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18 May, 1992

Ms. Joan Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 "E" Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Ms. Aikens,

This letter serves to file a complaint by me and my political
committee, Chuck Williams for Congress '92 #C00262188, against
Hammock for Congress #C00243196.

3X

Based on Schedule D from his year end 31 Jan 91, mid year 31
July 91, and year end 31 Jan 92 FEC reports, Hammock's committee
has $169,959.16 in corporate debts owed since at least 27 Nov
1990, approximately eighteen months. A list of all fifteen
creditors and the amounts owed by each is attached.

My complaint is that virtually no effort has been made by Ham-
mock's political committee to pay, or the creditors to collect
these debts. Therefore, they have been converted to corporate
contributions, in violation of federal election law. While
essentially ignoring his 1990 debts, Mr. Hammock's 1992 campaign
committee, Hammock for Congress 1992 #C00251371, has been
raising and spending funds in competition with my campaign.

Four explanations should be included with this complaint.

First, the $169,959.16 figure represents only debts that are
owed to companies, and does not include an additional $2,000
owed to five individuals. These five debts are under $1,000
each, and are owed to individuals who were not contributors
to the campaign. Therefore, even if these debts were converted
to contributions, they would not be in violation of contribution
limits.

Second, only the amounts owed since 27 Nov 90 are included in
this complaint. Approximately $11,000 in debt has been gener-
ated since then, and is not included. This, combined with the
$2,000 mentioned above, accounts for the difference between the
$182,998.58 showing on the 31 Jan 92 year end report, and the
$169,959.16 included in this complaint.
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Third, some of the companies listed may not be corporations by
the FEC's definition. Some may be sole proprietors or partner-
ships. However, they may be in violation as well if the debt
exceeds the amount of money that the owner or partners are
permitted to convert to a contribution.

Fourth, this complaint is based on information dated 31 Dec 91,
and reported 31 Jan 92. It is almost five months old, and
another report is not due until 31 July 92 for activity up
to 30 June 92. Some of the debt may have been paid. How-
ever, based on his repayment record in calendar 91, it
appears to be very unlikely that more than a few thousand
dollars, if any, has been paid in 1992.

I request the Commission address this situation, require the
creditors to prove they have made a "commercially reasonable
attempt" to collect, and require Mr. Hammock's committee to
pay off this debt in an expedited manner.

Sincerely,

cda16'4 I
Chuck Williams

/9

SALLY K M.
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Russo, Marsh
770 "L" Street 0950
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 441-3734

Pacific West
3345 Wilshire Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA
(no phn. 0 avail.)

Rogers, Anderson,
Malody & Scott
290 North "D" Street 0300
San Bernardino, CA 92401
(714) 889-0871

COGS
11343 Stewart St.
El Monte, CA 91731
(818) 350-1006

Th W4 i r t h I i n-- rop
1363 Road
McLean-~iV. 22101

(0)556-O0t4N

META Information Services
8649 Kiefer Blvd.
Sacramento, CA 95826
(916) 383-5678

Agency Services

Consulting Services

Accounting Services

Signs

Survey

Voter File

$ 77,343.09

57,050.09

7,601.17

5,986.00

5,000.00

4,813.37

- - MORE



GTE
One GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
(805) 372-6000
(805) 372-6079 public affairs

Red Lion Inn
222 N. Vineyard Ave.
Ontario, CA 91764
(714) 983-0909

Federal Express
2005 Corporate Ave., 1st Fir.
Memphis, TN 38194
(901) 395-3460

Souherj California Electric
2244 WalnibtGrove Avenue
Rosemead, CA.9-2770
(818) 302-1212
(816 -302-1990 public/,U44

Instant Image Printing
2232 Valencia Avenue
San Bernardino, CA 92404
(714) 886-6255

$ 4,497.48

Fundraiser

Overnight Mail

Utilities

Printing

2,632.55

1 ,360.25

1,166.61

1,000.00

University Copy System
2805 Barranca Road
Irvine, CA 92714
(714) 551-1241

Pace Lithographers
18030 Cortney Ct.
Industry, CA 91748
(818) 961-5416

Phoenix Press
2772 Main Street
Irvine, CA 92714
(714) 261-0333

A Balloon Affair
105 Cajon
Redlands, CA 92375
(714) 798-1928

Printing

Printing

Printing

Fundraiser Event

$169,959.16

512.65

508.10

383.04

104.76

Telephone

TOTAL
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21 May, 1992

Ms. Joan Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission p -
999 E Street, NW -
Washington, DC 20463

)ear Ms. Aikens,

Please remove the Wirthlin Group and Southern California Edison
from my complaint against Hammock for Congress #C00243196 filed
18 May, 1992.

Per attached, it is clear that these two creditors have made
significant attempts to collect what is owed to them.

Sincerely,

Chuck Williams
Candidate for Congress
FEC ID 1C00262188
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May 18, 100U
011h som,.4.1.

40,101

"Chuxcl Williams For Conr s 92"
10570 Foothill Bouiard
Suite 130-276
Rsncho Cucamonga, CA 91730

Dear Mr. Wllamw.

oIII* yOU for your Wor datd May 129 1aU concerning a debt md to
Southem CakUoml EisnI Compmiy by fti R Hbmoak "F loooem Iolow
commktee. I hay. invasig Su m m id goid i bats lo bes ai n -

:ours T of Edons busine6. no Sue ommie caisdbN mat tm e w
remaii bamos dw to Edison. The amo w m w to bluW bbmi awdt

,,, ,,1 .,.,, , and at INt to ce m me& f .1 s Or,--re--ndwth o ommlN. Mk afr p mS sot minla1 VhemsAin bEC m assigned to an "PRO W"sdm cy. Ths bbcanuiesgss -e i-i n'sCUm almy procedui in drafl .0 Ui e dIe m t.

.- We appreob. yow cnc . H r, I halOW Sh Ed! on as made a
"ommercl:y resale e-& to 1 1 iA tSe d omd byf t! imokcommittee, owc amorl"Uly has not m ad ca i lgow to "ie omnmi under te
regulations of tie FdeoRI Beon Commsion. Pteawwm Edisosne br
any co p t you file wh Se Commision

I hamr attached oo08 ot kfermn Edison owMps do& SOt I rsveid.
If you have any que s ples fl fee to Paed m at the e a ab.

Very truly yours,

Endosuf"e



May A, 192

'. John C. Winlas
6847 PotonO Court
Rancho Cucamonga. Calmnia 91701

Re: Hammock for Congress

Dora r. W IlM:

Plaebe advised Vis The Wbeifn Group has Imeand C OrtMuss to mom ps
solcinof otshmndig deWaist wVilecommis.

Over the pea yew w ho mde wmmoa ulm p to oof dhseW by adig
d*ecly wh 0 vo mnlew. WO m a Ndoed i to e ommmNte dd o have i
Aaide to pay the d but we were not mluadsd *aoM -oo ow ffth"

becoe knpail. ith wlng0i for Oa Une toow up on aV Uap 6Lep ,
In A ,uwy, I= em outm ei$ ie aount to Om & 81d2e06 Ouiu - @ se cs I
hav receniy fa e o - mo "-I of is & M to a Iym I b
leamd Vo e for u.

I haoe iafched a MRp of conseponden81oe carww*,Mg ow I AmMWudon of Vil aowt
to a DOeN, whie is mor lt ab Oa mn y on ow pM. O hue
wuoly eou 0t ooletion on w amous r us recen ly, and wm e hepoM
of reoVn0 ua paymn on fth deN too.

We sweoi - o9ei to ben mnd n a * u mou&g us of beg a
con*Muorto the Hammok for Congres Comme, or wy uoi conmte. We
havo, and w contnue to corel with Ve ls in VUl mer, Od WO NO0d ID ON
f*L payment of t de owed by Ofl comminwee though our & aem. Ts
obvlouely mns OW we should not be rwvd In any letof poetsble cor *ws to

Sincerely

J A.White
CMFkuvcW dei



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASmtC ION. D CSA

May 28, 1992

Chuck Williams
10570 Foothill Blvd.
Suite 130-276
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

Dear Mr. Williams:

This is to acknowledge receipt on May 26, 1992 and May 27,
1992, of your letters dated Nay 18, 1992 and May 21, 1992. The
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act")
and Commission Regulations require that the contents of a
complaint meet certain specific requirements. One of these
requirements is that a complaint be sworn to and signed in the
presence of a notary public and notarized. Your letter was not
properly sworn to.

In order to file a legally sufficient complaint, you must
swear before a notary that the contents of your compla lt are
true to the best of your knowledge and the notary must represent
as part of the Jurat that such swearing occurred. The preferred
form is 'Subscribed and sworn to before me on this day of

• 19 .' A statemunt by the notary that the c€iiUlnt was
sworn to and subscribed before her also will be sufficient. We
are sorry for the inconvenience that these requirements my
cause you, but we are not statutorily empowered to proceed with
the handling of a compliance action unless all the statutory
requirements are fulfilled. See 2 U.S.C. 5 437g.

Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled "Filing a
Complaint." I hope this material will be helpful to you should
you wish to file a legally sufficient complaint with the
Commission. The file regarding this correspondence will remain
confidential for a 15 day time period during which you may file
an amended complaint as specified above. If the defects are not
cured and the allegations are not refiled, no additional
notification will be provided and the file will be closed.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact me at (202) 219-3410.

Sincerely,

Retha Dixon
Docket Chief

Enclosure
cc: Respondents
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1 June, 1992

Ms. Retha Dixon, Docket Chief
Federal Election Commission
999 "E" Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Ms. Dixon,

This letter serves to file a legally sufficient complaint
regarding my letters of 18 May, 1992 and 21 May, 1992, and
your letter of 28 May, 1992.

I swear that the contents of my complaint are true to the
best of my knowledge.

Sincerely,

Chuck Williams

Subscribed and sworn to before me on this 1st day of June, 1992.

NorA y PUBLIVC
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINuTON. D5C 204b)

June 15, 1992

John C. Williams
c/o Barbara K. Williams, Treasurer
Chuck Williams for Congress '92
10570 Foothill Blvd, Suite 130-276
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Fr. Williams:

This letter acknowledges receipt on June 8, 1992, of your
complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Othe Act'), by Robert L.
Hamock, Bob Hamock for Congress, Hamock for Coamress 1992 and
Donald L. Rogers, as treasurer, Russo Kansh, Pacific West,
Rogers, Anderson, Malody a Scott, COGS, The Wirthlin Group. RM
Information Service, GT, Red Lion Inn, Federal Epress,
Southern California Electric Utilities, Instant tmge Printing,
University Copy System. Pace Lithographers, PheSia V 9,-and A
salloon Affair. The respondents will be notified of this
complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal 3leotion
Comission takes final action on your complaint. Should you
receive any additional information in this matter* please
forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Such
information must be sworn to in the same manner as the original
complaint. We have numbered this matter R 3537. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commissionos procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

4 saa.isn
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIGTON. 0 C 2043

June 15, 1992

Donald L. Rogers# Treasurer
Bob Hammock for Congress
Hammock for Congress 1992
290 north D Street; Suite 300
San sernardino, CA 92401

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Mr. Rogers:

The Federal glection Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Bob Hammock for Congress and Hammock for Congress
1992 (the wCommitteesu) and you, as treasurer, may have violated
the Federal -lection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
ActO). A oaof the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered
this mtterim f 3537. Please refer to this number in all future
corroepoadomce.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to dammtate in
writing that no action should be taken against the Committeea
ad you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit amy
f0Ml" or le"l materials which you believe are relveant to the

& -&,- ian'a a lysis of this matter. Where appoatlwato,
atbmeets sh d be submitted under oath. Your re1poma1 , which

sud be aireased to the General Counsel's Office, mat be
owboitted within I5 days of receipt of this letter. if no
repone is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
furtber action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 1 437g(a)(4)(B) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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4.
if you have any questions, p2ase contact "oriega James,the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.For your information, we have enclosed a brief description ofthe Comissions procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

,a sal. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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

cc: Robert Hammock



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2M3

June 15, 199 2

Robert L. Hammock
1974 8 Lynwood #63
San Bernardino, CA 92404

RE: HUR 3537

Dear Mr. Hammock:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act'). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NUR 3537.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commissionws analysis of this
matter. Where aptopriate, statemets soul#d be --- tI under
oath. Your response, which should be oddMesed to the oferel
Counsells Office, mst be subeittod within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission my take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(9) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by comsel 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.



If you have any questions, please contact Norisga James,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commissions procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa Klin

Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0C 20463

June 15, 1992

Russo Mansh
770 L Street, Suite 950
Sacramento, CA 958142

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Russo Mansh may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act

3 ). A copy
of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter R
3537. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against Russo Ransh in
this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Comaission's analysis of this
matter. Where appr rcate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, mast be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. if no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission my take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(5) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. it you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advit 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.



S.
If you have any questions, please contact Itot ea Jms,the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 2196-340.ror your information, we have enclosed & brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling coaplaints.

Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. OC. 2O*J

June 15, 1992

Pacific West
3345 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90010

RE: NUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Pacific West may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy
of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NOR
3537. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against Pacific West in
this matter. Please submit any factual or legal mterials which
you believe are relevant to the Coamislones analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements shold be submitted under
oath. Your rsponse, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within -15 days of receipt ofthis letter. if no response is received within IS days, the
Comission may take further action binod on the available
information.

This matter will rmain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(9) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Comission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. It 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.



9~
If you have any questions, v1e"e contact MorLgn JeSse,

the staff im.er assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
for your information, we have enclosed a brief deseciption of
the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI1NGTON. 0 C 20463

June 15, 1992

Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott
290 North D Street, Suite 300
San sernardino, CA 92401

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(*the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MIR 3537. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against Rogers, Anderson,
nalody & Scott in this matter. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commissions analysis of this matter. Mere apreoriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Tour response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel"s Office, mst be
submitted within 1S days of recelpt of this litter. If m
response is rceived within 1S days, the Commlosion may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remisn confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(S) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. if you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact Norlega James,the staff member assigned to this mattec, at (202) 219-3400.For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commissionos procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

%isa R. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAsHINCrON. DC M%3

June 15, 1992

COGS
11343 Stewart Street
31 Monte, CA 91731

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that COGS may have violated the Federal Blection
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act")-. A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter nuR 3537.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against COGS in this
matter. Please svbmit any factual or legal mAterials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where apropriate, statements should be s tt.4 under
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the Gsneral
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 11 da0s of receipt of
this letter. If no rons__e is eceived within S5 diys. the
Comission ay take further action based on the aalabe
information.

This matter will remain confidential in acordance with
2 U.s.C. S 437g(a)(4)(5) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public, if you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Comission by completing the enelosed
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.



0

If you have any questions, please costeat v gs* James,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at. (02) 29--3400.ror your information, ye have enclosed a baef dtEctiption ofthe Commission'a procedures for handling complaints.

Slncrely,

L a E. Klein

Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIWTON. D C 2043

June 15, 199 2

The Wirthlin Group
1363 Beverly Road
Mclean, VA 22101

RE: NUR 3537

Dear Sit or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that The Wirthlin Group may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy
of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter HUR
3537. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against The Wirthlin
Group in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commissionts
analysis of thia matter. Whre appropriate, statements should
be submitted udet oath. Tour response, which should be
addressed to tbeGeneacl Counsel's Office, must be submitted
within 15 days of voeipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 1 days, the Commisolon may take further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(9) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. z 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.



I f you have any questions, plt. Cftict Noniega James
the staff mmber assigned to thts Aettf -at (202k 219-3400.
roe your intonmation, we have encISd w bt if decriptlon of
the Commission's procedures for handlft# comlaints.

Sincarely,

Lisa R. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 2MfJ

June 15, 1992

#3TA Information Service
8649 Kiefer Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95826

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that META Information Service may have violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Nthe Act").
A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter MUR 3537. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against 3WA Information
Service in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
analysis of this matter. Mwre appropriate, statements should
be submitted under oath. Your respone, which should be
addressed to the General Cousoelts Office, must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If tore pas is
received within 1S days, the Comaission may take further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 1 437g(a)(4)(8) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



.4
if you have any questions, please contact oriega James,

the staff meNber assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the commissiones procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

L Va E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNCTON, 0 C XftJ

June 15, 1992

GTE
One GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

RE: NUR 3537

Dear Sir or madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that GTE may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter nuR 3537.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
0% vriting that no action should be taken against GTU in this

matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials Which you
believe are relevant to the Commissions analysis of this

40 matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Your response, which should be addrossed to the Geral

0 Counsel's Office, must be submitted vithin 15 days of receipt of

this letter. If no respons, is reoeived within 1S days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available

Winformation.

CThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(8) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



'~ "4

If you have any questions, please contact Woriega James,
the staff Member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

5a9. K Ie in
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA5HPNGTON. D C X0W3

June 15, 1992

Red Lion Inn
222 North Vineyard Avenue
Ontario, CA 91764

RE: NUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Red Lion Inn may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act"). A copy
of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter M
3537. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against Red &ion. Inn in
this matter. Please submit any factual or legal umrials which
you believe are relevant to the Comissiongs anal iof this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be W'&ttdd under
oath. Your re e which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 19 4ays of receipt of
this letter. If no response is rcoeived within 15 dWa, the
Comission may take further action based on the vallable
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.s.C. S 437g(a)(4)(S) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone nuber of such
counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

-TT ,



If you have any questions, please contact Noriega James,the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.For your information, we have enclosed a brief description ofthe Commissions procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

L sa Z. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 203

June 15, 1992

Southern California Electric Utilities
2244 Walnlut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, CA 91770

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Southern California Electric Utilities may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(*the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. we have
numbered this matter MUR 3537. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against Southern
California Electric Utilities in this matter. Please submit any
factual or legal materials which you believe are ivlevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter. Where apptopriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addreedo to the General Counsel's Office, must be
submitted within IS days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within IS days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available Information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(8) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please cotact Mort.- Jams
the staff nember assigned to this matter, at (202)ZJ-)400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief'd4sctiption of
the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

'Lisa S. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2M3

June 15. 1992

Federal Express
2005 Corporate Avenue, First Floor
Memphis, TM 38194

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Federal Express may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act'). A copy
of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NIR
3537. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against Federal 3xpress
in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials
which you believe are relevant to the Comissions analysis of

40 this matter. Where appropriate, statmOnts should be OWitted
under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the

0. General Counsel's Office, must be subitted within IS days of
receipt of this letter. If no reoese Is received within 15days, the Comaissiom my take futther ation baed on the

NT available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)() and I 437ga)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be ade
public. if you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact Norie Jas,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (302) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclod a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lsa.1ein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2046)j

June 15, 1992

Instant Image Printing
2232 Valencia Avunue
San Bernardino, CA 92404

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Instant Image Printing may have violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act").
A copy of the complaint is enclosed. we have numbered this
matter MR 3537. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against Instant Iasge
Printing in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements should
be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be
addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days. the Commission my take further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(S) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Coinission 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.



if you have any questions, please contact notiega James,
the staff aember assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Comissions procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

J da a. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2061

June 15, 1992

University Copy System
2805 Barranca Road
Irvine, CA 92714

RE: HUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that University Copy System may have violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act").
A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter HUR 3537. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
vriting that no action should be taken against University Copy
System in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Comissions
analysis of this matter. where appropriate, stotesets should
be submitted under oath. Your response, which ohold be
addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. if no response is
received vithin 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(2) and j 4379(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. if you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
forn stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please coatact Moriege James,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Comission's procedures for handling complaints.

sincerelyt

',isa Z. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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

0, " 16



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DOC 206J

June 15, 1992

Pace Lithographers
18030 Cortney Court
Industry, CA 91748

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Pace Lithographers may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy

__ of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter RUM
3537. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against Pace
Lithographers in this matter. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the

co Comiission's analysis of this matter. Whore appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your responee, which

• O should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, mest be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. if no

0 response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(9) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be tepresented 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 comunications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, plese contect ifolea jmos,
the staff member assigned to this mtter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have encloeed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa Z. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

June 15, 1992

Phoenix Press
2772 Main Street
Irvine, CA 92714

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Phoenix Press may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act"). A copy
of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MR
3537. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
0writing that no action should be taken against Phoenix Press in

this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commissions analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be subeitted under
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the mral

0N Counsel's office, mst be submitted within IS days of ript of
this letter. If no reponse is received within IS days, the

C) Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(5) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the onclosed
foer stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



if you have any questions, please contact Noriega James*
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
ror your information, ye have enclosed a brief description of
the Comission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

sa B. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMINCON. DC 203

June 15, 1992

A Balloon Affair
105 Cajon
Redlands, CA 92375

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that A Balloon Affair may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy
of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter mM
3537. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against A Balloon Affair
in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials
which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of
this matter. Mhere appropriate, statements shesld be submitted
under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the
General Counseles Office, must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission my take further action based on the
available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. I 437g(a)(4)(8) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, pleas* contact Worliw ate,
the staff member assigned to this mattec, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief descriptlon of
the Commisslons procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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June 16, 1992

Uss E. Klein, Assistant General Counsel -r

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

."r
-€o

Re: MUR 3537

Dear Ms. Klein:

In response to your June 15, 1992 letter to our company, it is unclear what impact, if
any, the documen incuded with the copy of the complInt by Mr. Chuck Wams had
on your decision to seek additional inf ation dectly from our company. Our

sponse to Mr. Wlians, when we were notIllid of his concern, was a Indicd In ith
copy that is attached to your letter to us. Mr. Wans leter to the commission, doled
May 21st suggests that we were not to remain a target of his oNmlpMit with the
commission. We would haoe expedtwe inInrmilon provided to Mr. wAIms on May
1tth md his May 21at letter to you to be aequate to cew any doubt o&A our
connig elort to collect this cPmpaign d e t correspondence
apeclically ad Iresuig our efforts to ollect oIr1 aourt were 0erlokeod ,l we were

Included in maings sent to all the oer, nmes lised in the comlaint?

Ste com4is needs adIonal einfomaton to conrm our pas mid cor ui.
efforts to collect ti debt, the we will gldl comply. It would msem tha the
information provided would sWy yor needs. PMse give us guidnce on any
specific types of on idence would be useful to you in fullilug your
obligations to properly resolve such matters. In any event, the account rmais as an
active collection account with o collection agency, Dun & Braeet c0ctions, anW
has been aigned to an attorney in Califomia by D&B to pursue legal action as
required. We are pleased to know that Mr. Hamc is raising additio funds
because that obviously means his committee should have the resources to make
payment to us.

1363 Bevery Road. McLean, Virginia 22101 (703) 556-0001 Fax (703) 693-3611



subMit h vhbowdmlong wud lfrkt-worlonx- coetuinedhkour May IAS Ilutb
to r. John ms to e Vl iou to best of i
OW mst our Doslon~ 1 afli gainslt #6l cmpaign commte rgnm* son"e of#*il
wbg w94 owr inlnt i to contnum sch colbsio sat f ngm a bftft
rgleivtol "sike of toe debt.

Joel White
Chief Financia Offkcr
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Federal Election Commission
999 East Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463
Attn: Noriega James

RE: HUR3537

Dear Mr. Noriega,

In response to your letter regarding the "Bob Hamock in 1990" campaign
debts owed to Meta Information Services, this letter serves as notice
that Meta has been diligently pursuing collection of these funds and we
have most certainly not converted said debt into inkind contributions.

Since these debts have occurred we have been in continual contact with
the campaign. Our understanding has been that as funds become available,
Mr. laock shall make payment on all outstanding balances. This has
proved to be the case for us as you can see by the attached statement
of Mr. Haisock's account as well as the attached check copies which
referenece previous debt, indicating recent payment activity on

CO his account.

We will continue to ake every effort to collect these em, until
such time it becomes clear they are unrecoverable, at which point
the account will be classified as a bad debt, not an inkind contribution.

Thank you,C

ie Herzer

Acc unting Manager

/jh

enc. (2)

-- '

rl

-e

QL
*

8649 Kiefer Boulevard P 0 Box 276387 Sacramento. CA 95827-6387

(916) 383-5678 
Fax 383-1053

(916) 383-5678 Fax 383-1053
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June 18, 1992

Ms. Retha Dixon, Docket Chief
Federal Election Commission
999 "E" Street NW
Washington, DC 20463 j7

RE: MURX 1 '

Certification #P 020 737 747

(hD -,r'-,1

C.

773

Dear Ms. Dixon:

Please accept the enclosed as our defene against the acuti made by "Chuck
Williams of Congress '92" NC0262188, regrding Univesity Copy Sytems. After your review
of these documena I - nident you will see we me innocent of this accusation.

Thank you for your time, and if I can be of my urvice to you regarding this mater, please
coMact me directly at 2305 Bam ld Irvim, Ca 92714.

UNIVERSITY COPY SYSTEMS

Donn Deeco

Mange of Operations and Admin0istraio

Enclosure

An Exclusi¢ Cal01' Dealer
2805 Barranca Pkwy. * Irvine, California 92714 • (714) 551-2240

Eight Corporate Park, Suite. 110 * Irvine, California 92714 • (714) 551-1241
2025 Chicago Ave., Suite A-10 * Riverside, California 92507 • (714) 788-8994

6020 N. Irwindale Ave., Suite B * Irwindale, CA 91702 • (818) 969-9449
35-325 Date Palm Dr., Suite 208 e Cathedral City, California 92234 • (619) 328-8744

is, z 22 I A i, 3
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June 18, 1992

Cbeck WilliMS for Congress'92"Cetfcio P027374
10570 FothiB Blvd. #130-276 Certification # P 020 737 746

Raho Cucunwnga, Ca 91730

RE: aBob Hammock for Congress '90" #C00243196

Dear Mr. Williams:

I am in receipt of your letter dated May 12, 1992 claiming University Copy Systems had made

illegal contriNbutions to "Bob Hammock of Congress '90", and I want to assure you we have made

every attemp possible to collect the debt owed, including legal action with our corporate

attey, Mr. Jim Bates. In your complaint to the FEC, you state the debt owed to Uhvrsty

Copy Systems is $512.65. The actual debt was $5,169.23, and as of this date, only $300.00 has

bee ubmed against this debt.

Enclose is our proof of the attempt made to collec this debt. After reiewin these dwinS

I beliv you will frnd Unver*y Copy System innoce of your acus a r

reamve OW 0m from your complat to the FEC.

Ifyou lb m requir ay additioa infmation regarding thi, please contact me drecty at 2805

Bwrm Rd, Irvine Ca, 92714.

UNIVERsrY COPY SYSTEM&S

Doma DeCeco

MaMger of Operations and Administration

Enclosre

cc: Federal Election Committee

%n Ehclusbc CcanO" Iealer

2805 Barranca Pkwy. * Irvine. California 92714 • (714) 551-2240

Eight Corporate Park. Suite. 110 e Irvine, California 92714 • (714) 551-1241

2025 Chicago Ave., Suite A-10 * Riverside, California 92507 * (714) 788-8994

6020 N. Irwindale Ave., Suite B e Irwindale, CA 91702 e (818) 969-9449

35-325 Date Palm Dr., Suite 208 e Cathedral City, California 92234 * (619) 328-8744
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q m & Bitterman ,n
LUM& Badod Commvrid CoAim Adc,

(818) 716-790 e FAX (818) 716-78

21243 Ventura Bouvad. Woodland H, CIfornia 91364

March 13, 1991

Ms. Laurie Cieszinski
University Copy Systems
2805 Barranca Road
Irvine, CA 92714

RE: Our file #18235
Bob Hammock For Congress - Customer #206546

Dear Laurie:

Please be advised, through our efforts we have been unable to
contact the above-mentioned debtor. All phone numbers are
disconnected and all mail is being returned.

Laurie, this credit was based on Mr. Bob Hammock individually,
and a detailed skip-tracing needs to be conducted so we may

0) locate Mr. Hammock and his assets. I have contacted Mr. C. D.
Gonzalez, who is a skip-tracer and an asset search person whom

O-1 our office uses. He has informed me that he would require a
fee of $200.00 to conduct such an investigation.

If you wish to have this detailed investigation made, kindly
forward to our office a check for the sum of $200.00 made payable
to C. D. Gonzalez so that we may retain his services in hopes of
locating Mr. Bob Hammock and his assets.

Thank you for your anticipated quick response.C,

Sincerely,

Co BROWN & BITTERMAN, INC.

James Brown

JB/Ss

Member Of The Commercial Law League Association
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MEMO---

TO: LAURIE CIESZINSKI

FROM: JIM BATES

RE: HANMACK FOR CONGRESS ACCOUNT

I LOCATED THE CAMPAIGN TIANttR3R ?3ROUGH TUE RUIUMS. Of

CO vOrs. mlIVSITT 1S ImtvI 1S IRowoS Nawst saw As
TO THEM. THY It TO PAT AS 8003 8 m0W An NO IS

0% RAISED AT A FUND- AISER. CamSARt IQR own Vowt I oR
0 FOLLOW-UP. HAIUSACR S TM 1 AL ROU6MS. AISRUSS
0 FUTURE BILLS TO R0OGS, AaUcD IMA=aD 8 & om',*)

NORTH *Do 8T3337, *00* SMA 3NUAINO (WLp?). eAttn
"LIZ". THBIR PINOS HU3 IS (714) "9-0871.
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0ONMLO L. ROGERS. C P A
11101SM 0. ANDERSON. C P A,

COE N MALODY N. C P A
JACK C. SCOTT. C P.A
JAY K ZEERN. CPA
W"ILLM E. RENEKING. C P A
ROSERT . IMEMOY. C P A
THOU V. MESS. C.P A
PIELIP H. WALLER. C.P A

"ACCOUNTANCY CO1PO"TION

MARILYN J SELLFORS. C P A
TRRY P SHEA. C P A.
NANCY OAAFFERY. C P A
CYNTMIA L SAK. C.P.A
URBAN W. TOMPKINS. C P A
LNDA M. ERNAMMDEZ. C P A
URENDA L OOL. C P A
LEENA SHANSHAG. C P A

RAtIDuin0 MALODY & Sccrrcmm m~m
A PONIRION1P 0 ISP" I hL %R-O00MUomU

vaim I Wl. SATE mVIM imIm .oMM

Sam sEmAOmO. CAUFOSS ol

(714) 0145M - (1) SS4TPU
PAX (714) 88SSIS

June 19, 1992

Ms. Lisa E. Klein, Assistant General Counsel
FEDERAL ELECTION CO0 ISSION
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Ms. Klein:

I am responding to your letter of June 15, 1992 wherein you
complaint has been filed against our accounting partnership.

The complaint alleges that amounts due to our partnership
contributions in violation of Federal Election Law'.

FEDlERAL ELUCrIo'i

j Z3 9 07A '1

AMMRIAN 0ShTUTE OP
GERTUIE 'usuC ACCouW&Xf

P~W:EG0:W= " SECTOROr TIM 011FIO r* Cft FIRM

CALIORNSA SOCIETY OP
CERTIFIED PUILIC ACCOUNTANTS

0f

-6U

indicate that a

wre "corporate

Our first response is that our accounting partnership is not a corporation and
therefore the assertion is, on its face, invalid. Although our letterhead still
indicates that one of our partners (Anderson) practices as a professional
corporation, Mr. Anderson's professional corporation terminated Its interest in
our partnership in June 1991.

Our second response is that the liability owud to our Firm from the Hammock
Campaign is for accounting services which were provided. As you know, there is
a special exception to the $1,000 limit for persons providing accounting services
to campaigns, so that should we desire to cancel our debt, it would be
permissible. We have not determined to cancel the debt.

If additional information is required, please advise.

Very truly yours,

Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott

DLR4lnngarner

DLR:la
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KENNET S. STEWMT
.AO.WT .., GNWCOuM June 259 1992 o=-

F"X

Federal Election Commission
General Counsels Ofie
Washington, D. C. 20463J 2 92 mAttention: Lisa E. Klein ssiGeneralalCConseds Office

Assistant General Counsel z -

a% -

Re: UL 7-.

Dear Ms. Klein:

I received lay yaw New dfle d JMe 15,19W concerning a ompait
filed with the Fede l Ease C.mm -_ n by.C... , tc W s ed Ii o eli
cmmiee. The vop pi V Soimn Cibk C1 pnhd not
mad a "mme ucla'lloMW a*" onae d bll o tEdison by
te "Rolm Hm WORodifbrN raft U timsS i lmotm od dmuringU-. ams m duki
May 1992 that he had I uull~lU - b e
described the oft me VANN* fll i W h s oddtat
Ihe would requt Ove Cou14ssb bdon *Mf 0-p

Theo Hammod oommlls beeS @i nm osasmor af Edkn In the
ordnary course of Edeon bualnm M rommibie slopped recev- n electric
service from Edisonmer a a h We of alwtymetVm $100 mWa d to Edison.
The matter was reirrEd to disoft kmal _- ,-_'-os, end oat eattwo
contacts were made wkh Mr. Hammoek or ..ps-esm d I. .coviiessldng
p8 of thebII. After pymentwmofnotis , u bil wn 2

to an outside colection agency. This iscolsntw Edion% - -v ocedre
in dealing with overdue acomt I have iochi copies of kfsma Edlson computer
printouts showing the ons tsmn.

It is my opinion that Edlson has made a Womm re aonble

attempr to collect the de owed by the Hoimoeick omilne, and -acoily has not
made a contribution to the mies under Vh reulaions of the Commission. I
respectfully request that the Offie of the Geneal recommend, and the Commislon find,
that there is no reason to believe tht mhe complaI flied by Mr. Wain in MUR 3537
sets forth a possible vklo by Souhern Calfonia Edison Company of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971.
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Jun25, loU2

If you have any queons or need any additional iformalion, pleto feel

free to cal me at (818) 302-1863.

Very truly yours,

k_ g _. s 4
Kenneth S. Stewart
Assistant General Counsel

IWSlus±~177OA
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MYMapin:

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date signature
N4ti

in~inWWI$.
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County Supervisor
ROBET Le IAMPOCK

Candidt

Cngr'*s of r Uuftsa

NOWMANEep-

June 23, 1992

11s. Lisa E. Klein, Assistant General Counsel
FEDERAL ELECTION COt"MISSIOfN
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Your letter of June 15, 1992
MUR 3537

Dear Ms. Klein:

My campaign committee has, and is still trying to make
payments to all creditors.

No creditor, to my knowledge, has cawielTN t ¢omtte
them nor made a contribution of any poIttl iftfiSll t

-CI

-5
Z

partial

debt to

I have planned a fall fundraiser and will repay all
when money becomes available.

Mr. Williams' claims are inappropriate, completely
offensive to me and to the campaign committee.

debti. "ssible

unfounded, and

Please advise if I can be of any further assistance.

Sincerely,

ROBERT L. HAtICK

C mp m sdquers: 10470 Foohl Bkd., Sute 200 * Ranco CucamxonA CA 91730
Mailing Address: 10570 Foohdl BhW., Sufte 130-143 0 Rancho CAucmiongs, CA 91730

Ofk :(7141483-1393 24 Homwe: (714) 625-7087
Paid for and .wh nd by Bob Harnock for Congrm

FEDERAL t. "t I k I> .
rj.aUY S2
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PACE
LITUSSISSIUII. lI¢.

June 22, 1992

Federal Election Commission
ATTN: Noriega James 7 -
Washington, D.C. 20463 , n

Re: MUR 3537 5.

Dear Mr. James, -

When Chuck Williams' certified letter of 12 May 1992 (copy enclosed) was
first received, it was taken with a grain of amazement and disbelief!
It seemed ludicrous to me that anyone would have taken the time, or gone
to the expense, to suggest Pace Lithographers, Inc. would have made any
illegal contribution to ay federal election campaign, but specifically
one of $508.10 to Robert Hanock for Congress 1990.

I chose not to make a response to Mr. Williams' suggestion that Pace
Lithographers would not be included in his forml complaint to the Federal
Election Comiission if Pace "could provide my camittee with evideuce that
you have made a 'comercially reasonable attempt' to collect this debt".

(In my humble opinion that was a very ill-advised effort to Latlimdate
and threaten; I am not sure it doesn't provide the basis for a complaint
and suit against Mr. Williams and his comittee.)

It was my feeling Pace Lithographers did not owe Mr. Willim' ccinittee
any such evidence at all, but rather to you, Mr. James, and the Federal
Election Coinission if the matter ever went that far.

And it has.

Enclosed you will find copies of the "Fund Raiser Invitation" material
Pace printed for the Hamock For Congress Comittee with a copy of the
invoice for that material.

Pace received a $300. payment on September 20, 1990. Reminders of the
balance due were subsequently mailed and phone calls were made until,
sometime after the election when, the phone number was no longer in service
and mail was being returned marked "NO LONGER AT THIS ADDRESS-UNABLE TO
FORWARD".

18030 Cortney Court • Post Office Box 3328
City of Industry California 91744 - (818) 961-5416 • (213) 686-0897 - (800) 350-7890 * (714) 774-5111

FAX (818) 961-1028



Federal Election Commission
ATTN: Noriega James
Page 2

The election was over. Mr. Hammock was not successful and the committee
was dissolved; the unpaid balance of $508.10 was charged to "Bad Debts"...it
most obviously was not a contribution to the campaign; every reasonable effort
was made to collect before there was no one left to collect from.

There is an old printer's axiom: "Always get money in advance when doing
printing for a political campaign". I ignored that to my chagrin and dismay.

What more can I say?

Respectfully,

For the firm...

Carl Bennitt

CB:sm

Enclosure
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June 19, 1992 -u .

Ms. Lisa E. Klein, Assistant General Counsel
-a

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
z

Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Ms. Klein:

I am responding to your letter of June 15, 1992 wherein you advise us that a
complaint has been received that the Hamck Campaign Cemittee may have violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. The complaint alleges that illegal
corporation contributions were received In violation of Federal Election Law.

As Treasurer for the Cmpaign I caM assM you that the creditors of that
campaign have continued to diligently sok pamt on their claim against the
Committee. Attached is a sworn sttm Mt from the Assistant Treasurer for the
Campaign setttng forth her aetWities in cumtectiom with these collection
procedures.

The Campaign has continued to aoim prt4a|&T 's as funds have become
available to the various creditrs.

The Candidate intends to have at sdittsal fn istm 1 iM in October or
November of 1992 to raise fonds te retire, or paotially retire. "tie debts owed
by the Campaign Comittee.

To my knowledge, none of the creditors have agreed to contribute or cancel their
debts and the assertion that they have been converted to corporate
contributions* is without foundation.

As Treasurer, I swear under penalty of perjury that the above representations are
true and would be pleased, if necessary, to discuss these matters further
directly by telephone or to provide additional information by mail at your
request.

Very truly yours,

l d R Mas urer

DLR: 1a

CamIg Headqawters: 10470 FoodlI Bkd., Sute 200 * Rancho Cucamncgs, CA 91730
Mailing Adre: 10570 Foothill BId., Suits 130-143 e Rancho Cucamongp, CA 91730

Office: (714) 483-1393 24 06m': (714) 62S-7087
Paid for ard audiud by Bob Hafnmock tor Con.ms



S. 5,

JUNE 22, 1992

AS ASSISTANT TREASURER, I SWEAR UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT I
HAVE REVIEWED THE LIST OF CREDITORS IN THE COMPLAINT. THE FOLLOWING
HAVE HAD PARITAL SUBSEQUENT PAYMENTS:

COGS $5,986.00
LESS PAYMENT (1,450.00)

BALANCE $4,536.00
mm mm mmmmmm

META INFORMATION SERV,
LESS PAYMENT

BALANCE

$4,813.37
(3,250.00)

$1,536.37
m lBImmmmmmm m

BALLOON AFFAIR $ 104.76
LESS PAYMENT (104.76)

BALANCE 0.00
m mmm mmmm m

OF THE N CREDITORS NONE HAVE INDICATED VERBALLY OR IN
WRITING THAT THEY ARE CANCELLING THE OBLIGATION. IN FACT ALL
CONTINUE TO MAKE REGULAR COLLECTION EFFORTS AND W 3TT RQ
FOR PAYMENT.

LCK, ASSISTANT TREASURER
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July 6. 1992

Me. L-sa E. Klein
Office of the General Counsel

~ F ederal Election Commission
TNM 132 999 E Street NW g

Washington, DC 20463
%4&~ Boxn 727

r A,"3,% Subject: MUR 3537 v

Dear Ms. Klein:

In response to the complaint registered with the Federal Election
Commission by Chuck Williams dated June 1, 1992 against Hammock for
Congress referenced by MU 3637. Federal Express contends that the
debt of $1,360.25 owed to Federal Express by Bob Hammock for
Congress cannot be considered a corporate contribution because a
commercially reasonable attempt was made by Federal Express to
collect this outstanding debt.

An inter-office memorandum is attaed addressed to me from the
Federal express Credit Operations Aet that outlines the steps
that Federal EXpress followed In Order to collect tis debt. In
addition to these stops, plesm eonsider the folowlng information.

During the secd week of Vtbura I90 the Federal Express
Revenue Recovery department sbmitted the account to an outside
collection agency. Financial Collection Agency of Atlanta Georgia.
The Financial Collection Agency has been uIeesfol in their
attempts to collect this debt m Sob Hammock for Cengress.

Again. Federal fxpress eontends that the debt of $1.360.25 owed to
Federal Zm by Sob Hammek for Cgesm cannot be considered a
corporate contribution because a commercially reasonable attempt was
made by Federal Express to collect this outstanding debt.

If you 7 ve any questions, please call me at 901-396-3806.

PAC Administrator
Federal Express Corporation
2005 Corporate Plaza
Memphis, TN 38134-1853
901-396-3805



I U-oW'Z Minn

DATE: July 1. 1992 TO: A.J. Sain

NW)? Um"On" FROM: Vicki Windham cc: Cameron Frechette

US MS 727

SUBJECT: IMJR: 3537

Please find attached a copy of the Federal Election Comuisson
inquiry requesting credit and collection information on account
number #1364-5785-4, Bob Hammock For Congress.

The account in question was opened on Nay 4, 1990. The last
ship date activity on this account was November 13, 1990. The
account was placed on a Idelinque' cash only status on December
4, 1990. Collection attempts began on this account in November
1990 and continued until January 1991. The balance of this
account $1,360.00 was written off to bad debt in January 1991.
The account is still currently on a rejected credit/cash only
status.

If you have any questions, please give so a call.

Sincerely,

Vicki Windham
Credit Coordinator
Credit Operations
360-7377

Attachment
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One GTE Piece
Thousnd Oaks, CA 91362-3811
806 3724000

Reply To

July 9, 1992 CASOOLB
Om

Fran Hagan
General Counsel's Office X'"
Federal Election Comission =
999 E Street N.V.

ccO Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: M 353

Dear No. Hagan:

This letter cimtitut-tm the rS O a CIferia
InO1pe ebated (0fSO) to w tt I md Ient filed

0% by Mck Williami for s (IilI') ain Uimck
for Canre

C>
The basis of Willims' complaint Jmofar as it $Iolves GTUC

qWis that GTUC provided to-h~ SOM140eS to W -ck in 1990
Cfor which the anmimt due and umpaid is $4,497.48. Willim

alleges that Raiiock has not paid, and C haM not attempted
to collect, this past due amount, rie covertIng it into
an illegal campaign camtribution on the part of mc.

As the enclosed correspondence from GTE to Williams
indicates, however, GM has made cmrcially reasonble
efforts to collect the past due balance on --- 'a account.
These efforts are in accord with CIMC's normal business
practices applicable to past due acmunts. Appretly this
correspondence did not reach William in ti forthe
complaint to be mended, as occurred with other creditors who
informed Williams of their similar attempts to collect past
due balances (e.g., The Wirthlin Group and Southern California
Edison, who were requested to be removed from the complaint by
Williams based on their collection efforts).

Because "commercially reasonable" attempts to collect a
balance owed for services rendered to an official seeking

A pan of GTE Corporation



F. Hagan - 07/09/92
Page 2

public office preclude any finding that such amount is a
"contribution" in violation of the federal election law, 11
C.F.R. 100.7(b), GTEC requests that the complaint be dismissed
insofar as it relates to GTEC.

In support of the referenced correspondence, I will be sending
you the sworn statement of the GTEC employee who documented
GTEC's efforts to collect the balance due on this account. As
we discussed on the telephone, however, I will be unable to
obtain that statement until next week. I am therefore sending
you the enclosed information so as not to delay your
processing of the complaint. I will send you the additional
statement by overnight mail as soon as I receive it.

If you should require anything further, please feel free to
contact me at (805) 372-6233. Thank you very much.

Very truly yours,

RLAINE M. LUSTIG2
Attorney

ENL0708a. eal
cc: H.C. Allen - CA500GB

N. Moody - CAE37KD
D. Duranceau-Sellers - CAE37KD
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On A

June 4, 1992

Mr. Chuck Villiams
6847 Portofino Court
Rancho Cucamonga, CA

Dear Mr. Villims:

ThWnOW Jf CA 913824gw1
W V84o

91701

I"

4sf'

CA

As indicated In my letter to you dated Nay 21, 1992 we have Investigated
the account for Robert Haock for Congress 1990.

The following attempts for collection of this account wa mad:

* Calls wore ie s the fellwng dates to rquust pwent:
Nowaer 9, ~ad 0$9 1990Dec&er 7 ad l I

" A request fou W giled ot W lot ad the desit
collected en I % uas 80114tW tod*&.tt

* The acceut W1s assned to Telecid it for letter service o
April 14, 191.

o The account was assigned to Interal collectlt depOment on
June 9, 199.

* The account was assignd te outs#de €ollecte egeucy an Aust 8,1991.

I believe GTE California has made a "camerc1ially esemale attempt" to
collect the debt owed by the Naisck Camittee and accerdinly has not de
a contribution to the comittee as defled by the regultiems of the
Federal Election Cmisslen. We are still pursiq efforts at collection
of this debt through the collection agency.

Sincerely,

H. C. Allen

A pait of GTE Corporaton



N. C. n a" GTE Ph=
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Nay 21, 1992

r. Chuck Williams
Candidate for Congress
6847 Portofino Covrt
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91701

Dear Mr. William:

We received your letter ceacmim the fomtl cuplaist agaiMst Mobert
Hamock for Congress 19, IFEC O NM196 that you pla to fil* with the
FEC.

C) We will investigate yer claim tat an "ot of $4,497.48 is asi TE IV

Mr. Namck' s c~amim pcemott hm 10 1. ga assmu r yo am a
Oco~erclally reas a f o to Iluet allm siu e w el
aware of the federal liw tht irlrs W o Fal

01 camdidates.

For your informtte S1! CM lsoa iq of Ii

thuhIs legal Is sa$ e ievmigiW e a -A&hvgI~l4gs
Political Actigs C ttees Mich )qa1ly give to FedIerl god"lJ m to

C state candidates.

I will follow-vp with you: after tim vmestigatlm is c let . Tank y
for your letter.

Sincerely,

H. C. Allen
Regional Director-
Governmntal Affairs

A Pet of GTE Coror
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12 Nay 1992

GTE
1 GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Dear Chairm-an.

This week my campaign ommitte, FM I C00262188 viii file a
formil complaint vith the Federal Election Commission against
Robert an for Congress 1990, FEC #C00243196.

This matter will involve a tn of -o-oate contributions
from fifteen creditors, of which you are one. Corporate
contributions are illegal in federal elections.

vW regulations state, OLf a political omittee falls to pay a
debt in a timly faukion aconsisteat, with normal busness or traide
watices, the debt in effeet -eomes a oeetrlbutim end* by the
creditor to the omittee, unles the creditor Me UM a
'_omr-fal- rasaFle attept to collect the dmo

. Wnaoc F report state that his 1990 aepai~n committe
has a debt -to your mpny inarred 27 oember 190 or earlier
in the amt of $ 4,497.48.

If you have not made a -comroially rsonable att t' to
collect this debt, you may be in violation of fedeal lay. If
you can peovide my committee vith evidence that yvA have made a
rea le effort to collect this debt# I vill roe your
opany from the complaint.

Sincerely,

Chuck Williams
Candidate for Congress

GmOMMM MM s OM r U a - - V UM
pam~lm~m Wemmea I 'mSIRo gm m mla g ~ mwnmmaa~ I ? 3m~mmenemm m
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ub. N for. Csare
1101 soma to Street
San lsrmardino, CA

Tolephme: (714) US-w

0s: $4497.41

Service In: 4/6/90

Service Out; 1/4/91

First Bill Date: 4/2S/90

Treant Summary:

All bills were paid In full throuh bill dated 9/10/9.

pa)

0

Calls wre mde to customr an 11/9 and 11/16 wegardiNg dlia1010t bills
TD Issued 11/27 due to no pOYMats
11/28 0 not WWI". called offict a in. LNTC for offiee uage_ L .a
1V7 called amim for west. OElaime said Limb 4 i for payt 10aa

Said the ofIc is so leap. wd
1U18 called office - advied Elae to call U9K to lw "_ orer
1/3 ftllw UP for out* s ris, referred w trd to ui
1/4 out no need of service * cupletd 1/4/91
3/13 Final Acsu t ntld req. of pmnat letter (fIA*S deSit aOPlied 10 bill)
4/24 acomt ass4Ipd to 1elecedit for lettr wv
/ account ass p to T0

we account asslgad to outside colleCton agscy

a-G6 06-01-92 04:4SPM P0/**
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.1] W Cm,
ELAINE M. LUSTIG

GTE CALIFORNIA INCORPORATED

ONE GTE PLACE - CA500LB

THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91362

(805) 372-6233

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

coinunications from the Comission and to act on my behalf before

the Comission.

Date

M n' 3Mm

mO luM:

808in :

9ture~ 2
KENNETH K. OKEL

SECRETARY - VICE PRESIDENT

GTE CALIFORNIA INCORPORATED

ONE GTE PLACE - CA500LB
THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91362

(805) 372-6676



COGS
CANDIDATES' OUTDOOR GRAPHIC SERVICE
11343 Stewat St., FA Mo,,., Cibrul 91731 (611) 390-o6 Fax # (11) 390.1427

7/13/92

General Counsel's Offike,
Federal Election Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE:N~~
Dear Sir or Madame:- J

I have personally made reasonable atempts to collect on debt owed to us by the Hamnockr -

Congress campaign and the cam p has made a nabe attempt to pay us. I have bee"-
regular and persistent contact with Mr. Hammock himself and have been kept informed of fh flijv
details. This has allowed us todm symnt when money has become available to -

pgn. The cam ign has deby making payments when money has come availale.
detail of payments since (totw of I90 and cm balan this letter.

We continue to pursue the of the wu ingdebt owed t us by the campaign.

We object to the aliegions umie by Mr. M ia and believe thm to be election tactics.
COGS ensgges, in ina u kin and i bibuw fbr lumdrds ofpoicacnpigstruht
Cai.. a Arizona d Nevada and hawe vbtouy so political bi orp so
obvious p i o 1na aso. We often Cnpp bm eial campaigns all running in thesam ra and awe remai a y l flo phm our; ofesI relationshp
with each of t c p . Terefe, we sould be nayed in n lawsuit regrding this matter
and shuld not be conid d a conkilubr t t IheHn campaign.

I swear this to be true to the best my knowledge
Sincerely,

Greg Hunmmel, VP "

Ir

is n - M <

rC C
Mw X -

(*(X;S in %orthtern (alifqornia 4I151 592-1567



COGS
CANDIDATES' OUTDOOR GRAPHIC SERVICE
11343 Stewart St., El Monte, California 91731 4 I) 350-1006 Fax # (R18) 350-1427

10/3/90
INVOICE

The Committee to Elect
HAMMOCK for CONGRESS

Candidates' Outdoor Graphic Service... COGS, in consultation with the Campaign, will design,
will silk screen, will fabricate with sturdy post and frame assembly, and will ppost prominently and
intelligently in major population centers and along principal thoroughfares of the 36th
Congressional district on schedule and with such area emphasis as the Campaign may direct and
will promptly remove after the election,

COGS'SIGNS 15" x 44", in two colors,
4,000 faces posted and removed as above and ...
2,000 faces assembled for the campaign's distribution ...

= $12,152.
TAX = $820.26

TOTAL = $12,972.26

paid = $6,486. check #409 10/2/90
paid = $500. check #. 4/4/91
paid = $600. check #s85 2/ /92
paid = $350. c #58 3/28/92
paid = $500. check #1081 5/6/92

BALANCE = $4,536.26

Thank you,

Greg Hummel, V.P.

(A )( , in %sorthcrn ( Al.ilornia 1415, 1';2-1%6"
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One GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3811
805 372-6000

VIA OVERNIGHT

Reply To

July 27, 1992 CA500LB

Fran Hagan
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: X2R 3537

Dear Ns. Hagan:

Enclosed is a sworn sXt t the Director of
Governmental Affairs of Q1= Califo-nia fn aelcrated (UGTEC*)
regarding GYEC' s attnt to collect the debt inad to it by
Robert Hack for Congres. I apologize foc he delay, but I
have been away from the office on another buiness matter for
the past two weeks.

I am in the proessof prparing a second sworn sta!ment
attesting to the facts underlying Mr. Allen's letter of
June 4, 1992. I expect to have that completed this week and
will send it to you by overnight mail.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very truly yours,

ELAINE N. LUSTIG
Attorney

EMLO727A.pgh
cc: H.C. Allen - CA500GB

M. Moody - CAE37KD
D. Duranceau-Sellers - CAE37KD

A part of GTE Corporation

rr
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0i o u Fce ti n s

12 Nay 1992

GTE
1 GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Dear ChairnAhn.

This week my campaign comittee, FM I C00262188, viii file a
formal complaint with the Federal Election Cmission against

CO Robert Hack for Congress 1990, FEC OC00243196.

This matter will involve ac eptance of corporate contributions
fro fifteen creditors, of which you are one. Corporate

C) contributions are illegal in federal elections.

Vr FI regulations state, 'If a political €omitte falls to pay a
go et in a tImely famhiol consistent vith 1el buslisma o ttie

practices, the debt in effect bees a oseribit-e by the
0 crditor to the cnimttee, unli the dwor has, I 6 aammercially raemmle attet' to *-*lct the 4*bt.

Mr. amocks FE report states that hi. 1990 M"I" sSelttee
has a debt to your c m- y inc Mrrd 27 No veser 1,90 or ealieroin the amount of'$ 4,497.48.

I') If you have not made a 0ornercially reasonable attet 0 to
collect this debt, you may be in violation of feraw 1. if
you can provide my comittee vith evidence that you have made a
reasonable effort to collect this debt, I will remove your
copany from the complaint.

Sincerely,

Chuck Williams
Candidate for Congress

O"WA 00OWW0"0 NOORMOOMMft W4MUMMON IN ~fttMOO=WM1VWMt
Fe"fw Wa&&WMMI dIC waw"av~two Cmwore'tempbM

ft1**f~tC9W mMtW#-A MMfWOWMWC"



H. C Ann On GOne Tdmf
s"e owcr ThowigB CA Ot1t311

Govemrvn Afars NS 372440

Nay 21, 192

Mr. Chuck Williams
Candidate for Congress
6847 PortofIno Court
Rancho Cucmonga, CA 91701

Dear Mr. Williams:

We received your letter concersM the formal canplaint against fkrt
- Huock for Congress 1990, FEC dC00S43196 that ye plan to file wth the

FEC.
0

We will investigate yew claim t"at a anmmut of $4 ,48 ISgVIdPE by
Mr. Hockfs copalp ceWmt fft IM9. I camn w 1Pw ea
"comercially reaoUlable t . tO c0ll ct a u* all
"are Of the federllmfpiit oprt gtIftpsa
candidates.

o For your Infoutle s Ce les al has W C00tq of- Sbk"
corporate contributions t.....e... 48tn ,nw

thuhis legal In a aw Stablte Iu Catsa. bI m *6y
Political Action Ciattes AIch legal gve to I%* U ds al ms od to
state candidates.

I will follow-up with youm after the investtgatton Is Ileo . y"am& you
0" for your letter.

Sincerely,

H. C. Allen
Regional Director -
Governmental Affairs

A pwOI GTE Coporbn
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June 4, 1992

Mr. Chuck Williams
6847 Portofino Court
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91701

Dear Mr. Williams:

As indicated in my letter to you dated Nay 21, 1992 we have investigated
o the account for Robert Hammock for Congress 190.

0% The following attempts for collection of this account wre me:
o Calls were mde the felle Ag- dates to resest pout:
I. Nloveier 9, 16 and 23, 1,99

Deceer 7 and Is, 1990

*A request for PIPMt was mINO es Nwch 139 1*1 and thed It
collected em iStlllatte Was alftd to the e t.

0 The account wasssilmd to Te dt fr letter seevtc es
April 14, 1991.

o The account was assigned to Internal collect#"n dplrtoot enJune 9, 1991.

e The account was assigned to outside collection apm em Augest 0,
1991.

I believe GTE California has ode a "cemeItally reasOnable att -t" to
collect the debt owe by the Nmock Cmittee and acordingly has met mae
a contribution to the comittee as defined by the reglations of the
Federal Election Comisslem. We are still pursuing efforts at collection
of this debt through the collection agewcy.

Sincerely,

/H. C. Al Ien

A pan ot GTE Corporton



SA3hNTOF HAL C. ALLUI

I, Hal C. Allen, declare as follows:

1. I am employed by GTE California Incorporated ("GTEC")
as State Director - Governmental Affairs. My business address is
One GTE Place, Thousand Oaks, California 91362.

2. Attached is a true and correct copy of a letter dated
Kay 12, 1992 which I received from Chuck Williams. Also attached
are true and correct copies of letters dated ay 21, 1992 and
June 4, 1992 which I sent to Chuck Williams.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing
is true and correct.

1992.
Executed at Thousand Oaks, California on July 16,

(72

TaMJL. A1len

%.q (a nwt$.rna K. &0.dm llta-

2 H c. Fllen

t b the perons) wtom se *

siA!-ecrIe to the wn kietrume wnd ac-

the same in y authorized
capacity(ies). and that by 9e'er
signa s) o te insta me pon(s),
ortteitityupon bel'a of thPmofs)
acIed, execuled the istrument.
Wness my hand and ofcl seal.

Sfi1 A A
SIW"iATOWOF NOTARY

O .

0 IMAINNSO AR1OW-NCFaT

o OLJRO4CNVAT0A

D3OTHERt

some

ISNS .--- W-=-N.G:
ItiQJl lool tB~m~

MINNOTARY: CAUICAT E rift- orTwUof W OoNcu* ,i imM m uA
HSCERTIFICATE This or Type of Document --A~J oC #411w

MUST BE ATTACHED
TO THE OOCUMENT
DESCRISED AT RIGHT:

Numb of PaTg ] . DeN of
Signef(s) Oter Than Named Above .AwefL

Cum~ ,p..

;;tuu ~ * I-.. ~A tS3OC~tI I'

TI

I

06
'P , . aft" -&".-AN*
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Onie GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3811
805 372600

Reply To

July 29, 1992
CA500LB

VIA OVERNIGHT

Fran Ragan
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election C om ission
999 E Street N.W.

04 Washington,, D.C. 20463

'R e : .. 

..
53 7

low Dear Ms. Hagan:

'0Enclosed is a sworn samtfrom Doris Drmaceu-Seflers,
CustmerBilling Supervisor - Dsiimss Collectiont 41m

California 1ncorporated (002=) in Husto me regarding ORU's
o att t, to collect the diebt m to it by Robert m kf or

C e gao e the delay caused by my being
away from the office for the past two weeks.

o 1 am sending this packag-e via overnight mail and will be
looking forward to bearing from you soon.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very truly yours,,

ELAINE N. LUSTIGJ
Attorney

ELy7298 .pgh
Enclosures
cc: H.C. Allen - CA500GB (v/enclosures)

M. Moody - CAE37KD
D. Duranceau-Sellers - CAE37KD

A part of GTE Corporabon
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STATEINT OF O6WIS UCJ-ELR

1, Doris Duranceau-Sellers, declare as follows:

1. 1 am employed by GTE California Incorporated ("GTEC") as
Customer Billing Supervisor - Business Collections. My business
address is P.O. Box 136, Mentone, California 92359-0136.

2. 1 requested preparation of the attached summary of OTEC's
billing and collection activities regarding the account for Bob
Hammock for Congress. (Exhibit A) The initial telephone calls
referred to in this summary were made by members of my staff at my
direction. The listing of remaining calls made by the General
Telephone Collection Department and the Orange Credit Service
Collection Agency is based on information contained in my
department files.

3. Based on my information and belief, this summary
accurately reflects the collection efforts made with respect to
this account.

04i I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is

0 true and correct.

Executed at Mentone, California on July 4, 1992.

O

• Doris Duranceau-Sel lers

emlO709a.eml



EXHIBIT A
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The customer's first bill was dated April 25, 1990. All bills were
paid in full through the bill dated September 10, 1990.

11/10/90

11/09/90

11/16/90

11/27/90

11/28/90

12/07/90

12/10/90

12/18/90

01/04/91

01/10/91

A Notice of Payment Due was mailed to the customer in the
amount of $4,003.28.

A message was left for Linda to contact the companyos
Customer Billing Center (CBC). Collection attempt was
being made for the past due September 25 and October 10
bills.

A message was left for Linda to contact the CBC.
Collection attempt was being made for the past due
September 25, October 10 and October 25 bills.

Linda did not respond to the messages left November 9 and
November 16. The telephone service was ordered
temporarily disconnected.

Due to mechanical difficulties, the disconnection order
did not take effect. Rather than putting through the
disconnect order again, additional collection attempts
were made. A message was left for the office manaM Uer to
contact the CDC. Collection attempt was being made for
the past due September 24, October 10, October 25 and
November 10 bills.

A ssage was left with Elaine for Linda to call the CDC
concerning payment of the account and that service will
be temporarily disconnected for nonpayment. Elaine
stated the office was no longer being used and that Linda
was responsible for the bills.

A Notice of Payment Due was mailed to the customer in the
amount of $4,790.60.

Elaine was contacted again as there was no response to
the previous messages. Elaine was advised to contact the
business service order center to place an order to remove
the service.

The service was removed as "no further need" effective
January, 2, 1991.

The customer's closing statement was mailed in the amount
of $4,482.80. The customer's deposit credit of $450.00
and associated interest credit of $21.00 reflected on
this statement.



4~cUNTSUVMMARY
l IoWICK FOR CONGRESS
(Cont.)

02/10/91

03/13/91

04/24/91

06/09/91

06/13/91

06/20/91

06/21/91

The customer's final statement was mailed in the amount
of $4,497.48.

Correspondence was mailed to the customer with the
following information:

* The unpaid balance.
* Location of service and telephone number.
* Dates of service connection and disconnection.
$ Requesting immediate attention in paying the

balance owing.
Providing the CBC final accounts department
telephone number for inquiries.

The unpaid final account of $4,497.48 was referred to
Telecredit Letter Service for further collection effort.
Note: Telecredit sends a series of three letters on
referred accounts.

The unpaid final account was referred to 00a
Telephone Col lection Department (BTCD) for fU er

collection effort on the unpaid balance of *4,497.8

GTCD mailed correspondence to the customer WqWt-Ing
payment of $4,497.48. The correspondence Inclu~ the
following information:

Failure to pay $4,497.48 will result in ssignment

of the account to a collection agency and poe"ble

litigation.

To contact GTCD if there are any questions

concerning this matter.

A message was left at a can be reached number, (714)
387-4565 (noted on the customer's original installation

order) to contact GTCD.

GTCD mailed additional correspondence to the customer
requesting payment of $4,497.48. The correspondence
included the following information:

There has been no response to requests for payment
and the account has been scheduled for assignment
to a collection agency.



ACCOUNT SUMMARY
303 HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS
(Cant.)

Providing a final opportunity for payment of
$4,497.48 to avoid the collection agency referral
and possible litigation.

To contact GTCD if there are any questions
concerning this matter.

06/26/91

06/16/91

06/28/91

07/08/91

07/17/91

08/06/91

08/12/91

GTCD contacted the can be reached number, (714) 387-4565,
and was advised to contact Mr. Hammock's treasurer, Liz,
at (714) 889-0871.

A message was left for Liz to contact GTCD.

A message was left for Liz to contact GTCD.

GTCD contacted Liz concerning payment of the customer's
final account of $4,497.48. Liz stated she had no Idea
when the bill would be paid; they were waiting for a fund
raiser in order to get the money. Liz further stated she
had no idea when the fund raiser would be and comwlted
that GTE was not the only creditor awaiting payment. 1I4
was advised if payment was not received by the end of the
month, the account would be referred to a collection
agency.

GTCD mailed correspondence to the customer requesting
payment of $4,497.48 and that the account would be
referred to a collection agency.

GTCD contacted the can be reached number, (714) 909-0671,
and was advised Liz was on vacation and no one was taking
her place to discuss this matter.

GTCD referred the unpaid final account of $4,497.46 to
Orange Credit Service Collection Agency. The following
is a summary of the collection agency attempts made from
August 26, 1991 - December 3, 1991:

09/09/91
10/09/91
11/09/91
12/09/91
08/16/92

Collection notice mailed
Collection notice mailed
Collection notice mailed
Collection notice mailed
through 12/03/91 numerous attempts were
made to contact (714) 287-4665; there was
no answer in each attempt.
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August 6, 1992

Ms. Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 "E" Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 3537

Dear Ms. Klein:

I apologize for any delay in our response to your letter dated Jue
15, 1992, however, the letter was not received by Pacific/West
Communications Group, Inc. (Pacific/West) until August 3, 1992. The
delay appeared to be caused by the use of -an inWrect addles

I have investigated the matter and found the facts to be as follows:

*"Bob Hammock for Congress Campaign" became a client
of Pacific/West in April 1990 in the ordinary corse of
our business. The committee retained Pacific/West to
develop fundraising strategies, to develop a
research/solicitation data base, provide pre-event
planning and logistics, provide event planning and
operations management, etc. I have attached a copy of
our contract with Mr. Hammock, which outlines the scope
of our services.

*After the committee closed its account, there remained a
balance due to Pacific/West. Collection of the remaining
balance due was pursued by senior members of
Pacific/West, where at least two contacts were made with
Mr. Hammock or his representatives (correspondence
attached). Although payment still has not been made, we

ISSUES MANAGEMENT / MARKETING COWAUNICA1IONS

-ow . .

Zj
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Ms. Lina E. Kainft
Page 2

continue to pursue the collection matter with Mr.
Hammock and representatives of his committee. These
procedures are consistent with Pacific/West's policies on
collection matters.

We believe Pacific/West has made and continues to make a
"commercially reasonable attempt" to collect amounts due from Mr.
Hammock's committee. Accordingly, I do not believe Pacific/West
has made a corporate contribution to Mr. Hammock's campaign under
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely yours,

/

C ohn W. Smither

Senior Vice President
Finance and Administration

Enclosures
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L INTRODUCTION .

The purpose of this contract is to formalize an agreement and working m

relationship between the "Bob Hammock for Congress Campaign" (hereafter =

referred to as "the Campaign") and Pacific/West Communications Group, Inc.

(hereafter referred to as "Pacific /West"). The nature of the agreement and
working relationship is for the provision of fundraising management consulting
services to candidate Bob Hammock, who is seeking California's 36th

Congressional seat.

II. SCOPE OF SERVICES TO BE PROVIDED

Pacific/West has been requested to fulfill the specific function of fundrasing
management for the Campaign.

Specifics services include:

Development of comprehensive fundraising strategy, schedule and
information system

Development of research/solicitation data base

Support in selecting and motivating the financial advisory
committee/honorary chairpersons

Pre-event planning and logistics

Design and staff support of dinner/event committees

Solicitation

Event planning and operations management

Candidate briefings, fundraising updates and daily call sheets

Information reporting to campaign manager and treasurer

Design and production of related collateral materials (solicitation letters,
event invitations, RSVPetc.)

. .- - . - - -,. 1foNn4t . -/* 1A~ .
4
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The duration of the contract shall be from April 5, 1990 through November 30,
1990, inclusive of both the primary and geneMl elections.

IV. COMPENSATION SCHEDULE FOR FUNDRAISING MANAGEMENT

The compensation for fundralsing management services is based upon the
following elements:

A fee of $7,50 for services rendered inApril related to data base design,
and completion, and support of the Pledge Luncheon.

* A fixed fee of $2,500 per month from May through November.

A guaranteed fee of $2,500 per month from May through November
that will be advanced against the gross fundraising conmissions mined
by Pacific/West on gross campaign fundraising receipts.

* Commissions based upon a graduated scale as outnd below.

% ComsinAms" RInid

8% Up to $149"
9% $15OOO249",
10% s2,oJJ0.349,
11% s3oOO.44,99
12% $49,0-549,99
13% W550,00649j99
14% Above $650,000

The commission rates indicated above are to be applied to the "goss
fundraising receipts" of the Campaign, effective April 5,1990, excluding thse
funds raised via political action committees solicited directly by the caidate
or other fundraising consultants. Should Pacific/West become involved in the
strategy, planning and solicitation of political action committee funds, the
amounts raised will become part of the "gross fundraising receipts", and the
above commission rates shall apply.



V. FUNDRAISING AND PRODUtX ON RELAU TED EXPENSES

The Campaign shall bear the cost of all expenses related directly to fundralsing
inclusive of the following;

* Telephone lines
* Fundraising reporting corn ter software
* Design, duction and prting and printing of event invitations and

other col ateral matenals (a 17.75% standard agency mark-up is incuded
in the amount billed)

0 Other event related expenses such as decorations, audio visual

equipment, entertainment, etc.

At this time, event related expenses have not been estimated. After the desiredevents are Selected, and details finalized in consultation with the candidate and

campaig management (date,. location, number Of attendees, tidket p Icset.

prsnt precise event budgets fot approval by the d"In a nd
,3 campaign manager-

VL OUT-OFrWCKE EXPENSES

Customary out-of-pocket expenses will be billed to the na i ilsinclude bdehone caft~ e , miu ". per .adie out of tonfv
and lodging, fundraising related meals, €opyng, hxm8 , etc

VL pA)MN POLICIES

"Pacfic/West policies on fee, cmnlyds-8 m and exp ense payments are as Wb/Iws

* Invoices are submitted during the month in which servies are renderd.
Fees, commissions and out expenses are invoiced in mid-month
and are payable by the last day of the month.

All major production ex including printing, photography, hotel
rental, food/beverage, entertainment, etc. are either pre-billed or require
a deposit based upon estimated costs. These invoices are due and I
payable within 10 days of receipt. Pacific/West will not authorize
and/or proceed with contractual arrangenuts with vendors until such
deposits and/or payments are made by the campaign committee.

I
R



VIi. CANCELLATION OIS CO

This contract may be cancelled by either pat upon 60 days notice with the
ful terms of this contract remaining in efec until the 6 cancllaton
period has elapsed. Notification of cancellation must be provided by registered
mail.

We, the undersigned, agree to all of the terms
contract. By virtue of the signatures below, this
1990 through November 30, 1990.

For, "Bob Hammock for For,
Congress Campaign" com]

C)A

coI

and conditions set forth in this
contract is effective from April 5,

Padfic/West
nunications Group, Inc.

tv

*0



Naokfor Congress t

P.O. Box 5310
san Bernardino, CA 92412

Dear Bob:

On behalf of the entire company, I wanted to personally
congratulate you for conducting such an outstanding campaign and
to express our disappointment with the outcome. It was a
trmendous honor for Pacific/Vest to assist you on the campaign and
we are confident that your OstarO will continue to rise!

As we discussed throughout the campaign, Pacific/West was willing
to continue work on the campaign despite its a&"- flow

We have voided Invoice #000336 and isamed Invoice
#000454 (atahed) in its place. We are still awaiting the final
cpign report. When this is received, we will fo the final
invoice to you.

Again, thank you for this opportunity to assist you.

ItV. alta, Jr.

enclosures

cc: David DePinto

3435 Wh *O O z S 28M0 * LOS Arii CA ¢DO * (2131 d87O83 FAX (213) 487-1850



Jun. 11, 1991

Supervior Bob Hammock
San Bernardino County
385 N. Arrowhead Ave.
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0110

Dear Bob;

It was good to see you last week. We understand and appreciate the difficulties you
have had raising funds since the campaign ended. As we discussed regarding the
outstanding campaign invoices, we would like to work with you to prioritize 'hard
expenses" for reimbursement, as you have done with other campaign vendors.

Attached, please find a previously submitted summary of ousn invoices (page
") 1), along with a summary of all expenses totalling $19,030.13 (page 2).

.5 ~ W wouldin thmeIs e is to we he arnil
p a o Paitm~t ilkSAI!OfyO

r qrd It bi uJ ns to the status of efts I*~u mm i

Once again, we reiterate our understanding and support for you Plea let to know
if we may be of asita- to you in planning or executing any fundraising actiVfty.
Thank you.

r

7%,1 Tobia, Jr.
Ptdentr

SFr/mc
Attachments

3435 Wdis're Ocuievord

Sut 2850

CA (W)10
(213) 4740830
FAX (213) 487-1850

ISSUES MANAGEMENT / MARKETING COMMUNICATIONS
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HANHOK SUMMARY

INVOICES TO DATE

Inv. #000216 Dated 4/25

Inv. #000252 Dated 5/29

Inv. #000272 Dated 6/19

Inv. #000336 Dated 8/15

TOTAL

PAYMENTS RBCEIVED TO DATE
--------------

Dated NA

Dated 5/29

Dated 7/23

Dated NA

Dated NA

Dated 10/12

TOTAL

TOTAL OWED

7,500.00 (paid in full)

8,996.96 (paid in full)

10,162.30 (paid in full)

VOID

(replace !nV. #000336)

89,685.62

7,500.00

8,996.96

4,000.00

6,182.30 (rewv'd 6/13)

2,500.00 (rcv'd 9/27)

2,500.00

31,679.26

58,006.36
m-" - .Il~~im -l

MANAGEMENT FEES

25,000.00

RECAP

COMMISSION

38,253.63

EXPENSES

26,331.99

Check

Check

Check

Check

Check

Check

# NA

#147

#235

NA

NA

#456



Postage

Photocopies

Telephone

FAX

Parking

Production

Supplies

Travel

Outside Labour

3,175.97

287.88

3, 604 • 10

682.00

397.50

6,192 99

605.11

340.56

1,745.00

19,030.13TOTAL DU

&

---. Ma
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August 6, 1992

Ms. Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 "E" Street, NW
Washington. DC 20463

RE: MUR 3537

~1

~D

r~ -"

£~1

-u -- ti

C,,*. -r

- Lu~
0*

Dear Ms. Klein:

Our letter dated August 6, 1992 (attached) responds to a complaint
indicating Pacific/West Communications Group, Inc. may have
violated the Federal Election Campaigp Act of 1971, as awsded.

I swear that the contents of my r n ue true to the best of my

) knowledge.

r Sincerely yours,

-John W. Smither
Senior Vice President
Finance and Administration

Enclosures

343$1r

CA 17cc "

FAX 213, 47 48 Z7

ISSUES MANAGEMENT / MARKETrNG CQOMNICA
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September 28, 1992

Mr. Noriega James
Federal Election Commisso n
General Counsel's Office
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MU&37

Dear Mr. James:

Please find enclmd the emsai ofitm C ounmeI a in the Abov
referenced matter.

I have just received t c amd I wm irpeu a two wee e d ig wfhh
to file a respouse. Your _-----l-- is qaPUNed.

Very

cc: Sal Russo

FEDERAL ELF:; Tji,-

son 52M'



3537
-- a mI . .. j

-lI ~li
rhe Singletary Mansion

1565 The Alameda

San J s ,_California 95126

-II

The above-namd indLvidual is hereby oeitgnated as 3y

euGUAa and Is autbotised to Ree any noestieatoa and otbet

emsniationm gem the Cmoission and to &at on my behalf befhwe

f1h emisions

922-92
ur '

2000,

im i flll,~U,__lus2" M I "--oja tmm- Inc.
, .. 770 L stof. STLte 950

8acrmefto, CA 95614

- .M
smam - 916-441-3634

, " 2

,-I"
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p4-- --- Mn
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Pad At Swam, of.
AV1N af 11

1ri - Mima
155 Us Ams&

Sm Yoms CA 95126

5 51 i313 M AY 17
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May 14, 1993

Re: MUR 3537

Ms. Lisa KIn
Fedala E Conmmission
Gmal C Office
999 E Sbeet, N.W.
waupduim, D.C. 20463

Dar ML Klein:

Haecod, -kwe find the RTB Reqpwse in t above r fearp, MUR.

T1=k you for your Muipa o Dthis nmaw.

Very truly yours,

Paul .. Sullivan
Counsel for Responets

cc: Chairman Thomas
Vice-Chairman Potter
Commissioner Aikens
Commissioner Elliott
Commissioer McDonald
Commissioer McGarry

F nr~',. ~ v



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ElEM ON COMMSSION 93 tfAr 17 P1f ,5

In re: )
)

Rumo-Marsh and Associates, Inc. ) MUR 3537
_) RTB RESPONSE

INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C.§437g(a)(1) this Response is filed with the Federal Election
Commission ("Commission" or "FEC") on behalf of Russo-Marsh and Associates, Inc.
("Respondents" or "Russo-Marsh").

By letter dated June 15, 1992, Respondents were notified that the Commission had
received a complaint filed by one Mr. Chuck Williams against Respondents. The Complaint
essetially alleges that by virtue of the fact that the Hammock for Congress Committee had
a debt outtanmding to Russo-Marsh from the 1990 and 1992 election cycle, such debt

0 costituted an excessive and prohibited contribution in violation of 2 U.S.C. #1441a and
441b r vely. For the reasons stated below, Respondents deny that any such excesive
or prohibited contribution occurred and hereby pray that the Commission make a finding

co of no reason to believe and dismiss this matter.

C3 PI U! _AL. BACKROUND

From a procedural prspeve, R ets' desire to initially explain the raer
lengthy delay in the submission of this Response. By letter dated Sepember 28, 1992,
Respondents submitted a statement of designation of counsel and counsel then requested
a two-week extension in which to file a response. During that time, questions arose relative

a to the precise amount of debt which was ouanding by the Hammock for Congress
Committee, ("HCC") to Russo-Marsh and the specific services to which this debt was
attributed. Due to this ambiguity, Respondents undertook a complete review of the
financial records associated with the HCC account. That information was forwarded to
counsel in January of 1993. At approximately that time, counsel contacted the general
counsel's office to discuss the reasons for the delay. Counsel was informed at that time that
the initial report had been written up and was being submitted to the Commission for a
determination of a reason to believe finding.



On the asumpto that Respondets would be receiving notice of ademinaIo
byteComisin, no, correspondence- . was forwarded to the Commission pending reipt

of the Commiso's RTB detrmintion. Howevr, to date, Respodets have not reeived
any such notification m the Commission and are hereby submitting this document in
responseto the Complnt.

FACTUAL SUMMARY

Respondents obviously do not deny the fact that there is a substantial debt owing by
HCC to Russo-Marsh. However, the fact of the matter is that this debt was incurred as a
result of an arms-length business relationship between Russo-Marsh and HCC. This was
evidenced by several indicia.

First, written contracts were tendered by Respondents to HCC for signing during the
1990 and the 1992 campaigns. The vast amount of the debt which is presently outstanding
to Russo-Marsh by HCC was a result of the 1990 election.' A contract for the 1990
campan was tendered by Russo-Marsh to HCC and Mr. Hammock individually. HCC
executed the contract but Mr. Hammock did not in his individual capacity. Though this
point is still being disputed today, Russo-Marsh contends that they subsequently contacted
Mr. Hammock and informed him that in accordance with their business practice, in order
for Russo-Marsh to extend credit to HCC, Mr. Hammock would individually have to enter
into the contract in addition to HCC.

00 Russo-Marsh contend that at that time Mr. Hammock agreed to peronlly enter into
the eemn and to forwwd the signed contrm a to Russo-Marsh. That comma was ner
receed, however, Russo-Marsh contend that in reliance upon his state of a personal
gusmnatee for the HCC debts, they proceeded to extend credit to HCC. After the camaig,
th rmeous requests by Ruso-Marsh to obtain payment from Mr. Hammock ind uy
failed and it is presently the matter of an ongoing dispute between Mr. Hammock, HCC and
Russo-Marsh.

In 1992, Mr. Hammock again sought election to Congress and requested to retain the
C,, services of Russo-Marsh. A personal guarantee contact for fees and expenses was again

submitted to Mr. Hammock which he did not sign. As an alternative, a second agreement
between Russo-Marsh and HCC was signed by the respective parties. However, due to the
fact that Mr. Hammock did not sign individually, Russo-Marsh has indicated they required
cash up front for the vast amount of the services which they provided to HCC.

Per the records of Russo-Marsh, as of February 1, 1993 the 1990 campaign debt is
$96,522.83and the 1992 campaign, $3,825.60. In regard to the 1990 campaign, HCC
paid to Russo-Marsh a total of $201,476.93.



Second, the policy of Russo-Marsh, as discussed above, is to extend credit only in
those situations in which a candidate signs an agreement for which he individually or in
conjunction with the principle campaign committee, accepts responsibility for the payumt
of fees and expe s. As was the case in 1992, if the candidate refuses to execute a contract
within his individual capacity, then the vast amount of fees and expenses are required to be
pid prior to rendering service.

Third, the contracts tendered for 1990 and the one executed in 1992 provide for an
interest payment of one and one-half percent (1/ %) per month up to the maximum
eighteen percent (18%) per annum on all amounts which are not paid within thirty (30) days
of date of billing. Relative to the 1990 committee, invoices reflecting that monthly interest
on the outstanding debt were sent on a monthly basis to the HCC. According to Russo-
Marsh records, from December of 1990 through December of 1992, the period in which
interest was charged to the HCC, a total of $28,790. l0was charged as interest owing. This
amount is part of the previously stated debt of $96,522.83 for the 1990 campaign.

Fourth, after the 1992 campaign, in addition to continuing to invoice HCC on a
monthly basis, various phone calls from representatives of Russo-Marsh to HCC were made
to inquire and to request payment of the debt, though to no avail.

Fifth, Mr. Hammock's attorney, in response to letters from legal counsel of Russo-
Marsh, indicates that they do not consider Mr. Hammock to be personally responsible for
any of the debts to Russo-Marsh. In addition, HCC is presently approximantly $177,000in
debt and he stated, should HCC somehow obtain funds to retire that debt, the Russo-Mar*
portion would also be retired.

IJr LAN.ALYSIS

The Commission's regulatory standards for extension of credit by commercial vendors
to political committees requires only that the vendor extend such credit in a fashion so as
to meet the ordinary course of the corporation's business and on terms which are
substantially similar to extensions of credit to non-political debtors that are of similar risk
and size of obligation. 2 Further, the regulations set out three (3) indicia of determining
whether such credit was extended in the ordinary course of business.

1. Whether the commercial vendor followed its established procedures and its
past practice in approving the extension of credit;

2. Whether the commercial vendor received prompt payment in full if it
previously extended credit to the same candidate or political committee; and

2 11 C.F.R. § 116.3(b)



3. Whether the extension of credit conformed to the usual and normal pCtw
in the commecial vendor's trade or industry. 3

R inets submit
Commission's rgulaltin for
Marsh to extend credit only

that they
the extension
when an ind

rathe than merely the political committee.
conention by Russo-Marsh that Hammock
capacity in addition to that as an authorized
presently being disputed by Russo-Marsh
comment is inapprriate at this point and
tendered which were the standard contracts
for interest payments, it clearly evidences

mplied with the applicable povision of the
of credit. First, it was the practc of Russo-

vidual candidate signed their services contract
The dispute which is presently ongoing is the

agreed to execute the contract in his individual
agent for HCC. The fact that this matter is still
and legal counsel for Mr. Hammock, further

time. However, the fact that the contracts were
issued by Russo-Marsh, including a requirement
the fact that Russo-Marsh was following their

standard procedure and no special advantages were being provided to Mr. Hammock.

With regard to the second criteria, the fact that Mr. Hammock was not granted credit
for the 1992 campaign due to his failure to pay the 1990 debt and his failure to sign the
1992 contract in his personal capacity, indicated that Russo-Marsh did in fact comply with
the second provision with the regulation as outlined above.

Clearly, the terms and conditions upon which Mr. Hammock was extended credit not
only confrmed to the usual normal practice of commercial vendors in the political
consulting industry, but I would submit went much further in adhering to standard mad ams-
length - atins. This is evidenced by the interest which was charged for outanding
debts, ft ongong monthly billing of thos debts for two yers after the end of the
and the fact that Russo-Marsh continues to pursue this matter pt tly.

As a last comment, Respondents contend that they have made all commew ially
naonable attempts at collecting this debt and in fact continue to do so. Given the fact that

Russo-Marsh is strictly a political consulting firm, it is clearly in their business interest to
asses the method by which they seek to have such debt retired.

For example, the ability to work with the candidate and the m on a
subsequent election with a reasonable expectations that the candidate will be sucesul,
makes good business sense. In addition, the Commission should be dispelled of the concept
that litigation is a mandatory course in order to evidence a good faith effort to collect on
a debt. A judgement against a political committee is essentially worthless when it is made
against a committee that is substantially in debt, such as HCC. The time and legal fees for
seeking a judgment from a judgement-proof political committee itself often is not a good
business judgment. This is a situation where the Commission is not in a position to second-
guess vendors simply because they are not privy to the various business factors which must
be considered in making such a judgment. Secondly, given the relationship between a

11 C.F.R. § 116.3(c)



~~idaW~~IM dufd ta val vml vsmbm tn amat or a w~ls
cnact with s n W tmy,t Is dicult to mofin obtln a I dme apia an
hidividuaicidi while acdmg in th capmdit of an qut for the falp l apIg

SsubmI that they have co pWd wth the r o a t forthe
eItension of cmdit at the time they Imdeok the campigns of Mr. Hammock in 1990 and
in 1992. Tiat is the single issue which is pending befixe the Commisuion. However, to
underscore the fact that the initial agemeMts in 1990 and 1992 with Mr. Hammock and hisprincipal campain committee were in fact in an arms-length trntim , Reponets have
submitted evidence that they have continued to pursue this matter for payment in
accordance with their understanding of the contract, and continued to bill the HCC for
interest which was outstanding.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, Respondents contend that there was not an impoper
extension of credit by Russo-Marsh to HCC in 1990 nor 1992 and as a result, the debt which
remaines ag to Rusw-Marsh by Mr. T mmck and the Hammock for Cftress
committee sould not be to be a prohibhe d contribution nor one which mosedsthe Untribution limits. For these reasons, Rspodt rsetuly ref thau the
Commison make a finding of no on- to believe and clome this manw.

Paul E&u prah
CAOunse forRtonms
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ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS WILL 55 ADDED TO THIS FILE AS THEY
BECONE AVAILABLE. PLEASE CHECK FOR ADDITIONAL MICROFILM
LOCATIONS.
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' 5L5IE RtADER IS REFERREBD TO AIIU L ICMOVKLE U

ORTEE FOLrLWNNO DOWIW UIUITIX TO TISI CASE

1. Memo, General Cot, nsel to the Commission, dated
September 22, 1992. Subject: Priority System Report.
See Reel 354, pages 1590-94.

2. Memo, General Counsel to the Commission, dated
April 14, 1993, Subject: Enforcement Priority System.
See Reel 354, pages 1595-1620.

-. 3. Certification of Comission vote, dated April 2S, 1993.
Ie.See Reel 354, pages 1621-22.

!4DI4. General Counsels Report, In the Ratter of - @e-- st

i ..qftiPro:ty, dated December 3, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1623-1740.
s. *a Cvi fietios of Ciiavot. date ~

: see Itoel 354, pages 1741-'1M. "'



Johnb C. Williams
c/o Uarbara K. Williams, Treasurer
Check Witlliam for Congress ' 92'
6647 Portofino Court
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91701

RE: MUR 3537

Der Kr. Williams:

On June 8. 1992. the Federal Election combissiOn recqlived
' tsp laint alleging certain violations of tb. etal elOtoa

igmhct of 1971,+ as amended (tb £ct').

.. ... tm Gt t ic tosR|II b. to ert

Cb ioea~ll' Eiinisaml of this act io. +:) j.i %+1

Sincerely,

Frances B. Sa
Paralegal 5pacialist

AttaehmentNarrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: rEt! .f)



'i n corporate contributions. baofits 8*tate ! tatam
have been paid in full, others have received pt-tia1 p he<
that the Comittee intended to repay debts in full with recI t
from a Pall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '92 Raport shows no
influz of funds: however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Nany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.

I .

• , ., , ' I



/o Wa tmmock for Con~ess 1992t
290 Worth "D' Sttt Suite 300
San Sernadino, CA 92401

33: NUR 3537
Robert L. Bammock

Dear Rr. Hammock:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the ~dral
Election Campaitgn Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
ecomplaint was enclosed with that notification.

After coasierlng th circeues, of this mtqr ....

C.iio a E .Idt w ts its . roe I.s *o

z Wct~e Aou..u imgy, '- ...m, Pl i -t .. :.

319-3400.

Sincerely,

Frances B. Eag
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the CommissiOn voted to close the file: "" '



/ pon' ent-a fai)*r to pay ou~teta4i debts tO :' L

in corporate Contributions. Rtspondents state tht?
have boon paid in full, others have received partial pa" st
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with t e;e e
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year Enid '92 report shows no
influx of funds; however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Many vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the PICA.



~C
chfor Cewis~92W lorth 't)" Stint Sitte 300

San kerudino, Ca 92401

33: RN 3S37Nameok for Congress 1992 and
Tricia Runsel, as treasurer

Dear Ks. Runuel:

On June 15, 1992. the Federal Stlection Camssion notifitedyou of a compaint a1leging certain violations, of the Federal
Ulectiou Caqpalga Act of 1971. as amed. A cop of the
complaint was mc e vith that motifioatios.

After eam
he6 to teke -,

th cttm. oof thi* th
Is. t _ _ _ __ _ _ _

w~---~ ~w ~
to tmSjpt .t mt 1
ubuSaios will be

219-3400.

Sincerely,

Frances 5. Sagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:

.... ii : ,! i : J : ,i - ?! k :° ' :

• if ,-' ,;i: i: • •



eamopilinant CtVk wlliamts, candtdate Rtobert L. : i.)
Sp,mr, e,,ctio, pomft (S.h C., CA) alliged that~ i ,

rw"a~oodnts' falgure to pay-outetandiagj debts to 'endori m
in corporate contribtitons. Respondents stete that some
have been paid in full, others have received partial pays-. am
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with rclpts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year Snd '92 Report shows no
influx of funds; however the comittee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Rany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.

: q ' \' " '.':' 'ra7. 
# '
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FWEAAL ELECTION COMMiSSION"

u ad K.. Rogers, Treasurer
hob Iiaaack for Congress
2HI0 North =De Street Suite 300
Saen ISernadino, CA 92401

RE: NUB 3537

Dear Mr. Rogers:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commisilon has determined to exercise its prosecutorial dicvctios
and to take no acion against Sob Smnock forCores am .,
as tresurer. N attahe narratie., Accordingly, the "
Comision cosiaits file in this matter.

a. ppl mof thir ia4ttaen'4* msow telc
the alp0tn i. be pmee to the publi r o to%~

Xfyo h ven. qusions lese ¢otc ea 32

219-3400.

Sincerely,

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:_________



tn corporate contributions. xospoendents .tat t a "aam.

tht the Committee intended to repay debts in full with-r 'I ,
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year mnd '92 Report shove io
influx of funds; howver the Coittee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Many vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the PICA.

" I

. '.,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ..... •
WASHINGTON. D C J04bt * :;.!

Instant Image Printing
2232 Valencia Avenue
San Dernadino, CA 92404

RE : MUR 3537

D~ear Sir or Madam:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed vith that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Instant Image Printing. Se
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Cmmission closedTE. fl~e
in this matter."

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g~a)t lo
l~gr apply and this matter is now public. In additios, 4t
U euqlete file ast be placed on the public record vi| ,39 ds, this could occur at any tine following certifi *
th 4s esion, s vote.* If you vish to submit ayfectua2,
i~ als to aper on the public reorcd, please do .~ iia,

pai.! bl.. While the file my !be p o. on the pab L r .
te teoeipt ls o iifyOureadditional materials, any porimbla * 0_ !

If you have any questions, please contact m at (202) :: : ,,
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
I



primryelectian opponent (36th C.D., CA) .lleed that
r f *ftts ' fai~ttre to pay outstanding debts to veuad~e*... ... -tcorporate contributions. 1respondents state that so 5-.have been paid in full, others have received partial payme~nt. -  atadthat the Committee intended to repay debts in full vith receipts

from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '92 Report show8 noinflux of funds; however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Nany vendors documented their efforts tocollect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, throughdirect telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the otherissues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.



Phaoenix Press
27'72 Rain Street
!rvine, CA 92714

RE: IIUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madam:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
3lectionl Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

pAfter considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exeitcise its prosecutorial discretion

* and to take no c~tion against Phoenix Press. See atacd
narrative. Accordingly, the emssion closed"T's file in this
ilutter.

N Lhe confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437;(a)(12) :io

. -:,t 8ie vii m be doed the publlircor 'red v !.,*

*I. touh e oand oqustonsy tiese c~lotc re t (0

t6 reeiptof yor a~tioa aeals, npea it l

Atch eins ilb de otepabi eodWeirtd

INaruratveanqusinpes cotcmet(2)

Date the Commission voted to close the file: rst



• - ants failure to pay outstanding debt. to v S-ra
%a orporat*/ e conteibvtions. Rtespondents state tt s W

t:hat the Committee intended to repay debts in full wit~It € e
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year mnd '92 Report shoim no
influx of funds; however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Mrany vendors docunented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.



* ,, , ' . . ' 4 ' ~

Whe Witcthlin@m
1343 Severly Ra
ncLean, VA 22101

i~c t~13

RB: NUN 3537?he Wirthlin Group

Dear Mir. White:

On June 15, 199. the Federal B lection Comission notifiedIh Virthlo Grot a.o oqlaint" .11.91. certain violations of
th ederal 31.qtie Cl~aign Act of 1171. al Olldmd. A copy of

the omlnt a aclose with that notifcat.ios.

319-3400.

Sincerely,

ran B a

Paralegal Specilist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Coamission voted to close the file: rcc- -, . -, ," "

! :, , . . . ,- -... . .



0B ~bm~

primary election pont ()k C.D., CA) allid that -reopondents fai~mre to pay outstanding debts-to v eno... ..i n corporate coneittions. rlespondents sta te that .a
have been paid in full, others have received partial *
that the Commiee intended to repay debts in full with - jj
from a rail '93 fundraiser. The Year Rnd '93 Report shows at
influx of funds; hovever the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Ktany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact vith the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.



.v i ,/ .. . A -

FEDERAL ELECtN QMSSON
WASHtNCION. DC JO,41 . ..

DEC 1119
1S3l I nformation services
*649 Riefer Boulevard
Siacramento, CA 95S26

RE: NUR 3537
RITA Information Services

Dear Ms. Hlerzer:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
RITA Information Services of a complaint alleging certain
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed with that
noti ficat ion.

After considering the circumstances of this statter th
Coemission--has determined to exercise its prosecutorial io:etioa
a nd to take no action against RITA Information ServIces, i*!!o,,:
a ttahed narative. Accordingly, the COsJSon closed
,In this matter. "

1-,O .L0  abtle tb0, e my is *oedc o n add!io.tM o

". -. Sta Li- be e e hem tub lc r wo r

Ifyo av~e' Wt. qusions, pia totat an fat (0)

219-3400.

Sincerely,

Frances B. n

Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: _____________



pfkainry *l t-o opponent (36 th C.D., C )af.,ed Ut:
mpd4.nts f~illue to pay outstanding 6'bt to rei , rs

in corporate contributi/ons. flespondeets 'stgtet ii " ..
tkve been paid in full, others have reeeived partial pinmeat
that the committee intended to repay debts in full with rd~it ts
from a Fall '93 fundraiser. The Year lnd '92 Report shows no
influx of funds; however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Many vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the PICA.



t~anr of O .retima and Atdministration
tiersity Copy ajiiyms

26l09 Darranca PerkWiny
Irvin., CA 92714

RE: RU 3537
University Copy Systems

Dear Ms. DeCeco:

On June 15, 1992. the Federal Election Commission notified
University Copy S t~ms of a comlaint alleging certain violations
of the Federal tl tioa Campaiya Act of 1971. as ode. A oopy
of the coq1aiut vms enclosed with that notificetion.

Atrte icmi. 8,.sof tt

Ifya .w a e.t. p s .A

219-3400.

Sincerely,

?ara:lgal. Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Comssion voted to close the file: I:... '



.. . C oplaii~ant- Chuck Williams. candidate RtobeFt L

• , ftent' -failure to pay outstanding debts to v Otido-
...i cor~porate contributious. Respondents ~stt tet Somse,
hwy.e been paid in full, others have received partial '  '

hat the Committee intended to repay debts in f'ull wtt - "
fr om a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '92 Report shove eo
influx of funds; however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Many vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.

0 ,



*anir Tote. Shite 300
290 North 'oD' Street
San Sernadino, CA 92401

RE: RU 3537
Rogers, Anderson, Melody & Scott

Dear Sr. Stogers:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Comission notifiedRogers, Anderson, Nimlody & Scott of a complaint allegluig oertin
violations of the tFederal Elect:ion Caipe~iga Act of 19g7.1,-as
amended. A copy of the coiplaint wan enclosed with U t
botificetis.

E~e -. ~RR~#
s~&euioo ~4t

If you have eny qu~ti.s * ~1~se tantact at I 2b)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

trances 5. EkfanFaralegal Specialist

Attachuent
Narrative

Date the comiesion voted to close the tile: E:e L



.... ~

.... ' Ia crporate cotributions. lesondet 8stte
have been paid in full, others have received parera1
that the Commilttee intended to repay debts in full ve/ti bt
from a Fall '93 fundraiser. The Year lnd '92 Rteport shovse a#
influx of funds; however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Mqany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact vith the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the PICA.



9* . 0.: Box iO0
2244 Welnut Grove Avenue
l3Omelllad, CA 91770

33: M33 353"7
Southern California Edison Company

er Mr. Stewart:

On June 15. 1992, the Federal Election Coomission notified
Bsthern Catlifori Mim!es Compa of a complaint allging certainviolons of th+ FVderal Ulectios campaign Act of 1971I, as
1 em d A eopy of the complaint was enclosed with that
atlfiation.

.lea* Of thittl att~r, the
. .t i*fto

U yo have,, aaj qestios plase cotct m at7 '(*Ea21.,,3400.

Sincerely,

Frances 5. Sagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Comissieon voted to close the file:

S

0

-- 111 Jill I I llll II I



* "

*~ W~h~m.

Sreepondents failure to pay outstaning d 'toii n corporate Contributions. Rqespodents *t'ike tk ti ,.
hav~e been paid in full, others have received par~ll'a 1
that the Committee intended to repay debts in ful With r s
,from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '92 Report shows ha
influx of funds; however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Mtany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the PICA.

i



A il loon Affeilr
225 Wehtpark
ltedlands, CA 92373

RE: NR! 3537
IA Balloon Affair

Dear Ms. Borman:

On June 15, 1992. the Frederal Election Cosmission notified
you of a couplaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Ilection Caupaign Act of 1971, ms amended. A copy of the

b complaint was encloeed with that notification.

O After comeidertug the ci ts as of thie mettrn, the
C1,iaon bee de, tl4 to .i t s o.c ". ,w ton

::g:: ie. @@Wd.+W 10iop olheLtfe 1* this..

.< Ifl you have any qmettins, pleas. contat t: i t (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Frances B. Ra~an
Paralegal Specilaist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: r*.'



'S

Compl~aiat Chuck Williams. c.andte 3*t L,. *,a ipsisary election opponent ( 34th C.P., CA) al2~ged that ~,
r~~ionis' failure to pay outstanding dets to vendors
ivtperats contributions. lespondents state that somevhave been paid in full, others have received partial pa l aeqt i

that the Comittee intended to repay debts in full withce
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year Ind e93 Report shows no
influx of funds; however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Many vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the PICA.

, :.-



' DEC 1 0 1993

"1 Sennitt
ee Lithographers, InC.

16030 Cortney Court
City of Industry, CA 91744

RE: NUR 3537
Pace Lithographers, Inc.

Dear Mr. Bennitt:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Comission notified
Pace Lithographers, Inc. of a complaint alleging certain
violations of the Federal Election Campa ign Act of 1971, as
amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed vith that
notification.

After considering the circumstances of this mat~tr, the
Comeission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial 4Boretion
sad to take no actios aaint Pace Lithographelrs, linc. +

L ttced .narrative. Accordingly, the Couission closed Ii f+le
- in this matter.

luger pgly m4 erds m-ttar it public. I

b .. ,sl** viii matdod tloa the public rm iSbod4

psIbe yuSR ha e Lie uysine pieased on thc e pq (20 )

219-3400.

Sincerely,

Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

a'- ; -,

Date the Commission voted to close the file: _______'-__



, -* * "e lect nt(34th C.D., C&a) alleqledbbai& - • .

l~n corporate contrlbution. nespondnts state tht . ..
hae been paid in full, others have received partiali ~that the Committe intended to repay debts in full wit i,
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year En~d '92 leport shov ti
influx of funds; however the Committee continues to report She
outstanding debt. tMany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact vith the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the PECA.

wO

I,



le tur

Vwral Iztres8 Corporation
2D05 Corporate plas
Memhis, 13 36134-1653

RE: NflJ 3537Federal Express Corporation

Dear Mr. Samn:

On .lune 15, 1992. the Federal Election Commission notifiedFederal Express Corporation of a complaint alleging Certainviol ations Of th Federal Election Campail gAct of 1971 * asamed. A ooPT of[ the complaint vas enclosed vith-thtt
notsification.

em qbios-3400.e~ct~ib (2

trances S. E ~anParalegal Specialist

Attachaent
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
I i E E II I IlL I E



lrtaary el~t*Oa ppnet (36th C.D., CA) Zl that ,-- :e pond ' failure to pay outstanding debts tO vendors 1 a
in corporate oontributions. Respondents state that s "o 8
have been paid in ul, others have received partial ........... and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in fullrwi-tht rl tits
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '92 Report show8 a
influz of funds, hover the Coumittee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Kany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FICA.



1e N. Luaig.! 3itre
• Ca io ria. Incorporated
Cue 01 Place - CASOOLD
5tousand Oaks, CA 91362

RE: 511 3537
GT3

Dear Ns. Lustig:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
your client of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Fedrieal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as amended, At copy of the
c Ilaint yes enclosed with that notification.

After consideringl the circumstancea of this mtter, h
ision has determned to ,exercise i ts prosecutonil 4*c~etion

•m ,-ldto take n# aton aganst @1. Se attched narrat!.
Ac<ordly. th C eibn close iif ie in this mt ,r

th:i o. .a !Il~t roiis f 3 .S.C. .

If you haean qestions, piles lonitact me at" 4202)

Sincitely,

Frances B. a

Paralegal Specialist

Atttachmnt
Narrative

f~f E~QDte the Commission voted to close the file:



, . . n corporate contributions. Retsndents state t't
hatve been paid in full, others have received partial1 " ..
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full wth rret1
from a Fall 92 fundraiser. The Year 3nd '92 Report shw tio

• influx of funds; hovever the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Many vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidat, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the PICA.



i . 4.. 7, ,

1OZqi.... mle1 Wi co freldent
•. . Outdoor Graphic Service

11343 Stewart 8tret
31 Ronte, CA 91731

RE: RU! 3537
Candidates' Outdoor Graphic Service

Dear Hr. Humuel :

On June 15, 1992. the Federal Election Commission notified
Candidates' Outdoor Graphic Service of a complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.
as amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed vith that

2 not i fica t ion.

O JAfter C.t5id4. L~he ci~rcustnces of this aa-tter, the

am6 to take u ti a:aiai am ate Outdootevs3et W e.

- S-425t@-3400S

Sincerely,

Faralegal Specialist

Attachment
Nar rative

Date the Comission voted to close the file:



prismr election opoient ( 3Eth C.D., . CA alee dth at ""

in corporate contribuitions. IhespOndeots stae t-have been paid in full, others have received part .... .
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full wit r¢ecetpta
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year 3nd '92 IReport shove no
influx of funds; hovever the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Mlany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact vith the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.



Lci1et Cocto Group, Inc.
3S Wilshire Dauevard

Los Angeles, CA 90010

31g: NUR 3537/
Pacific/West Comaunications
Group, Inc.

Dear Kr. Suitber:

On July 30, 1992, the Federal Election Coission notified
ptcific/Weet Caeiiotions Group, Inc. of a complaint aleging
etain violations of the Federal Slection CeuyOtgu Act of it¥1,
a. e.eA . A of the coqplaint was enoloned with that

If you have any questions, please eontact ue at 12*21
219-3400.

Sincerely.

Frances B. e
Paralegal Specialist

AttachaentNarrative

Date the Comission voted to close the file:
I I ..........

:i il i: i i
i / ,i i



S CeatPlainato Chuch William, candiq .t -. .... t L. ,.
ptimry le t o p o e t (36th C. , CA Z~g4 k a
Stapndents' fat ur* t@ ayottaeding et o tdr
in corporate Contrib~utions. wp0otqdents itet tht [
have been paid in full, others have received partial
that the Commtaltee intended to repay debts in full vith
from a Fall ,92 fundraiser. The Year End '92 leport slwv8 to
influa of funds; however the Comittee continues to report lthe
outstanding debt. Kany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Comission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.



levi 3. Sullivan, £sq.
Who Singletary ession
1S45 The Alameda
San Jose, CA 95126

RE: MUR 3537
Ru$$o Marsh & Associates, Inc.

Dear Mr. Sullivan:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
your client of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumtances of this matter, the
Comisasion has determined to exercise its prosecutorial dtidoretion
and to take no action against Russo Marsh & Associates, Inc. e
atace narrative. Accordingly, the Camission closed ita LIII"

in thi metter.

Who comfidmstialityr provisions of 2 U.S.C. S...37g( a)4 i t)no
4I~ nd ts tte iseovpublic. Zn tid iia.

W~S~t I1*mt epieced on ...pb.c.~r
)WW~ hi Oed our at any tim •f .oing! cvU

.. r oept Of y7oir.ditianal nalteri@is,. ay p1N isMeIJi~ _
U- ssiuks vil bedieod to the .public recod, When tseimd. .

If you have any questions, pleas, contact me at (202)
22 3400.

Sincerely,

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: ~ '



Coqpainant Ch©sk wiliam,. candite~ Mbrt L. 3ami ...
pra.ry elxection opponent ( 36th C.D., CA) mal'eged that i ~!i
ieondts' faidiare to pay outstanding debts to vendor8s

-tat-corporate contributions. Rtespondents state that sofiae
have been paid in full, others have received partial payeqtjSd
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full vith re iS
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year mrd '92 Report shows no
influx of funds; however the Committee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Rany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ,
WASHINGTON D C 20463 ' i

DEC 18'993

Uted Lion Inn
222 North Vineyard Avenue
Ontario, CA 91764

RE : MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madam:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Ilection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Cinlission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against the Red Lion Inn. See attadjad
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed iti-lile in- ts
matter.

?bhe confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a~) l~~o
loo~per apply and this mtter is now public. Inadii,4uh
Um d lne1t.e file mut be placed on the public record.!,

" N L' hiscould ,oc-ur at any time following certifi
the Oamison' s vote.* If you wish tO subsidt any .fat ~' Sa1
,t t.1 to a~r- on the public record, pleas.do . :I

,I. le the tile muay be pleced on -tlie pulic rwor
to t!cipt ,of your additional mtrials, any pris e .... ....

misions will be added to the public record when rea.

If you have any questions, please contact ma at (m2|
219-3400. r"

Sincerely,

Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: !'.rr r~ ~



Complaitiant Chuck will jams, ce~iidat, k brt L..

in corporate contributions. IEespoa~nts ttt. tht sum1s
havre been paid in full, others have received partial pa ,, ~ad
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with t4 its
from a Fall '92 tundraiser. The Year 3nd '92 1report shows nto
influx of funds; however the Comittee continues to report the
outstanding debt. Mlany vendors documented their efforts to
collect debts: by repeatedly sending letters and invoices, through
direct telephone contact with the candidate, and by using internal
or independent collection agencies.

This case has no significant issue relative to the other
issues pending before the Commission, and there appears to have
been no serious intent to violate the FECA.


