaw 1ftd~its

Jaw Vo1~ts

Hr Fr IDE
Jaw ~bi~)Li

Jaw Voijns

06/1~-06/X1eU6

166/18/86
06/~OWTh~

06/26/86-4~/29/e6

06/15/86-o7/Is/86

07/10/86-07/19/86
07/16/8607/17/86

07/13/86-07/~/86
07/24/86

07/26/86-0747/86
- -

10/25/86-10/28,86

$ MD.0O

-. 54

103~

33.26

118.57
4~e~)

641.45
72.29
55.14

93.06
~17.EB

319.~
525.~

TorhL Jaw ~A1~ta

2290

2343

2277

2454

2455
2m

2456
2792
2429

3165

Faport

2485

3378
3212

07A~7/86

07/11/86

07AX346

00/11/86

08/11/86
07/ads

00/11/86
W/2SAds
W107/86

~W86

(~/29/86

08/14/86
10/09/86

11/18/86
10/29/86

-0-
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~m -
F'-

Jdu

J~m

Jd~ F'm

07/O9iUilS
-S

O7/~46-O9i~31/86

09/O1/86-1Q/O1/86

11#O1/96-10/3L/86

llAfl/86-01/19/87

1917
2152

3m
3335

344 ad
MD9

11/11/86
11/11/86
11/11i~86

11/11/86

11/25/86

01/2947 ad

IUFL ~ -0- $4.70

$ 10.22
$ ~.cD

225.W
2~LOO

125.18

33(1)

118.75

4.70

337.~

1,350.cD
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lam
Qmmiss~
Det'd IA
A11c~1e

~1 ad~
~1 Silimi
~I ilta

~i

~i ag~

~1 &d~
~i
~1 bultimi

~1 bulaini

c~i bil~
~~ a~

~1 Bulti

~1 bd~

~1 m~

~1 mul~

~1 Bu1~

~a1 Bu1~

~1 bu1~

~i mg~

~1 m~

09/O1/86-0/1546

09~74~O9/U47

09/16/86-10/31/86

09/16/86-47)/19/86

09/22/86-47)/26./86

09/30/86
li~-W15/86

1~11186

10/22/86

10/3/86
11/01/86-11/15/86

11116/86-11130/86

11118/86

12/01/86-12/1546

12/16/86-12/31186

01/01/87-01/15/87

01/16/87-01131/87

~2i01/87-02/15/87

cY2/16/e7-4P/3/87

O3Ail/87-W/31/87

PU

2781

3032

318

2950

2951
3379
3t~

3138

3374

3581

3747

Rqxrt

4413

$ 750.00

2,250.00

433.~

114.63

p.22

U.99

.I2~

09/26/86
09/2446 4
(7)/7.4/86

10/17/86

(A/3)/86

10/15/86

W15/86

~W86

W~6/86

11t1)146

12/18/86

12/~/86

12/15/86

01/07/87

01/15/87

03/W~/87

0~/3/87

750.00

750.00

750.00

750.00

750.00

750.00

750.00

750.00

~L ~1 ~ -0-

375.00

750.00

1,500.00

~ 2,625.00

6.61
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12)47

$ 2,400.W

2,WD4D

2)71
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649.00

Ihtm

1703
1814

3794
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2359
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4261

3594

3711
4162

$ 146.57

1,1~D.00

1,1~00
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91.15

IMOM

01~2147

07/2346
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DOLE FOR ~35ISUNT
REVIEW OF CAMPAIGN AMERICA PAC RECORDS

SCREDULE OF EVENTS AND NEETINOS EELS IN NEW HAMPSHIRE BETWEEN:
3/03/64-2/16/Si

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

SEE EIPLANATI@N OF COLUMN READINGS ON PAGE 5 of 5
EVENTS:

DESCRIPTION OF EVENP/ CEECE I RE ER OTHER NERO ATTENDEES
BATE OF EVENT. ALLOCABLE TRYL-NON EXPENSES ENTR!

PATEE CUECE DATE AMOUNT ALLOCABLE EXPENSES EVER?

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

1906 ATTENDEES:
3/02/66 PAUL RUSSO

NESTING S NOLIBA! INN NANCNESTER, NH SIRE CLINRERREARD

SENATOR DOLE
PAUL RUSSO 1436/3-1*
3333 CIJNEEESSASD 1639/3-12
US JET AVIATIOU 1494/3-19

14.50
456 .70

343.4'

1,547.79 3.1)5.55

SUETOTALS: 471.30 1,547.79 3490.34

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

4/13/64-V14/64
SUUATOR SUDNAN EVENT-NE

BRIAN BURR! 2223/6-27
BRIAN BUSS! 2174/6-23
PAUl. RUSSO 2240/6-30
SWAN FINANCIAL CORPORATION 2170/6-33
IUTUSNAUONAL TOURS ALEXANDRIA 3144/4-16

70.49
'3.45

70.49
113.00

750.00 1,000.00

ATTENDEES:
URIAU SEER!
SENATOR DOLE & STAFF
PAUL RUSSO

495.64

muiau 3,33! 115.00
US TOUACCO 2160/4-33 2.35100 2,111.00

SUSTOTALS 3 163.94 3,214.00 4,493.49 495.06

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

6/10/04-6/30/06
NZ/UVENT UNRN * KAUCUESTER

ATTENDEES:
DONALD DIVINE
PAUL RUSSO

MSICAN EXPRESS FOR:
U~L. WIlE
OSUAL. SIVINE
PAUL RUSSO
CASE! @1 BOSTON FOR:
ONALB SEVIRE

SIRTOTALS:

2394/7-06

2 249/4-30
2 25 9/7-6 1

109.65
301.36

96 51

303.73

393.57 301.36 94.57



ATTACIWNT 20
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SgSCSIFIOU OF *,gmr, cuica 0 mu mm oruma n~sqo ATTEEDEESSATE 09 EVEN?, a ALLOCASLE YEVL-mON EXPENSES EU?.! 0PANES eaSel DATE AISOON? ALLOCASLE EXPENsgS EVEN!
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

S/24/06-0~ggg----------------------------------------------------------------------------ATTENDEESlIsle OPP@NTumfl~r DALE NANGUET E0/26,6i~ 
cimis cusflmo

SEASEOE LUNCuSS-g sa'o.i 
DEZAN SEEN!ELISANETN DOLE

lNT353&?3ema~s. 13535 ~ ~ 
SENATOE DOLEcUltS cU.ua 

23100 SUSANNE NIENELAcminms cisusms 
£ PAUL EUSSOmaim *mmm~ 
.'w.ww NIlE GLASSfUlSUSiE IEEE! 
01.00 JOIN CUSNAGE219.00 PETEE STAlL55 mACCO 2937/0-az 677.00sanmavum isa :uz FOE: 2710/9-17

'SUSASET DOLE PLUS ONE 614.60UlS mauwsmzas *UUCOP1'gmg* xmc 2657/9-10 1636.50
USE3IC EZPEESS FOE: 2075/1o-o7

mesa. mvau. 340.11 111.40ANSSZCAU 5313358 FOE: 2623,9-es
SUESLI mvamm 151.27 410.12&&Shamse:a P@SNASTEE 2544/6-34 10.75

9 NOSTON FOE: 264919-So
sses&in Slims 171 .06SAW PEAS COLON? eLMS FOE: 2667,9-ig 1073.60

SSMA?@E DOLE
E&SSASSTN 501.3
Elms *LaSSmEE

ISUS flSSA55 3235,10-is 715.30 24.40esa.* ysas coLomt csam 2700,9-as 266.00
~mes mm
P6135 StAlL 160419-03 419.1230 30/10-17 34.96eS6inig~m EESTAWUAU? 3342/11-12 900.001363 PAPPAS & AS8OCZAU~ 2019/9-30 001.00PAUL 56550 2704/9-11 1 * 469.71MW& 56550 3045i10-e7 £ * 269.37~5Aamu USERELA 2649/10-03 614.20--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
SWS?@?ALS: 7734.39 1641.60 521.52 3513.26

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

----------------------------------------------------10/05/00 
ATTENDEES:SANSUiEm UEPUSLICAN COUVENTION 
NILL LAC!
SUSANNE NIENELA*SMZAU S Lie? 3340/11-11 190.23 7770P6W SAIWSUIEE mI6Nv~v NOTEL 3207/10-29 149.63

SNIIUAUOAL TOWNS ALEZAEDNIA 3071/10-22
SLACI 

100.00-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
hWS?@?AI*: 347.05 106.00 77.76

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

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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SESCRIPt@N OP IYSNY/ CEECS 0 EU 53 OEER NERO AYYEEDESSDAYS OP SYSUY/ ALLOCASiS lIVE-IOU SIPSESES ENYRI
PAlES CUECE DAYS N~UU? A&&OCAILS EXPIESSO EVEN?

-------------------------10/24/06 ----------------------------------------------------PRESS CONFERSNC3 S CONCORD NE SUZASNE NEINELA

----------------------- 
SENATOR DOLESUSANNE NIENELA 3S00~12-e5 140.10-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

SUEY@YALS: 
140.10

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

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
13/13/06-1213/66
ESSAISo DOES ADOSUSiSs YES POaYSuouru NOTARY CLUE 12/12
ISMAYSS 501.3 ASSSESSSS YES WUIvgaugYv OF NE A? CONNENCSNSY DIIREAN. NE 12/13

EsLg~v tm Naucumgnm 366o/a-oi 302.71
U&3S& 3m NAUCUSSYu 3171,12-10 100.05
Muascag FIUAISCIAI. emous 3606/12-23 902.00 902

fuSUIRS ESLICOPYsm iNC 3604,1-01 195.00
inSu:au USLICovymm. zinc 3605,1-0? 933.06

SSAUJS IN3LA 36S1~1-o7
SOsLains CINYES FOR COuyxuvzue SDUCAYION

sesaum NIENELA 3650/1-01

AYYSUDE ES:
SENAtOR DOLE
SUZANNE NEINELA

* 00

50069

141. 153
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

2,039.46 902.00 903.00 632.39

1907
1/34/01-1/26/07
SSSSCE P05 67 61/25/071

-----------------------
WV UASVIELD
50&SS&Y EU
USRAYSU YARA
Sea Messy mUTAIN ,rn

EUSUIRE *ELZCoUIEas INC
US IUSACCS
ISVSSsaeesaz. wino ALEXAUDRIA

smise wami
.w3a~ EtmELA

1001/2-20
I 706/1-20
1712/1-19
976/2-10
1004/2-0 1
000/1-2 3
0 71/2-0 3

I.

1914/3- 10

123.32
100.00
195.00
173.10

2. 012 . 50
1. 150 . 00

310.00

020.40
-3,003.00 1460.06 020.40

AYYENDEES:
JEFF NANOFIELD
OMIANNE NEINELA
SENAtOR DOLE
331Am mERRY

S3Y@YALS:



ATTACIOSNT 20
Page '6 of 5

maScairnog Sr EYENT/ CUEc~ S NB EU OTUEN 863860 ATTEUDEESDATE OF EYENT/ ALLOCABLE ,'~,L-iog EXPENSES ENTRI 9PAYEE cuucu DATE £86051? ALLOCABLE EXPENSES EVENT

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
2/16/07SENATOR BOLE ABOBESSES TUE HAMPSHIRE ROTARY CLUB SUSANNE NEINELABBIAUFAST FOB 60 PEOPLE NEW ATTENDEES:

BRIAN BERN!-----------------------
SENATOR DOLETUE BOILIRUOUSE 4150/3-11 1,165.10

BAISANA INN 3965/1-10 130.00
B@CEIN6BAa COUNTY NEPUNLIUcAN CONKITTEE

40461-25 150.00JOIN NULASSI 4166/3-12 66.30
INTSBUATIoAL TOWNS ALEIAUDRIA 4010/3-30

BRIAN BERN!
SVSAUNB NIENELA 4163/3-12 139.00 39699------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
SUBtOTALS: 1173.40 139.00 396.09

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

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------SUBTOTALS: 3/02/66 671.20 1.16770 3496.34
6/13/66 163.34 3.11600 4103.49 495.06
6/16/06 393.11 301.36 96.576/24/06 7734.39 1641.60 531.52 3,573.26
10/05/06 347.65 ISiso 71.7610/34/06 140.70
12/13/06 2039.46 902.00 902.00 622.39
1/24/66 3003.00 1.46600 626.46
2/16/66 1,673.40 139.00 396.99

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

IONANS TOTALS: 16,025.71 9,122.3 9694.39 6.15347 $41,195.96
N$25,148.17



~v

ff30 01122

DOLE roE 13381Dm

Definition of Columns:

* Hew Hampshire Allocable Amount - these CA oxpenses areallocable to the Mew Hampshire spending limitation.Since CA personnel are not Coittge employees, the 5day rule is not applied.
* Hew Hampshire Travel Non-Allocable - these expensesrelate to CA New Hampshire activity but are forinterstate travel, interstate telephone expenses, etc.,and as such are not allocable to the New Hampshirespending limitation.
* Other Expenses These expenses do not relate to HewHampshire but were paid with a CA check which also paidexpenses related to New Hampshire.
* Memo Entry Expenses - These expenses are included inamounts discussed with respect to the payee. They areshown here only to provide a more complete picture ofthe event and attendees.
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imz RN
c~ ~ - -

Pad km

U

~at

Pad km

Jnta~. ?kc. bra

Pad km

Pad km

Pail km
Jntr. fkt. 1km

Pad km

Pail km
Jnta~. fbt. 1km

Pad km
Jnca. tht. Ibuui

Pad km
1111ff. tbt. bra

Pad km
Pad km
Jntff. Iht. bxu

Pad km

1UFL

w1~

06/19/~W2~

06~L~3~46

07/01/86-07/0346
~86

07A~1/86-O7/3V86

07/16/86-07/17/86
07/16/86

07/23/86.07/24/86
07/23/86

01/11/86

08/IB/864~/24/e6
01/2446.a,29/86

~/01/86-08/31/86

Ib, P~~dzu Allocable
Rb, bq~1rg fb~-AUccable

Th~

$ ~.5,

477.56

87.57

$ 11.00

17.50

115 00

'AD -0-

M31.51
-0-

2247

2248
2144

2249

Iq~rt

2355
2261

Rq~rt

2570
2370

2438
24U

2521
2547

2845

2547

R~ort

17.50
149.00

$ 2,500.00

06/16i~

06/3~/86

07O1/M

07/21/86
07#W/S

07/31.86

07/24w

W/22i16

1W07/86
09/17/86
EE/26/86

~M~/86

2,500.00
278.97

-0-

-0-

3316
-0-

1,279.87
1,469.fl

16.00
1~.00

8.00
161.00

16.50
197.49

9.50
-0-

1%.00

-0-
-0-

-0-
-0-

-0-
-0-

-0-
-8-
-0-

$12,341.63
1,119.49
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~q~um

hbt Amciaca

Sinuu NlmJa

Swum ~mda

Swam W~h

Swuiw Mimla

Swam Nimla

Swum Nimla

Sm Nimia

-I -
Saviw

Swum Nim~a

Q~ Q~tt

Swmw Nimla

Swie Nimla

Swauw Nimla

7464~

W/2~'86~/2946

cu/o1j~-4u/31/M

09/01/86-09,D/86

09/17/~-O9/2746

09/2846-1Q~v86

I~ B/86-hh1W/86

10114/86-1W17/e6

IW2~86-W/2546

IWOIil6-MW3kI6

1W31'86

UIO~/86-WWJ86

11AJ9/86-11/13/86

11/23/86-11,29,86

141.65
$ ~

-0-

217.41

87.10

137.93

1d~.57

2481

3au

349

2643

2W6

3115

3167

3166

3294

Rqxrt

3295

1W29/86

~/oB/a6

111115/86

10/27/86

MY~46

tn~-

111~/86

01/0747

4-

-0-

-0-

4-

4-

173.~

-0-

4-

4-

4-

60.23

42.71

1,MD.O0

4-

-0-

4-

4-

-0-

-0-
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arnie NiinsIa

&rnie ~
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Suvla

arn~ ~

~m mmh

arnie HImla

arnie Nimia

arnie Nimh

am Nim~

arnie Nimla

12/1146

12, 37/86-12/11186

U~II6-U~

OJAL"87-O1/31/87

L46

01/11/67-01/25/87

~An/87-4~/m/87

~U/U47

~/O9/87A~/14/87

O3A~1/87-03/31/87

~63

~51

3531

375'

3570

3914

Rqxrt

3951

4167

4163

bport

0L4~7/87

01)0747

01)0747

01/1547

12/1846

~~/1D/87

01)0747

01/3~87

()~/1.3/87

03/1247

03/12/87

03/~47

~LOO

121.X~

622.32

M~.W

460.00

1,1B.94

MDOO

139.88

432.61

m.n

-0-

-0-

-0-

-0-

-0-

-8-

-0-

-0-

1,~D.W

-0-

-0-

-n
*

-0-

~m kim CA Rwxts

Szaum Nimla
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1828 L Street. NW. * SuIW 80~
~~shIngton. D.C. 20036

12021 223-9400
(TDOI 12021 223-9400

January 21, 1988
Schwart
2780 Morris Ave
Union, NJ 07083

Dear Schuart:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account maintained by a business

-~ entity. We must verify that your contribution represents yourpersonal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statement
below and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to the
Committee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

'f)
Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

0

Dole for President
Committee

I made a contribution of $zooo.oo, deposited December 31, 1987,
and drawn on check *895 of the account identified as Bertram
Associates. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds. The
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

Name L&~~t~1 S7tft..~Av ~ U
Home Address 2.-( 1) ?+~934C 6/ '-7~ f9(C/ "

city 4V

State Zip

Your signature
(plasedonotprnt

ID: U07083 SCHW 780 1 Bseq: 009752~0006 L r: 10
P.d lot by Dole foe Presadeni Coevimette



*1

~A1~
'V/

1826 LSt'eet. N.W.*Sufte 805
~~shin~eon. D.C. 20036

(2021 223.9400
(TDDI (2Q21 223-9400

February 18, 1988
Hr. Bruce W. Solomon
3401 Flagler Avenue
Key West, FL 33040

Dear Mr. Bruce V. Solom.~n:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account with a designation indicating
that it might contain funds other than your personal funds. We must
verify that your contribution representa only your personal funds.
It would be helpful if you would read the statement below and if it
is accurate, please sign and return it to the Committee in the
enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

ent
Committee

I made a contribution of $115.00, deposited February 5, 1988,
and drawn on check *1300 of the account identified as Bruce W.
Solomon Dc Pa. This is to verify that the contribution described
above is drawn on an account containing only my personal funds. The
account is not funded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an
incorporated entity.

4 Name ~AL~JCE. VQ.

Home Address ~O~- ~c~..&Ao~\f

Your signature
donotprnt)

ID: U33040 SUlK 401 B 1 B.eq: 010973-000? Ltr: 12
Pa.d ov by ~ ~, PriadwW C.uwm.



** PLIMI SIGN &
RITURN TODAY

1828 IStreet. NW.*Suie 80~
V.~shin8ton. DC. 20036

(2021 223-9400
(TD0H2021223-9400 April 29, 1968

Mr. R. I. Roberts
Dale Hollow Lake Rt 1
Celina, TN 36551

Dear Mr. R. I. Roberts:
Thank you for your contribution to Senator Dole's Presidential
campaign.

Now that Senator Dole has withdrawn from the race, it is of the
highest priority that the Dole for President Committee use everyavailable resource to meet it. financial obligations, enabling
Senator Dole to concentrate on projecting his message of Party
unity toward Republican victories in November.

If the statement below accurately reflects your contribution,
please fill in your correct home address, * ign the form and returnit with the enclosed envelope. This will allow us to maximize yourcontribution through Federal Matching Funds. If you have previously
received similar correspondence from the campaign, it is veryimportant that each letter be signed and returned to the Comm 1~etee
without delay.

C) Thank you for your past support and assistance in helping ~ v
maximize your contribution to Senator Dole's campaign.

Sincerely, 0

L~X~' ~amV~t7iTff~en, Treasur~
(Ool7f for President Commi c

I made a contribution of $20.00, deposited on November 3,
1967, and drawn on check *46662 of the account identified as
Cedar Hill Resort. This is to verify that the contribution
described above is drawn on an account containing only my
personal funds. The account is not funded for my use on an
unreimbursed basis by an inc,.ozKporated entity.

~ nit-, /

Name ftJ~k -

Home Address KY -

r~n __

city LD..Jh.1 ~  State~ .......Z ip~L

Your signature e ~
(Contributor's Signature)ID: U3S551 RSRT 001 R,~,5s~e~44-O004 Ltr: 12



I8Z8LStreet NWeSugtc8Oi
W~shInton DC 200)6

12021 223-9400
ITDOI 1202) 223 9400

December 17, 1987
Mr. Vinal Smith
26 Harlow St
Bangor, MI 04401

Dear Mr. Vinal Smith:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement blow is
accurate, will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

'C) Thank you for your help.

incerely,

~ /2~yLe~
resident

o Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

I made a contribution of $15.00, deposited November 5,
1987, and drawn on check #7864 of the account identified as Colonial
Carpets. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I am
a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not repres
contributions from mar than e person.

Address

Your signature

ID: U04401 SHTH 028 V 1 Bseq: 007203-0009 Ltr:

Ps.d icr by Dole lot Preg.~wW Commitiw



DEC 1 1) i~ei
1a28 LStret. N.W..Su*@W5

~shIn.ton. DC. 20036
12021 223-9400

ITDOI t2021 223-9400

November 24, 1967
Hr. Vinal Smith
28 Harlov St
Bangor, HZ 04401

Dear Kr. Vinal Smith:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate, viii you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

1{aAt~1 A. 44
Dole for President
Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

I made a contribution of $15.00, deposited October 29,
1987, and drawn on check *7640 of the account identified as Colonial
Carpets. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I am
a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent

contributions f~op more than one person.

Name (/f?4~4/ ~J(f
Address ~

Your signature

ID: U04401 SHTH 028 V 1 Bseq: 006835m0008 Ltr: 10

P3.4 lo' by Dole ~o' Nesadgeg Commhttif



October 21, 1987
Mr. Jack Conway
137 Washington Street
Norwell, MA 02061

Dear Kr. Jack Conway:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is

-~ accurate, will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Dole for President
o Exploratory Committee

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

) I made a contribution of $300.00, deposited September 30,
1987, and drawn on check *1d4~L of the account identified as

(~'~ ~Coluxbia Management. This to verify that this business account
~ is not incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds

as I am a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount
listed above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name ~'.

Address 7

city ?/Ae~de

State 2 ~ ~ w Zip c~*o~~

Your signature O~..J2/~
I '(pleas~'do not print)

ID: U02061 CNWY 137 J 1 Bseq: 005482-0002 Ltr: 10

3828 L Striet, N W. Suite 805. Washinton. D C 20036
(202) 223-9400

Paid for by 0.6. for Pm.dvmt Eaplereo.y Committee



V

5828 LStieet. NW *Suite80~
~~shIntan. DC. 20036

12021 223-9400
(TDDI (2021 223-9400

March 23, 1966
Kr. Dennis Iruhn
Schleswig, IA 51461

Dear Kr. Dennis Bruhn:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution vas drawn on an account maintained by a business
entity. We must verify that your contribution represents your
personal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statement
below and if it iS accurate, please sign and return it to the
Committee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.
tf~

Sincerely,
o

Dole for resident
Commitee.)

I made a contribution of $100.00, deposited March 4, 1968, and
drawn on check #1196 of the account identified as Denco-B Ltd. This
is to verify that this business account is not incorporated. The
contribution represents my personal funds. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name e
Home Address ~% ~
City 5 c A/AX5 ~'~)~7q 6'
State 't6 LAJ1 4

Your signature
~--~ (please do not print)

ID: U51461 BRIUI 000 D 1 Bse~: 012148m0008 Ltr: 10
Peed Ice b~ Dole Pqpdgew Cow'm.tte



"'V..
1828 L Street. NW. * SuIte 80

W~shIngton. D.C. 20036
12021 223-9400

ITDDI 12021223-9400

November 24, 1967Mr. Dennis L. Doug~has
2114 S Hatch
Spokane, WA 99203

Dear Kr. Dennis L. Doug~1as:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on certain types
of Personal accounts which bear a designation indicating the
possibility that the account may contain funds other than your
personal funds. If the statement below is accurate, will you please
sign and return it to us at your earliest convenience?

Thank you for your help.
~f)

Sincerely,

O Dole for ~'esident

Exploratory Committee
------------------------------------------------------------------

I made a contribution of $50.00, deposited November 2,
1967, and drawn on check *1613 of the account identified as Dennis* L. Douglas Attorney. This is to verify that the contribution
described above is drawn on an account that contains only my
personal funds. The account is not funded for my use on an
unreimbursed basis by an incorporated entity.

Name z~...i. Z

Address JI'IY SC ~4-~

City ~

State ~ zip 7?~.)o3

Your signature

ID: U99203 DGHL 114 D 1 Bseq: 00701.4-0009 Ltr: 12

Pea toe by Do.e Joe Pee.~d.rn CommIt.. ~4i ~
1911

(41) ~

:1



ilium
1828 LStreet. NW 'Suite 80S

~~shington. DC 20036
12021 223.9400

ITDOI 12021 223-9400

November 13, 1987
Hr. Earl D. Nerkel
Shields Bldg
Russell, KS 67665

Dear Kr. Earl D. Nerkel:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate, will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

o Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Dole for President
Exploratory CommitteeC)

I made a contribution of $75.00, deposited October 23,
1987, and drawn on check *4450 of the account identified as Earl D.
Nerkel Nd. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I am
a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name hrl D* Hedcel N.D.

Address 1033 Parkuide Ave.

Russell, Kansas 67665 JOY 23 1'!'~~
Kansas

Your signature
leas do nt)

ID: U67665 HRKL 000 E 1 Bseq: 006557-0029 Ltr: 10

Peed far by Dole for Prel.deflg Commence

City

State



October 21, 1967
Hr. Edward White
5950 Canoga Ave Ste 200
Woodland Hills, CA 91367

Dear Hr. Edward White:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate, will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

'r)
Thank you for your help. oc~ 30 ~I1

Sincerely,

Dole for President

Exploratory Committee
mmmmmmmmmmmmmm mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm mm mmm. mm mmmmmmm mm.

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited September 30,
1987, and drawn on check #2848 of the account identified as Edward
White & Co. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I am
a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name 2T~uJAt.n L.bJI+IrE~
Address ~ c~##1o&~. Av~gue, SurE' '~OO

City 1L~r~hLAA/h 6~'aS

State_________________________

Your signature___________________________________

(please do not print)
ID: U91367 WHTE 950 E 1 Bseq: 005399-0003 Ltr: 10

1828 L Street. N W. Suite 805. Washington. D C 20036 /1
(202) 223.9400

Paid for by Dole for Presiduw" Ezpbortory Committee

fr~



828 LStrL N.W.*SuiW 80~
~shInton. D.C. 20036

42023 223-9400
WTDDI 32023 223-9400

November 18, 1987
Dr. Edwin D. Rathbun
610 U 11th St
Liberal, KS 67901

Dear Dr. Edwin D. Rathbun:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on certain types
of personal accounts which bear a designation indicating the
possibility that the account may contain funds other than your
personal funda. If the statement below is accurate, will you please
sign and return it to us at your earliest convenience?

NC.)

Thank you for your help.
Sincerely,

c~.
o Dole teS President

Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmm mm mm mm mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm mmmmm mm mmm mm mmmmmmmmmmm

I made a contribution of $50.00, deposited October 27,
1987, and drawn on check #3845 of the account identified as Dr Edwin
D. Rathbun Nd. This is to verify that the coatribu~ion described
above is drawn on an account that contains only my personal funds.
The account is not funded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an
incorporated entity.

Name________

Address

city

State_________

Your signature

ID: U67901

Dr. E. 0. Rgthb~n
610 Wat 11th Street

Liberal, KS 67901

/81

RTHB (P1ea5~ Bseq: 006658-0033 Ltr: 12

Paid 901 by 004. lee Pt g.dg,,~ Commitlif



& riiiiu
1828 LSV.t. NW 'Suite 805

~~shinton. D.C. 200364202) 223-9400

ITOD) 42021 223-9400
March 8, 1988

Dr. Eric W. Fonkaisrud, ND
428 24th St
Santa Monica, CA 90402

Dear Dr. Eric W. Fonkaisrud:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that ye obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account with a designation indicating
that it might contain funds other than your personal funds. We mustverity that your contribution represents only your personal funds.
It would be helpful if you would read the statement below and it it
is accurate, please sign and return it to the Committee in the
enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest convenience.

'0
Again, thank you for your support.

incerely,

Dole for ent
Committee

I made a contribution of $100.00, deposited February 24, 1988,
and drawn on check 06507 of the account identified as Eric W.
Fonkalsrud Nd. This is to verify that the contribution described
above is drawn on an account containing only my personal funds. The
account is not funded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an
incorporated entity.

Name ~E~c \k). '~VAs~..JK
Home Address ~ C~

city $cwk~. ~

Your signature

ID: U90402 FNKL 426 1 N 1 Bseq: 011712-0004 Ltr: 12
Pesd lee by Doie be Pquaduet Comm.tw



$~P 24 ~ DOIIb~ FLU
PresMent

September 11, 1967
Hr. Geo 3. Schaefer, Sr.
1420 5 3rd St
Beatrice, NB 68310

Dear Hr. Gsa 3. Schaefer:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that ye obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate, will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,~ !s~
Dole for Pr ident

C) Exploratory committee
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I made a contribution of $30.00, deposited August 21, 1987,
and drawn on check * of the account identified as F. D. Kees
Manufacturing Co. TEri"li to verify that this business account is
not incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as
I am a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount
listed above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name George J. Schaefer, Sr.

Address 1420 South 3rd Street

City Beatrice.

Your signature -

ID: U68310 SCHF 420 G S 1 Bseq: 003945-0002 Ltr: 10

1828 L Street. N.W. Suite 805. Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 223-9400

Paid Cm by Dole for President ERpborsso.y Commitiwe



(4, ~

p.

Hr. K. Rodgers
RR 4 Box 224
Mt Pleasant, IA 52641

9828 LStret. N.W.'SuiW80~
~sMngton, DC. 20036

12021 223-9400
(TDOI 12021 223-9400

January 28, 1988

Dear Nr. Vike K. Rodgers:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal ElectionCommission requires that we obtain additional information. Yourcontribution was drawn on an account with a designation indicatingthat it might contain funds other than your personal funds. We mustverify that your contribution represents only your personal funds.
It would be helpful if you would read the statement below and if itis accurate, please sign and return it to the Committee in theenclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

cZ '~a
1 for President

Committee

I made a contribution of $25.00, deposited January 13, 1988, anddrawn on check #1827 of the account identified as Fair Lane Farms.This is to verify that the contribution described above is drawn onan account containing only my personal funds. The account is notfunded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an incorporated
entity.

N~ue 'vf. ~ ~oc~t2

Home Address ~

~'~- city A~4 ~4~ste
/

Zip 3264(
Your signature

ID: U52641 004 W 1 Bseq: 010157-QOOl Ltr: 12
Peid be by Dole foe Pves.dsein Commutwe



Z M* -, ~ November 3,
1957, and draVn a~ oheck .19751 @f the a@~~rn~ idntif led as Forms
Management. Thia is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated The contribution repreeents my personal funds as I am
* member of the unincorporated businss. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
Contributions from more than one person.

Name 7~(,,y ,V O~
Address /53o z%7~'

Your signature

ID: U67214 OSBR 33U J 1 Dseq: 007044-0005 Ltr: 10

~ Do* ~

'r)

Lfl



August 31, 1987Givens Construction
P0 Box 19576
Los Angeles, CA 90019

Dear Sirs:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate, will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

U) ,sr.f A46C
Dole for President
Exploratory Committee

-----------------------------------------------------mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

I made a contribution of $100.00, deposited July 23, 1987,
and drawn on check *5631 of the account identified as Givens
Construction. This is to verity that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I am
a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name Eric Givens

Address 1508 S Victoria Ave

City Los Angeles

stateCalifornia Zip 90019

Your signature ZL~..--
(pie se do no print)

ID: U90019 GVNS 576 4 Bseq: 002683-0002 Ltr: 10

1828 L Street. N.W. Suite 805. Washington. D C. 20038
(202) 223-9400
rm President



1828 IStreet. NW.. Suite 805
~bbshInton. DC. 20036

12021 223.9400
ITDDI (2021 223-9400

April 12, 1968Kr. Rodney Grodahi
Box 136
Lytton, IA 50561

Dear Kr. Rodney Grodahi:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that vs obtain additional information. Yourcontribution vas drawn on an account with a designation indicating
that it might contain funds other than your personal funds * We mustverify that your contribution represents only your personal funds.
It would be helpful if you vould read the statement below and if itis accurate, please sign and return it to the Committee in the
enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest convenience.

'p Again, thank you for your support.
Li) Sincerely,

C)

Committee

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, depc3ited ?!arch 28, 1968,and drawn on check #632 of the account identified as Grodahi Farms.
This is to verify that the contribution described above is drawn on
an account containing only my personal funds. The account is not
funded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an incorporated
entity.

Address WI

city

Your signature v~1
(please8o not print)

ID U50561 GRDH 136 R ~ Ltr: 12



1828 LStmLN.W.*SuIW8O~
W~shinon. DC 20036

12021 223-9400
(TOOl (2021 223-9400

* Rick Newman
P0 Box 6817
Lawrence, NJ 06648

Dear Mr. Rick Newman:

March 16, 1986

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Ziection
Commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account maintained by a business
entity. We must verify that your contribution represents your
personal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statement
belay and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to the
Committee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

Again, thank you o your support.

Sin

Dol
Corn

cerly,
I

PresidentS
mi,

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited February 29, 1968,
and drawn on check #3161 of the account identified as Guardian Title
Agency. This is to verity that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds. The
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

Name ~

Home Address 4~~' ~ 4g.' -

city A-~~4~2e ~dJi~'//

State X)-y
Your signature

(please do not print)

ID: U0S648 111001 817 R ~~9~JJ,~883.-0009 Ltr: 10



828 LStreet.NW.Suite8O5
~shIngtwi. DC 20036

(2021 223-9400
(TDOI (2021 223-9400

November 24, 1987
Miss Betty Blair
Lazy B Ranch
Atlanta, KS 67008

Dear Miss Betty Blair:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal lay
requires that ye obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate, will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerel

Dole for President

Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmminmmminmmmminmmmmm

I made a contribution of $50.00, deposited October 29,
1987, and drawn on check #6678 of the account identified as H. H.
Blair Oil Company. This is to verify that this business account is
not incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as
I am a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount
listed above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name_&JJI\L
I

Address

~ic.li1
~ox

City

Your signature

ID: U67008 BLIR 000 B 2 Bsea: 006635-00l0 Ltr: 10

Paid lot by Do~ tot Pu~sdmm Coswmflm



1)111K
828 LStieet~ N.W.*Sufte 805

~uhinton. D.C. 20036
2021 223-9400

ITDDI 12021 223-9400

Dr. Harry 3. Webb
12769 Overbrook Rd
Shawnee Mission, KS

November 13, 1987

66209

Dear Dr. Harry 3. Webb:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal lawrequires that we obtain additional information before we can acceptor submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statmat belov isaccurate, will you pleas. sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

t2~c4U\
Dole for President
Exploratory Committee

I made a contribution of $500.00, deposited October 26,
1987, and drawn on check #8035 of the account identified as Harry 3.Webb Nd. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I ama member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it doesj~t represent
contributions from more than one person. ~ C~LLt§,Oi~72

j,~., r~ ~

Addressj~~

A4
State

Your signature

ID U66209 WEBB 769 H

J~C

e do not print)

1 Bseq: 006641.0031 Ltr: 0

Paid icr by Dcl. icr Pv~nl Cnimmmin.

6'i}~eAAIODk g 0 i -- <I'.



*sIe]E U
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V.

1828 L StiweL NW. * Smuiw 805
lbiwhlnpon. DC. 20036

12021 223-9400 .., ~
ITDOI 12021 223-9400

N
March 6, 1966Mr. James R. Nerreid

11 Riverside commans
Northfield, mi 55057

Dear Mr. James 1. Herreid:
Thank ~ufor your generous contribution. In order to submityour contr ution for federal matching funds, the Federal ElectionCamission requires that vs obtain additional information. Yourcontribution was drawn on an account maintained by a businessentity. We must verify that your contribution represents yourpersonal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statementbelov and if it is aconrate, please sign and return it to the

Comittee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenime.

Again, thank you for your support.

(~Jyely,
C) ct~

Dole for PresiLdent

Committee

I made a contribution of $10.00, deposited February 24, 1966,and drawn on check *8079 of the account identified as HerreidAgency. This is to verify that this business account is notincorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds. Thefull amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does notrepresent contributions from more th one pa on.

Name .ACI~&WV(P5 (?. eYVei

Home Address

(p ease o not pr t)

ID: USSOS? HR~D 011 3 1 Bseq: 0ll666-00l5 Ltr: 10
Paid hi by ~. hi Pmuiin Cainkt



'I

** PLEASE 8ZGM~ *~
RZTUUN TODAY

182S LS~esL N.W.'SuISe 805
~d~Inpon. DC 20036

12021223-9400
tTDDI 12021 223-9400

April 21, 1988
Mr. James J. Hansbauer
1016 Narcie Lane
Nilford, OH 45150

Dear Mr. James J. Hansbauer:

Thank you for your contribution to Senator Doles Presidential
campaign.

Nov that Senator Dole has withdrawn from the race, it is of the
highest priority that the Dole for President Committee use every
available resource to meet its financial obligations, enabling
Senator Dole to concentrate on projecting his message of Party
unity toward Republican victories in November.

0 If the statement below accurately reflects your contribution,
please fill in your correct horn address, s iqa the form and return
it with the enclosed envelope. This vill allow us to maximize your
contribution through Federal Matching Funds. If you have previously
received similar correspondence from the campaign, it is very
important that each letter be signed arid returned to the Committee
without delay.

C)
Thank you for your past support and assistance in helD us-.
maximize your contribution to Senator Dole's campai L~ ~ t.' J L~

LUV~t L/
(IA Since ely,

CoumiLze
ames L. Hagen ____________

e for President , liii..

I made a contribution of $29.00, deposited February 22, 1986, and
drawn on check #1206 of the account identified as J. & J.
Investments. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds. The
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

Name 2Y~1 ,a.s, Y~ ~\ ~

Home Address ~ ~

City I~4A ,,&L Stat Z PJ~.iLi2.

Contributor' s signat~1re
ID: U45150 B383 016 J Bs : 1 -0003 : 1c-mm-



June 3, 1987
Dr. James A. Holliday
4700 K Habana Ave
Tampa, FL 33614

Dear Dr. James A. Holliday:

Thank you f or your recent cc.ntxibutiora. However, Federal law
requires that ye obtain additional information before we can submit
the contribution and maximize our matching funds. If the following
statement is accurate, will you please sign and return it to the
Committee at your earliest convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,
~j- u.4~

Dol~~P4~sident
Exploratory Committee

I made a contribution of $50.00, deposited Nay 11, 1987,
and drawn on check *1336 of the account identified as Dr James
A. Holliday. This is to verify that I have equitable ownership
in the contribution described above and that it represents my
personal funds.

Name ci~u'er, #4 /(4)t~;/44~% ~
Home Address J7~it7~) A' 4'AdIJ"J4e'

City

State I~ £-A

Your signature .~a
ZJ.p 3i3~A,(

ID: U33614 HLLD 700 J 1 Bseq: 000422-OO05

1826 L Strat, N.W.. Suits 605. Wuhkigaon.. D.C. 20036
~ m-o~oo

P~i 1w b~ Dm1, lar PI~i 3uphumu~y C.

Ltr: 04



1828 IStreet. N.W.*Suite 805
V~shkiton. DC. 20036

12021 223-9400
ITDOI 12021 223-9400

Dr. James Martin Balliro December 17, 1987
120 Boardwalk
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Dear Dr. James Martin Balliro:

Thank you for your recent contribution. Hovever, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on certain types
of personal accounts which bear a desiyation indicating the
possibility that the account may coats funds other than your
personal funds. If the statement below is accurate, will you please

'0 sign and return it to us at your earliest convenience?
'0 Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

IF)

or President
Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
I made a contribution of $46.00, deposited November 19,

1987, and drawn on check *1226 of the account identified as James N.
Balliro, Nd Pa. This is to verify that the contribution described
above is drawn on an account that contains only my personal funds.
The account is not funded for my use on an mrs by an
incorporated entity.

Name ~ Y~ VV\O

aZ~~emonotprnt)

Address ~L

ID: U32301 BLLR. 20 J 1 Bseq: 007906-000l Ltr: 12
Pud hi b~ ~Ie hi PralduM Comm,.

-~y~,'
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828 L Street, NW. * SuitS 805
~shb~pon. DC. 20036

I~21 223-9400
(TODD 12021 223-9400

Mrs. Jessie N. Reed
Sox 557
Meridian, TX 76665

April 12, 1988

Dear Mrs. Jessie N. Reed:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal ElectionCommission requires that we obtain additional information. Yourcontribution was drawn on an account maintained by a businessentity. We must verify that your contribution represents yourpersonal funds * It would be helpful if you would read the statementbelow and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to thecommittee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

Again, thank you for your support

Dole for President
Committee

I made a contribution of $40.00, deposited March 29, 1988, anddrawn on check *6704 of the account identified as L. P. Reed Ranch.This is to verify that this business account is not incorporated.The contribution represents my personal funds. The full amountlisted above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name

Home Address___

City

4 ~.
~ ID: U76665

State A1~
/ ~-~e'

Your signature

Zip~ em
b' (please do notprin~

UZED 557 3 ~~~fl~0024 Ltr: 10

If)



I-
1828 L SOset. N.W. * Siniw 605

iI~hinpon. DC 20036
E2021 223-9400

(TODD (2021 223-9400

March 8, 1968
Mr. Aifredo Curi
3907 11W 7th St
Miami, FL 33126

Dear Mr. Aifredo Curi:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal ElectionCommission requires that we obtain additional information. Yourcontribution was drawn on an account maintained by a businessentity. We must verify that your contribution represents yourpersonal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statement
below and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to the
Committee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenie~.

Again, thank you for your support.

()~7erelYD

Dole f~~~ent
Committee NJ

I made a contribution of $29.00, deposited February 26, 1988,and drawn on check *2124 of the account identified as Le Trianon
Jewelry. This is to verity that this business account is riot
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds. Thefull amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

6I~Fee79o Cc/,eI
Home a~ress ~ ? 02 A/It~/ 7L"' ~~-r.-
city A9r,9,~~ /
State Zip/

'7Your signature
(p ease a not pr rit)

ID: U33126 cURI 907 A 1 Bseq: 011853m0005 Ltr: 10 _
P~i hi hi Dsh hr Aw~M ~iWt
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1828 LSteeLN.W.Su1W805
~shinon. D.C. 20036

12021223-9400
ITDOI 12021 223-9400

December 17, 1967
Kr. JJ.z Bald
3940 Gilman Street
Long Beach, CA 90615

Dear Kr. Jim Bald:

Thank you for your recent contribution. Hovever, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statmnt below is
accurate, vill you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Doi1Zpres'~~
Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm..mmmmmmm..mmmmmm

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited November 4,
1967, and drawn on check 946212 of the account identified as Los
Angeles Drywall. This is to verify that this business account is
not incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as
I am a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount
listed above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name T~rna~rs f~'AI~ L~

Address 4' L ,~ , Ce~-k Z-A ~

2
state_________________ Zip 9~~~Z2V

Your signature IJ-.m --... ~

(please do not priiit) d

ID: U90515 lAW 940 J 1 Bseq: 007196-0003 Ltr: 10

Phd hi by ~h hi ~IdinM CammltSse



1828 LSIreet. N.W..Subs 605
~~bsNn~n. DC~ 20036

12021 fl3-9400
(IDOl (2021 223-9400

Mr. Martin V. Taplin
1404 Rise Aya Dr
Surfeine, FL 33014

March 15, 1968

Dear Mr. Martin V. Taplin:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal ElectionComission requires that we obtain additional information. YourCOntribution was drawn on an account with a designation indicatingthat it might contain funds Other than your personal funds. We mustverify that your contribution represents only your personal tunis.It vould be helpful if you would read the statement belay and if itis accurate, please sign and return it to the Cinittee in theenclosed postage peid envelope at your earliest convenience.
Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

Dole for PrW~ ident
Committee

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited January 6, 1916,and drawn on check 915312 of the account identified as Attorney AtLaw. This is to verify that the contribution described above isdrawn on an account containing only my personal funds. The accountis not funded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an incorporated
entity.

fr14~4,A~ VI
6 rz3~2 liAR 28 I'j8$

I-

Ltr: 12

Name

Home Address '~ 909

city-

Your



1; >1

1828 LStrst.N.w.*SuIw8G5
~AmhIngm2n. DA~ 26036

(2021 223-9400
(TOOl (2021 223-9400

January 15, 1966
Mr * )tcVean
150 Ridge Lake Blvd Suite 0-01
Memphis, TN 36119

Dear Mr * NoVean:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Comission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account maintained by a business
entity. We must verify that your contribution represents your
personal funds * It would be helpful if you would reed the statement
below and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to the
coinittee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

ly,

95 o~Presid.nt
Committee

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited September 25,
1967, and drawn on check #2438 of the account identified as Mcvean
and Company. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds * The
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

llama P M,~ ~
Home Address 0 6. ~ I wee. i~' £
city

ID: U36119 MCVII 850 1 Bseq: 005136'-0002 Ltr: 10
Paid ~ b~ Cida ~ PudinU CU~
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June 3, 1987Modern Development Co
7803 3 Somerset Blvd
Paramount, CA 90723 /

Dear Sirs:

Thank you for your recent contrioution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can submitfor matching funds a contribution drawn on an account maintained by
partnerships, groups, associations or other types of non-personal
accounts. If the statement below is accurate, will you please sign
and return it and the additional pages to the Committee at your
earliest convenience?

'0 Thank you for your help.

*0 Sincerely,

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

Exploratory Committee
~tY(is A contribution of $250.00, deposited April 28, 1987, and drawnon check *24256 of the account identified as Modern Development Co~ maintained by:

4 1 A partnership, which is non-incorporated.
_____ A professional association or professional corporation

that is not treated as a corporation under applicable
laws of the state of

Other group or association (describe).

ID: U90723 MDRN 803 4 Bseq: 000213-000l Ltr: 11

1828 L Street, NW. Suite 805. Washington, D C 20036
(202) 223-9400

PM4 for by OoIe for PvwsId~nt Exploratory C~mmlhee



The contribution described above represents my personalfunds as I am a partner in the partnership (or a member of the
association). The full amount as listed above should be
attributed to me as .Lt does not represent contributions from more
than one person. Or if the check represents contributions from
more than one partner, all are listed below.

Name ~ ~A~t ;~

Address

City

State _

2Z ~t?~~4

Zip

Amount

Your signature
(please do not print)

Name

Address

City

State zip

Amount

Your signature

Name

Address

City

State

(please do not print)

Zip

Amount

Your signature
(please do not print)

C)



1826 L SIt~t. NW. * Sub 805~uheneon. D.C. 200362021 223-9400

trDDI 2Q21 223-9400

March 4, 1986
Dr. Nazir U. Thaja
3655 Lomita Dlvd 0421
Torrance, CA 90505

Dear Dr. Nazir U. Ichaja:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that ye obtain additional information. We must
verify that your contribution represents your personal funds * It
would be helpful if you would read the statinat below and if it £5
accurate, please sign and return it to the Cittee in the enclosed
postage paid envelope at your earliest convenience.

Again, thank you for your suppo

ly,

)1 Dole for President
Committee

I made a contribution of $100.00, deposited February 19,
1986, and drawn on check 01076 of the account identified as
Naziur U. Kbaja, Nd. This is to verity that I have equitable
ownership in the contribution described above and that it
represents my personal funds.

Name

HomeAddress 3~5S L~ornJ~ ~yj'~Y~j
City ~iRflC~

State _________________

(please do not pri{lt)

ID: U90505 ~L7A 655 N 1 Bseq: 011403-0026 Ltr: 04
Pmsd ~' b Owls he ~ Cuminm
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Itieji ~
1826 L S~t. NW. * SuIW 805

~bshineon. D.C. 20036
(202? 223-9400

ETDO? (202? 223-9400

Mr. Wayne Nelson January 26, 1986
904 7th
Harlan, IA 51537

Dear Mr. Wayne Nelson:
Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal ElectionCommission requires that ye obtain additional information. Yourcontribution was drawn on an account maintained by a businessentity. We must verify that your contribution represents yourpersonal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statementbelow and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to theCommittee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest

convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.
to

Sincerely,

for PresidentIs' 
Committee

I made a contribution of $15.00, deposited January 12, 1986, anddrawn on check *3621 of the account identified as Nelson MotorParts. This is to verify that this business account is notincorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds. Thefull amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does notrepresent contributions from more than one person.

Name L4JOy$~ A)e4o~
Home Address ~J6 ,'z

4city #/~,.-/a~

Your signature

ID: U51537 NLSN 904 W 1 Sseq: 010052-Oool Ltr: 10
pEed 5~ by 0.1. ~ Puiniip~ Co~m~



DOLE
October 21, 1987

Nelson Motor Parts
904 7th
Harlan, IA 51537

Dear Sirs:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate, will you pleas. sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help. 0~3~t~27
Sincerely,

7&-t /~/1/
Dole for President
Exploratory COmmittee

I made a contribution of $19.88, deposited October 1, 1987,
and drawn on check #3436 of the account identified as Nelson Motor
Parts. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution re resents my onal funds as I am
a member of the unin rated us
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name vV4~~Jfe AkAeh
Address 964'

City

State rA Zip 6/537 -

Your signature
p ase o not pr nt)

ID U51537 111511 904 4 Sseq: 005414-0003 Ltr: 10

1828 L SWaB. N.W.. SuIte 805. Winhh~n. D.C. 20036
~ 223-9400

F~i hr by ~Is hr Pwu~ui Eaphuy C.Um

~AA~iLiZ

A~



- ~ w~m August 31, 1987
Dr. Norman F. Sprague, Jr.
550 S Napleton Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90024

Dear Dr. Norman F. Sprague:

Thank you for your recent contribution * Hovever Federal lay
requires that ye obtain additional information before vs can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statinnt belay is
accurate, viii you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Dole for President

Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited July 9, 1987,
and drawn on check #5517 of the account identified as Norman F.
Sprague Jr Nd. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I am
a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name F ~SO*'A&Lia~ J~ (1,1)

Address CS~O ~, A4PLETOL( I)e
city L.~ AAIErLUSI I'

ID: U90024 8PM 550 N 3 1 Bseq: 002223-002? Ltr: 10

1626 L Semi. NW.. Subs 805. Winhkagmon, D.C. 20036
~

ft~ 1w by DuO. 1w ~ E~ISIUUy Cmu~u
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1828 LSIIL N.W..Sumu60~

~inNnon. DC. 2003
2021 223-94W

ITDDI 12021 223-9400
February 18, 1986

Kr. Acphonse Stroobants
RtlSox5ll
Forest, VA 34551

Dear Kr. Acphonse Stwoobants:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to suhait
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Ziection
commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account with a designation indicating
that it might contain funds other than your personal funds. We must
verify that your contribution represents only your personal funds.
It would be helpful if you would read the statement below and if it
is accurate, please sign and return it to the committee in the
enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

Dole~~~ident
Committee

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited February 3, 1986,
and drawn on check #12019 of the account identified as North Cote
Farm. This is to verify that the contribution described above is
drawn on an account containing only my personal funds. The account
is not funded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an incorporated
entity.

~ tame As.~,iovs~ 5vzoo&.'.'r~s

Home Address i~r / 6o.~ 6/I IK f~ .') ~'9

City I~iLO5r

(pease onotprn)

ID: U24551 8T33 001 A 1 Sseq: 010861-0003 Ltr: 12

"'IL
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1828 LSbOOL N.W.*SuIW 805
~.hIqgon. DC. 20036

(2021223.9400

Kr. Leo Palmer April 21, 1966
2735 Iris Ave GA (~1(2021fl3.~
Boulder, CO 60302

Dear Kr * Leo Palmer:

Thank you for your contribution to Senator Doles Presidential
campaign.

Nov that Senator Dole has vithdravn from the race, it is of the
highest priority that the Dole for President Committee use every
available resource to meet it, financial obligations, enabling
Senator Dole to concentrate on projecting his message of Party
unity toward Republican victories in November.

If the statement below accurately reflects your contribution,
please fill in your correct bm address, sign the fore and return
it with the enclosed envelope. This will allow us to maximize your
contribution through Federal Katching Funds. If you have previously
received similar correspondence from the campaign, it is very
important that each letter be signed and returned to the Committee
without delay.

Thank you for your past support and assistance in hel ~ [~ 0 ~ [I
maximize your contribution to Senator Dole's campaign

Since ely,

I. 14 Commit~UU7Th

for President

I made a contribQtion of $1,000.00, deposited February 2, 1966,
and drawn on check *06569 of the account identified as Palmer
Development Co.. This is to verify that this business account is
not incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds.
The full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does
not represent contributions from more than one person.

Name L..t~O

City /~'O~'CO6~ _________

Contributor' s signature
ID: U60302 PIER 735 L 1

~ by ~ Puinuui CUm



1828 IStreet. NW.. Suite 805
~uhington. DC. 20036

1202? 223-9400
ITDDI 1202! 223-9400

Mr. Joseph Yurman
8019 Colonial Rd
Brooklyn, NY 11209

January 13, 1988

Dear Mr. Joseph Yuruan:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution vas drawn on an account maintained by a business
entity. We must verify that your contribution represents your
personal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statement
below and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to the
committee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

Again, thank you for your suppo

Co elY4~

Dol o President

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited December 14, 1967,
and drawn on check #1030 of the account identified as Palmeri Harvey
Young & Co. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds. The
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

Home Address ~p/9 £~,/o-~'-~/

City ~8rooe/yn

Your signature

ID: U11209 tRIGh 019 3 1 Bse : 6-0011 Ltr: 10



ap-i
1828 LStueSt NW.sSUW 805

~~shInton. D~ 20036
12021 223-9400

(TDOI (2023 223-9400

February 18, 1988
Mrs. Pam Boddicker
RN 2 Box 124
Walker, IA 52352

Dear Mrs. Pam Boddicker:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account maintained by a business
entity. We must verity that your contribution represents your
personal funds. It would be helpful it you would read the statement
below and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to the
Committee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

~f)
Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

Dole for President
Committee

)

I made a contribution of $15.00, deposited November 5, 1987, and
drawn on check *571 of the account identified as Piney Knoll Farms.
This is ~o verify that this business account is not incorporated.
The contribution represents my personal funds. The full amount
listed above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name &.n / I

Home Address k'P2 d,~ i~?V
City {fJ4!k~ r

Your _________________________________________

State zip 523 Z-
(p1 )

ID: U52352 BDDC 002 P 2 Bseq: 007252-0005 Ltr: 10
hid hi hi Pvuu~ c~m



826 LStL NW.. Suite 805
~.hInpon. D.C. 20036

12021 223-9400
ETDDI 12021 223-9400

A~ ~4A*
Rt~A~Dis~ii~aL S Lrm
106 Fifth Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11217

January 15, 1966

Dear Sirs:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching fun&s, the Federal Election
Commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account maintained by a business
entity. Va must verify that your contribution represents your
personal funds * It would be helpful if you would read the statement
below and if it i. accurate, please sign and return it to the
Committee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

Again, thank you f or your support.

Committee

I made a contribution of $100.00, deposited October 6, 1967, and
drawn on check *12723 of the account identified as R. & A. Discount
Stores. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds * The
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

ID: U11217

RMC 106 4 Bseq: 005642-0002 Ltr: 10

P~d te b~ O~ ~ PU~dM ~

1-* It
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1828 LS(rmt. N.W.'Sulgs 805

~sNnon. DC. 20036
12021 223-9400

ITDOI 12021 223-9400

Hr. Robert L. Nanard, III
221 Carondelet St Suite 400
New Orleans, LA 70130

Dear Mr. Robert L. Manard:

February 24, 1988

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account with a designation indicating
that it might contain funds other than your personal funds * We must
verify that your contribution represents only your personal funds.It would be helpful if you would read the statement below and if itis accurate, please sign and return it to the Committee in the
enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

Do~~.4~President
C~~ee

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited February 12, 1988,
and drawn on check *1007 of the account identified as
Attorney-At-Law. This is to verify that the contribution described
above is drawn on an account containing only my personal funds. The
account is not funded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an
incorporated entity.

Name

Home Address

L. - ,t1AvA~iP 0 ~7~7
23

PC
City

Your
(please do not print)

U7013 0 ~IRD 221 R I 1 Bseq: 011169-0003 Ltr: 12
PUd ~ b~ ~e ~ Ps~~ CoS~

4
(2



1828 LStreet. N.W.'Suite 805
Vb~shIngton. DC. 20036

1202) 223.9400
(TDD) (202) 223-9400

March 9, 1988
Robins Associate
12674 Buckland Street
West Palm Beach, FL 33414

Dear Sirs:

Thank YOU for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Commission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution appears to have been drawn on an account maintained by
a partnership, group, association or other type of non-personal
account. We must verify that your contribution represents your
personal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statement
below and if it is accurate, please sign and return it with the
additional pages to the Committee in the enclosed postage paid
envelope at your earliest convenience.

Again, thank you for your help.

Sincerely,
C) 7Q ~ 6?~, 7 t i~

Dole for President

Committee

A contribution of $29.00, deposited October 9, 1987, and drawn
on check *255 of the account identified as Robins Associates Pa is
maintained by:

A partnership, which is non-incorporated.

A professional association or professional corporation
that is not treated as a corporation under applicable
laws of the state of ',~'q)A
Other group or association (describe).

t1IIR 16 I~
ID: U33414 RENS 674 4 Bseq: 005881-OQOl Ltr: 11

p~j 1(4 by fl~c I~. i
1
ve~,dctig Cc~mmIIrf tI~M



I

The contribution described above represents my personal
funds as ! am a partner in the partnership (or a member of the
association). The full amount as listed above should be
attributed to me as it does not represent contributions from more
than one person. Or if the check represents contributions from
more than one partner, all are listed below.

Name

Address

City

State

Amount

Zip

Your a
(please do not print)

Name

Address

city

State Zip

Amount

Your signature

11 ~ *

~

f(c.-p ~~)- -

-~--~~ G~-c~-~ JTh~ ',, -

I
7

(please do not print)

Zip

(please do not print)



828 LStreeLN.W.*SsiW8O5
~shingion. D.C 20036

(2021223-9400
(TDO? (2021 223-9400

Mr. Ronald Book, PA
20801 Biscayne Blvd Suite 401
North Miami Beach, FL 33180

December 17, 1967

Dear Hr. Ronald Book:

Thank you for your recent contribution. Hovever, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before ye can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on certain types
of personal accounts which bear a designation indicating the
possibility that the account may contain funds other than your
personal funds. If the statement below is acourate, will you pleas.
sign and return it to us at your earliest convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Dole for President
Exploratory Committee

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited November 17,
1967, and drawn on check *1336 of the account identified as
Operating Account. This is to verify that the contribution
described above is drawn on an account that contains only my
personal funds. The account is not funded for my use on an
unreimbursed basis by an incorporated entity.

Name S?~9 d~L& ~

Address )-e ~O~ 1~sc~. (~ ~4*(~o(

City AAtt%'(-~- (,L4~, ~

State zi~

Your signa

ID: U33180

(please do not print)

BOOK 801 R P 1 Bseq: 007728-000l Ltr: 12

Peed Sm. by DoS So. Puuudin Coarneme



PIZASI szGiq a _______________________
RZI 1RN TODAY

I82SLSIugLN.W.*Su~s605
~b~sIngon. DC 20036

12021 223.9400
ITODI 12021 223-9400

April 21, 1988
Mr. Cecil D. Ruble
3063 Beechrun
Memphis, TN 38126

Dear Mr. Cecil D. Ruble:

Thank you for your contribution to Senator Dole's Presidential
campaign.

Nov that Senator Dole has withdrawn from the race, it is of the
highest priority that the Dole for President Committee use every
available resource to meet its financial obligations, enabling
Senator Dole to concentrate on projecting his message of Party
unity toward Republican victories in November.
If the statement below accurately reflects your contribution,
please fill in your correct horns address, sign the form and returnit with the enclosed envelope. This will allow us to maximize your
contribution through Federal Matching Funds. If you have previously
received similar correspondence from the campaign, it is veryimportant that each letter be signed and returned to the Committee
without delay.

C)
Thank you for your past support and assistance in helping us
maximize your contribution to Senator Dole's campaign.

Sincerely,

.3 eaLMagen
le r President Committee, Inc.

I made a contribution of $29.00, deposited March 3, 1988, and
drawn on check *0755 of the account identified as Ruble Construction
Co. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my person~ -. funds~=-The----~
full amount listed above should be attributed to me ~ does not
represent contributions from more than one person

Name

He Address C

City State zip~~~

Contributor' s signature (~ Lsp IQ~ ~6~?c'cLI
ID: U36126 RM.E 063 C 1 Bse4~,, 012067-0002 Ltr: 10



Mr. Cecil D. Rub~- Ruble
3063 Beechrun
Memphis, TN 38126

OctOber 21, 1967

Dear Mr. Cecil D. Rubie:
Thank you for your recent contribution. Hovever, Federal lawrequires that vs obtain additional information before we can acceptor submit for matching funds a COntribution dra~m on an accountmaintained by a business entity. If the statement below isaccurate, viii you please sign and return it to us at your earliestconvenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely

A" Dole for President
Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm.

I made a contribution of $5o.oo, deposited September 29,1987, and drawn on check *0451 of the account identified as RubleConstruction Co. This is to verify that this business account isnot incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds asI am a member of the unincorporated business. The full amountlisted above should be attributed to me as it does not representcontributione from more than one person.

Name 1? LLE~Z~'Address

3d (~3 ~
City T?11A ~94 ~

d~Z ~5iAA~6~b

State________________________ zip J
Your signature ~2~.~ILeC67 ,j4L ~

(please do not print)

ID: U38128 RBIE 063 C 1 Bseq: 005263-0009 Ltr: 10

w1826 L S1rmg~ KW.. SuIts 805. WashhWgon, D.C~ 20036
(202) 223.9400

PWi ~ by Dais for Pralimie EupIum~uy Coawirnis

a



826 LStreet. N.W.*Sule 805
~I~uNnton. D.C. 20036

12021 223-9400
IDOl 12021 223-9400

Willis i. Pope January 13, 1986
Robinson, KS 66532

Dear Zfr. Willis J. Pape:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Comission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account maintained by a business
entity. We must verify that your contribution represents your
personal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statement
below and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to the
cumittee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

(f/.7

I made a contribution of $25.00, deposited November 24, 1987,
and drawn on check *1961 of the account identified as S. & J. Land &
Cattle Co. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds. The
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

Name ~25
Home Address X20q/~ I
City________________________________________

State____________________ z ip5~
Your signature 4) P

ID: U66532 PAPE 000 W 1 Bseq: 006157-0007 Ltr: 10
Find ~ by Dale hi Pdin Cmt
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828 LSbwet. N.W.*Sulb8O~
~~uh4npon. DC 20036

12021 223-9400
ETDDI 12021 223-9400

Kr. Don Ostrander
3212 Green Hill. Rd
Topeka, KS 66616

DEC 10 ~,p

November 24, 1967

Dear Hr * Don Ostrander:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before vs Can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on certain types
of personal accounts which bear a designation indicating the
possibility that the account may contain funds other than your

-~ personal funds. If the statement below is accurate, viii you please
sign and return it to us at your earliest convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

O Dole esident

Exploratory Committee

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

I made a contribution of $50.00, deposited November 3,
1987, and drawn on check *506 of the account identified as Dba
Services Umlimited. This is to verify that the contribution
described above is dravn on an account that contains only my
personal funds. The account is not funded for my use on an
unreimbursed basis by an incorporated entity.

Address 3~z~i'a A//il P~AEAI /~L k'CI
city'? A~/1'~1.
State Zip

Your signature
earn no nt)

r
ID: U66618 OSTE 212 D 1 Bseq: 007044-0006 Ltr: 12

Paid Ia, by ~I for PminI~ Co~mu



zo~,

1828 LSI,..LN.W..S1Wa05
~Abshingm~n. DC. 20036

(2021 223-9400
(TOOl 12021 223-9400

Mr. Lawrence j. stivi 15, 1966
1903 Old Dristol Pike
Morrisville, PA 19067

Dear Mr. Lawrence 3. Silvi:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Electioncommission requires that we obtain additional information * Your
-~ contribution was drawn on an account maintained by a business

entity. We ast verify that your contribution represents yourpersonal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statement
below and if it is aocurate, please sign and return it to the~C) Comittas in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliestconvenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

C)

l~ for

Committee

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited August 14, 1967,
and drawn on check *1376 of the account identified as Silvi Concrete
Products. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds * The
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributi from more th one person.

Home Address /903 OiL) PI?.dbl .

city /flo,2oj~thLh.
State N ME~ .~

Your signatur.62I'~ ~'.*-~ a .~ ~

(please not print)

ID: U19067 SLVI 903 L iBseq:~,03636-'0OOl Ltr: 10



a.MEN
1826 L StminL NW. u Smiles 6~

~~uNnon. D.C 20036
12021 223-9400

(TOOl 42021 223-9400
Dr. Stephen I. Genender
West Tower
8635 West 3rd St Suite 1090
Los Angeles, CA 90046

Dear Dr. Stephen E. Genender:

February 18, 1966

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal ElectionCommission requires that we obtain additional information. Yourcontribution was drawn on an account vith a designation indicatingthat it might contain funds other than your personal funds. We mustverify that your contribution represents only your personal funds.
It would be helpful if you would read the statement below and if itis accurate, please sign and return it to the committee in theenclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

I made a contribution of $1,000.00, deposited December 18, 1967,
and drawn on check #760 of the account identified as Stephen Z.Genender Nd. Thi. is to verify that the contribution described
above is drawn on an account containing only my personal funds * The
account is not funded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an
incorporated entity.

Name

Home Address

Your signature

U90048 GNND 635 5 1 eq: 009160-0004 Ltr: 12
Pm~ hi b~ Dale hi Puinudin CeiUmt

ID:



0* ~T31~53 SIGN &
RETURN TODAY

~hb.r~ mser.1s
Ms. Io~-G~eeeey
20 Drawer 906
Crestline, CA 92325

Dear Ms. Joy Glassey:

1W51!IWE
1828 LS(aeeL NW.. SsaIs 805

~shin6bon. DC. 20036
E2021 223.9400

~TDDII202I223-940O April 21, 1966

Thank you for your contribution to Senator Dole's Presidential
campaign.

Now that Senator Dole has withdrawn from the race, it is of the
highest priority that the Dole for President Committee use every
available resource to meet its financial obligations, enabling
Senator Dole to concentrate on projecting his message of Party
unity toward Republican victories in November.

If the statement below accurately reflects your contribution,
please fill in your correct home address, sign the form and return
it with the enclosed envelope. This will allow us to maximize your
contribution through Federal Matching Funds * If you have previously
received similar correspondence from the campaign, it is very
important that each letter be signed and returned to the Committee
without delay.

Thank you for your past support and assistance in
maximize your contribution to Senator Dole's campa

I made a contribution of $50.00, deposited January 28, 1968, and
drawn on check #6920 of the account identified as Suburban Electric.
This is to verify that this business account is not incorporated.
The cqitribution represents my personal funds * The full amount
list~ above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contfibutions from more than one person.

\Jame ~iAgwx £~. ri1~tw (,x& ~
Home Address...f.52.

~ Contributor's sign

.R~(4i4'
State ('A - Zip~32L

ati
ID: U92325 GLSS 906



z'I

9828 LStreut. N.W.*SUIWa~~
~h~shingmm. DC. 20036

12021 223-9400
ITDDI 12021 223-9400

November 24, 1937
Kr. Dick 3. Delano
104 S Droadway *1400
Wichita, KS 67202

Dear Kr. Dick I. Delano:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal lay
reluires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate* will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Dole ident
Ixploratory Committee

m-m.-----m-m---

I made a contribution of $50.00, deposited November 3,
1967, and drawn on check *53132 of the account identified as Sunrise
Qilfield Supply Co. This is to verify that this business account is
not incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as
I am a member of the unincorpora Led business. The full amount
listed above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name ~ Oi1fi.1~ ~

Address 104 B. flroaA~vav.. Suit. 1400

city WichitA.

State

Your signature

ID: U67202

____________________ zip 67202

I ~

~UIO 104 D 1 Bseq: 007044-0002 Ltr: 10

Paid br by ~e Go, Preadmiw Comme~



Zi4

1826 LS.gt. N.W.oSuIgma0~
ubd~k.pon. DC 20036

12621 fl3-9400
ITDOI (202? 223-9400

Ms. 3oann Nonhollon
3326 SW Arrowhead
Topeka, xs 66614

March 30, 1988

Dear Ms. Joann Monhollon:
Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submityour contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal ElectionCommission requires that we obtain additional information. Yourcontribution yes drawn on an account maintained by a businessentity. we must verify that your contribution represents yourpersonal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statementbelow and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to thecommittee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliestconvenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

74~4
President

Committee

I made a contribution of $15.00, deposited March 14, 1986, and~1rawn on check 99370 of the account identified as Systems 3. Thisis to verify that this business account is not incorporated. Thecontribution represents my personal funds. The full amount listedabove should be attributed to me as it does not representcontributions from more than one person. ~~ih .4.. 1-
/&{ Name Jp ,4j~) f$1 )dr,~1 A.)
(?-iw~. s~c~c#.a-u,4 Home Address ~&L~ U aC6~JAC~A~

City ~ 7 ~ t%~ /
state /6'S

94pq~

t16661

Your signature

WIlL 328 b 1 Sseq: 999857-0003 Ltr: 10
Peed ~, b~ ~g , Peegeding Cemmuw



216

*0 PLEASE 51011 a
RETURN TODAY

1828 L~W. N.W..SuIW 805
~shimggon. DC. 20036

~202I 223-9400
1TD011202)223-9400 April 29, 1968

Mr. Tom Helms
99 31k4ns Lake
Huntsville, TX 77340

Dear Kr * Tom Helms:

Thank you for your contribution to Senator Dole's Presidential
campaign.

Nov that Senator Dole has withdrawn from the race, it is of thehighest priority that the Dole for President Cinittee use everyavailable resouce to meet its financial obligations, enabling
Senator Dole to concentrate on projecting his message of Party
unity tovard Republican victories in Novesber.

~C) it the statmnt below accurately reflects tour contribution,
please fill in y~ correct horn adirese, sign the form and return
it with the enclosed, envelope. This will allow us to maximize yourcontribution through Federal Ki~tching Funds * If you have previouslyreceived sinilar. correspondence from the campaign, it is very
important that each letter be signed and returned to the Committee
without delay.

Thank you for your past support and assistance in helping us
maximize your contribution to Senator Dole' 5 campaign.

S cerely,

James L. Sagan
f or President committee, Inc.

I made a contribution of $50.00, deposited October 16, 1967, anddrawn on check *1100 of the account identified as Tom Helms
Associates. This is to verify that this business account is notincorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds * Thefull amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

Name 7~~i AA5 e~-~i5 MAY
Home 'Address '~?9 c~~-,c: ,vs
city ~ State zipZ~Z~

Contributor' s signature__________________________________
ID: U77340 MUM 099 T 1 Bseq: 006203-0002 Ltr: 10

Paid ~ by DaiS 1w P~ Cm~



___ zz*

** PLEASE SI~ &
RETURN TODAY

1828 LStrmt. N.W.*Suhlms 805
~hbuhInpon. D~. 20036

12021 2234400
(TD0112021223-9400 £(~' 23, 1988

Mr. William A. Lamb
5110 N Central Ave *220
Phoenix, AZ 65012

Dear Mr. William A. Lamb:

Thank you for your contribution to Senator Dole's Presidential
campaign.

Nov that Senator Dole has withdrawn from the race, it is of the
highest priority that the Dole for President Committee use everyavailable resource to meet its financial obligations, enabling
Senator Dole to concentrate on projecting his message of Party unity
toward flepublican victories in November.

If the statint below accurately reflects your contribution, please
fill in your correct home address, sign the form and return it with
the enclosed envelope. This will allow us to maximize your
contribution through Federal Matching Funds * If you have Previously
received similar correspondence from the campaign, it is very
important that each letter be signed and returned to the Committee
without delay.

C)
Thank you for your past support and assistance in helping usmaximize your contribution to Senator Dole's campaign.

~i~~orPsident Commi 'Zftb.

ames L. Hagen

I made a contribution of $25.00, deposited May 12, 988
~ drawn on check *6123 of the account identified as Unit etro Ltd.

This is to verify that this business account is not incorporated.
The contribution represents my personal funds. The full amount
listed above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions re than one person.

jAame c~dv~.t ~i /#~
Home Ad4~~s 5~'A~' A< ,

City 1P A. State zip__________

Contributor's signature ~ j~~-.f
ID: U65012 LAND 110 V 1w Bheq: 013204m0001 Ltr: 10

Paid hi bi Oah hi P.in~ Caims
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1828 LStueL N.W.*SUW 805
~AbuhIn0on. D.C. 20036

(202) 223-9400
ITDDI (202) 223-9400

Mr. Mark Crittenden
2554 Lincoln Doulveard
Suite 316
Marina Del Rey, CA 90291

January 15, 1966

Dear Mr. Mark Crittenden:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Cinission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was dra~m on an account maintained by a business
entity. We must verify that your contribution represents your
personal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statement
below and if it is accurate, please sign and return it to the
committee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

Q ~?vb~oI

Sincerely,

Dole r President
Committee

I made a contribution of $750.00, deposited July 23, 1987, and
drawn on check *3903 of the account identified as United Supply Co.
This is to verify that this business account is not incorporated.
The contribution represents my personal funds. The full amount
listed above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name /%A~ A. C2~z<44 -

-7----,-

Home ~

Cit

Sta

You

y

ID: U90291 crrr 316 M 1 Dseq: 002653-O00l Ltr: 10
Pad ~ bp Ode ~ ~m Cauin~



1825 LS NW. 8O~
~hInon. DC 20036

12021 223-9400
ITDDI 12021 223-9400

Kr. Ronald 3. Vaughn
42 V Lafayette St
Trenton, NJ 08608

January 13, 1986

Dear Kr. Ronald 3. Vaughn:

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Election
Comission requires that ye obtain additional information. Yourcontribution was drawn on an account with a designation indicating
that it might contain funds other than your personal funds. We must
verify that your contribution represents only your Personal funds.
It would be h.lpful if you would read the statement below and if it
is accurate, please sign and return it to the Comittee in the
enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

iA 7 /1?4J2~
Dole f r President

I made a contribution of $1000.00, deposited December 4, 1967,
and drawn on check *ioee of the account identified as Vaughn
organization. This is to verify that the contribution described
above is drawn on an account containing only my personal funds.
The account is not funded for my use on an unreimbursed basis by an
incorporated entity.

Name F' D4/'~(~~

Home Address

City

Stat

Your

ID: U066

t JAIl 20 19W
S A4er.A~'

Z1d..#~gAG1~ V' 6,

.5

signature * ~ 4. '1
06 VGHN 042 R 1 Bseq: 006522-0016 Ltr: 12

Pad ~ b~ Dol. Is, Nim Cam~w~ 441



August 31, 1987Mr. Vaughn Peterson
319 N Madison
Smith Center, KS 66967

Dear Mr. Vaughn Peterson:

Thank you for your recent contribution. Hovever, Federal isv
requires that ye obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution dravn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement belay is

N accurate, vill you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
-~ convenience?

Thank you for your help.
f) Sincerely, *fl~fl

Dole for President
Exploratory Committee

I made a contribution of $108.00, deposited July 15, 1967,
and drawn on check *379 of the account identified as V. P.
Enterprises. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I am
a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does riot represent
contributions from more than person.

ease 0 not pr nt)

ID: U66967 PTRS 319 V 1 Bseq: 002438-000l Ltr: 10

W2S L Sbam~ NW.. Suigs 605. WmI*agsm.. D.C. 20036
~ 223-9400

ftM ~ by ~Is fur P,~iuw Iqismawy Cs~



1826 LSII. t4.W.eSuI~ 805
~~IflgSWI. DC. 20036

12021 223-9400
(TDDI (2021 223-9400

Kr. C. z. u~ua~M DeCember 17, 1967
2415 Rain
Parsons, U 67357

Dear Kr. C. 3. Hameher:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or subeit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate, will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Tbmnk you for your help.

Sincerely,

fo President

Exploratory Committee
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmminmm~minm

I made a contribution of $25.00, deposited November 13,
1987, and drawn on check .1635 of the account identified as Wardrobe
Cleaners * This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I am
a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name

Address ~tdI *fA6q~~~

Your signature QO (please do not print)

ID: U67357 HXSN 415 C 1 Bseq: 007617m0019 Lt

P~d ~ by * hr Piu~ Ccmm~gst



1826 LSIvest. N.W.uSmaiW 805
~~uhin0on. DC 20036

12021 223-9400
ITDOI 12021 223-9400

Kr. D. R. Hinkley
1391 Capinero Dr
Pasadena, CL 91105

Dear Kr. D. 1. Hinkley:

January 13, 19.6

Thank you for your generous contribution. In order to submit
your contribution for federal matching funds, the Federal Zlection
Coission requires that we obtain additional information. Your
contribution was drawn on an account maintained by a business
entity. We mast verify that your contribution represents your
personal funds. It would be helpful if you would read the statemint
below and if it is accurate, please. sign and return it to the
Comittee in the enclosed postage paid envelope at your earliest
convenience.

Again, thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

Dol for President
Committee

I made a contribution of $5.00 deposited November 30, 1937, and
drawn on check #7649 of the account identified as Wilshire Center
Cameras. This is to verify that this business account is not
incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds. The
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

Name

State____________ Zip

Your signature

ID: U91105 NNKL 391 D 1 Iseq: 006270-0012 Ltr: 10
Peed ~ b~ Deds 9w Pmi~g Co.~
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~inmmmmmmmm~~m mm inmmm mm mm.. mm.. m mm mm mm m

I made a contribution of $25.00, deposited NoVember 5,
7, and drawn on check $554 of the account identified as Amer

Standard Appliance Protec. This is to verify that this business\ account is not incorporated. The contribution represents ~y
personal funds as I am a member of the unincorporated business.
full amount listed above should be attributed to me as it does not
represent contributions from more than one person.

Name ,~12Fi~ec( .ZT
Address 'f / .2 ~ A~4 (~'4 ~ e. ~ ~
city ~3

State ,'S~r
C) Your signature

N.

ID: U60917 sm 125 D 1 Bseq: 007261-0013 Ltr: 10

If) ~5
Peed ~ by Doi lot Pmhdut Commwte

C)



September 11, 1987
Jeffrey D. Susaman
1621 N Olden Avenue
Trenton, NJ 08638

Dear Jeffrey D. Susuman:

Thank you for your recent contribution. HOwewer, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can submit
for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account maintained by
partnerships, groups, associations or other types of non-personal
accounts. If the statement belov is accurate, will you please sign
and return it and the additional pages to the Committee at your
earliest convenience?

N Thank you for your help.
~

Lfl

Dole f or President

C) Exploratory Committee

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

A contribution of $1,000.00, deposited August 14, 1987, and
drawn on check #289 of the account identified as Ballet Limited

-~ Partners is maintained by:

J~ A partnership, which is non-incorporated.

A professional association or professional corporation
that is not treated as a corporation under applicable
laws of the state of___________________

Other group or association (describe).

ID: U08638 SSSM 621 J 1 Bseq: QO36~6-OOO5 Ltr: 11

3828 L Street. N W. Suite 805. Washington. D.C 20036
(202)223.9400

Paid f.~ by Dole r.~ President Eaplorae.ry Committee



a

The contribution described above represents my personal
funds as I am a partner in the partnership (or a member of the
association). The full amount. as listed above should be
attributed to me as it does not represent contributions from more
than one person. Or if the check represents contributions from
more than one partner, all are listed below.

Name y

Address i~' ~c., s .. ~r ~ 7
)LJAJ (2~ ~

city 7JQAEILAV

State ~AJAJ~V~ L44 All A

Amount ~ j epo. "~'

Your

Zip. /7O(~7

Name

Address

city

State 2 ip

Amount

Your signature
(please do not print)

Name

Address

City

State Zip

Amount

Your signature
(please do not print)



1828 LStreet. NW.'Suite 605
%~shInton. DC 2003

12021 223.9400
ITDOJ 12021 223-9400

November 13, 1987Dr. Bernard N. Zusuman
321 Greenway Rd
Memphis, TN 38117

Dear Dr. Bernard H. Zussma:u:

Thank you for your recent contribution. However, Federal law
requires that we obtain additional information before we can accept
or submit for matching funds a contribution drawn on an account
maintained by a business entity. If the statement below is
accurate, will you please sign and return it to us at your earliest
convenience?

Thank you for your help.

'f) Sincerely

~\~O~C( Qe~J6x.
Dole for President

o Exploratory Committee

inmmm~mm~mmmmin~~ - inm~~~mm m

I made a contribution of $100.00, deposited October 23,
1987, and drawn on check *191 of the account identified as Bernard
Zussman Nd. This is to verify that this business account is not

* incorporated. The contribution represents my personal funds as I am
a member of the unincorporated business. The full amount listed
above should be attributed to me as it does not represent
contributions from more than one person.

Name ~'6~trA-~-i fri, ~ /'4j)
Address !,ZPI /344

city

State_______________ zip~,7

Your signature

ID: U38117 ZSSN 321 B 1 Bseq: 006559-0048

Ltr:

Pwd So. by Do4. Io Pvm.dv~t Comm4tet
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FE~IRAL ELECTV MR"OC

tO: OGC, Docket

ArK Philomena Brooksi i
Accounting Techi I n

StMJ3Ct: Account Determination for Funds Received

e l ived a check f rom Z
dM~~a ?e, check numberdae

-110 I .and in the amount of
copy of the check and any cort. .c* that

was forwarded. please Indicate below the, ao t Into which
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l0: s Philomena Brooks
Accounting Technician
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'Mr. Lawnc M. Noble, General Coemnod
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 3309 " -
Dole for President Committee, Inc. 00
James L. Hagen, as Treasurer cr t

z

Dear Mr. Noble,

Please find enclosed a check from Dole for President Committee, Inc. in the
amount of $8,000.00. This check resents an additionl paymont to the U.S.
Treasury in lieu of refunds made c to contributors. Nine refund checks
previously mailed to contibutors were ratumedto thicommiNs bythe United Sttes
Postal Service as "undellvord o'. Copies of the checks and retun edopes we

if you have any questions, please contactm at 303/3204040, zltenoion 322.

ResetftNy,

James L. Hagen, Treasurer
Dole for President Committee, Inc.

Attachment
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