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Ms. Joan Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission
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Dear Ms. Aikens,
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This letter serves to file a complaint by me and my political

committee, Chuck Williams for Congress '92 #C00262188, against
Hammock for Congress #C00243196.

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.

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.

Fixrst,

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.

Second, only the
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Pad for by "Thuck Wiikams lor Congress 92 ¢ 10570 Foottvil Bvg  Sufte 130-276 Rancho Cucamonga CA 91730




4

4
)

O
M
0
O
o
<
-
M
o~

page 2 of 4

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,

2 \
Ctuth W lliguny
Chuck Williams

/9 M@f /797

My Commisson Explres
July 14, 1995
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Russo, Marsh

770 "L" Street #950
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 441-3734

Pacific West

3345 Wilshire Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA

(no phn. # avail.)

Rogers, Anderson,

Malody & Scott

290 North "D" Street #300
San Bernardino, CA 92401
(714) 889-0871

COGS

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

The Wirthlin Group
1363 Beverly Road

McLean, VA 22101

(703) 556-0001

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

Agency Services

Consulting Services

Accounting Services

Voter File

57,050.09

5,986.00

5,000.00

4,813.37




GTE Telephone
One GTE Place

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

(805) 372-6000

(805) 372-6079 puclic affairs

Red Lion Inn Fundraiser 2,632.55
222 N. Vineyard Ave.

Ontario, CA 91764

(714) ©83-090Q°9

Federal Express Overnight Mail
2005 Corporate Ave., 1st Flr.

Memphis, TN 38124

(901) 395-24¢60

Southern California Electric Utilities
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, CA 91770

(818) 302-1212

(818) 302-1990 public affairs

Instant Image Printing Printing
2232 Valencia Avenue

San Bernardino, CA 92404

(714) 886-6255

University Copy System Printing 512.65
2805 Barranca Road

Irvine, CA 92714

(714) 551-1241

Pace Lithographers Printing 508.10
18030 Cortney Ct.

Industry, CA 91748

(818) 961-5416

Phoenix Press Printing
2772 Main Street

Irvine, CA 92714

(714) 261-0333

A Balloon Affair Fundraiser Event
105 Cajon

Redlands, CA 9237:%

(714) 798-1928

TOTAL $169,959.16
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Ms. Joan Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Wwashington, DC 20463

Near Ms.

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

Per attached, 1t is clear that these two creditors have made
significant attempts to collect what 1s owed to them.

Sincerely,

Chutde U/ Lonun.

Chuck Williams
Candidate for Congress
FEC ID #C00262188
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Southem California Edison Company

P. 0. BOX 900
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ROSEMEAD. CALFFORNIA 81770
KGENNETH & STEWARY TELC I IONE
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May 18, 1m (818) Suir-4 W2

(nNY®™) 2D2.4014

*Chuck Williams For Congress '92°
10570 Foothill Boulevard

Suite 130-276

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 81730

Dear Mr. Williams:

Thank you for your letter dated May 12, 1982 conceming a debt owed to
Southern California Edison Company by the "Robert Hammock for Congress 1990°
committee. | have investigated this matter and found the facts to be as folows:

The Hammock committee became an electrical customer in the ordinary
course of Edison's business. After the committee closed its account, there was a
remaining balance due to Edison. The account was referred to Edison's intemal credit
administrators, and at least two contacts were made with Mr. Hammock or
representatives of his committes. After payment was still not received, the overdue bill
was assigned to an outside collection agency. This is consistent with Edison's
customary procedures in dealing with overdue accounts.

We appreciate your concem. However, | believe that Edieon has made a
*commercially reasonabie attempt” to collect the debt owad by the Hammock
committee, and accordingly has not made a contribution to the committee under the
regulations of the Federal Election Commission. Please remove Edison's name from
any complaint you file with the Commission

| have attached copies of internal Edison computer data that | reviewed.
If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at the number appearing above.

Very truly yours,

oz 5 Shown £

KSS:kss:LWSR1300.053

Enclosures




May 18, 1992
Mr. John C. Williams

6847 Portofino Court
Rancho Cucamonga, California 91701

Re: Hammock for Congress
Dear Mr. Williams:

Please be advised that The Wirthlin Group has attempted, and continues to attempt
collection of outstanding debt against this committee.

Over the past year we have made numerous attempts to collect the debt by working
directly with the committee. We were advised that the committee did not have the
funds to pay the debt but we were not dissuaded from continuing our efforts. We have

become impatient with walting for the commitiee to follow up on any effort 1o pay bill.
In January, 1992 we submitted the account to Dun & Bradstreet Collection service. |
have recently forwarded additional documentation of the debt to a lawyer who is
working the case for us.

| have attached a copy of correspondence confirming our submission of this account
to a collection agency, which is more than a formality on our part. D&B has
successfully sought collections on other accounts for us recently, and we are hopetul
of receiving full payment on this debt too.

We strenuously object to being named in any lawsuit accusing us of being a
contributor to the Hammock for Congress Committee, or any such commities. We
have, and will continue t0 comply with the laws in this matter, and we intend to seek

full payment of the debt owed by this commitiee through our D&B agents. This
obviously means that we should not be named in any list of possible contributors to

this committee.
Sincerely,

el owdatz

Chief Financial Officer




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION, D C 20463

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 May 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 complaint 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 statement by the notary that the complaint was
sworn to and subscribed before her also will be sufficient. We
are sorry for the inconvenience that these requirements may
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. § 437q.

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. 1If 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, e

Retha Dixon
Docket Chief

Enclosure
cc: Respondents
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Ms. Retha Dixon, Docket Chief
Federal Election Commission
999 "E" Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463
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Dear Ms. Dixon,

NOIS S

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,

ek Uil onon

Chuck Williams

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

NOTARY PusLIC/ s

EAPIRCS OCT 17.1994
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON, D C 20461

June 15, 1992

John C. Williams

c/0 Barbara K. Williams, Treasurer
Chuck Williams for Congress ’92
10570 Foothill Blvd, Suite 130-276
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

MUR 3537
Dear Mr. 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 ("the Act"), by Robert L.
Hammock, Bob Hammock for Congress, Hammock for Congress 1992 and
Donald L. Rogers, as treasurer, Russo Mansh, Pacific West,
Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott, COGS, The Wirthlin Group, META
Information Service, GTE, Red Lion Inn, Federal Express,
Southern California Electric Utilities, Instant Image Printing,
University Copy System, Pace Lithographers, Phoenix Press, and A
Balloon Affair. The respondents will be notified of this
complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election
Commission 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 MUR 3537. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

\
isa E. Klein

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures




™
<
@8
M
=)
N

4

M

J

)

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20461}

June 15, 1992

Donald L. Rogers, Treasurer
Bob Hammock for Congress
Hammock for Congress 1992

290 North D Street; Suite 300
San Bernardino, CA 92401

MUR 3537

Dear Mr. Rogers:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Bob Hammock for Congress and Hammock for Congress
1992 (the "Committees™) and you, as treasurer, 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 the Committees
and you, as treasurer, 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 may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 8§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you 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 Noriega 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,

LYsa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement

cc: Robert Hammock




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DO 204613

June 15, 1992

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

MUR 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 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 you 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. 1If no 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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you 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.
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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 of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

June 15, 1992

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

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"). 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 Russo Mansh 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. 1If no 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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you 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.
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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 of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

a E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 2046}

June 15, 1992

Pacific West
3345 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90010

MUR 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 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 Pacific West 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 may take further action based on the available
information.

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

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

l. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

June 15, 1992

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

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 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 Rogers, Anderson,
Malody & Scott 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 may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. 1If 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 Noriega 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,

le_

isa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

June 15, 1992

11343 Stewart Street
El Monte, CA 91731

MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that COGS 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 opEOttunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against COGS 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 may take further action based on the available
information.

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

LMa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 20463

June 15, 1992

The Wirthlin Group
1363 Beverly Road
Mclean, VA 22101

MUR 3537

Dear Sir 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 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 The Wirthlin
Group 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. 1If no 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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. 1If 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.




I1f 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 of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 20461

June 15, 1992

META Information Service
8649 Kiefer Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95826

MUR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that META Information Service may have violated the
FPederal 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 META 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. 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. 1If no 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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you 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 Noriega 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,

Lida E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

June 15, 1992

One GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

MUR 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 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 GTE 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 may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you 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 Noriega 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,

a E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON, D C 20463

June 15, 1992

Red Lion Inn
222 North Vineyard Avenue
Ontario, CA 91764

MUR 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 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 Red Lion Inn 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 may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you 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 Noriega 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,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 20461

June 15, 1992

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

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 relevant to the
Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under ocath. 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 may take
further action based on the available information.

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

Sincere

Lisa E. Klein .
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D € 20461

June 15, 1992

Federal Express
2005 Corporate Avenue, First Floor
Memphis, TN 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 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 Federal Express
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 subamitted
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 may take further action based on the
available information.

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

LYsa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 2046}
June 15, 1992

Instant Image Printing
2232 Valencia Avunue
San Bernardino, CA 92404

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 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 Instant Image
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 may take further action
based on the available information.

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

a E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20461

June 15, 1992

University Copy System
2805 Barranca Road
Irvine, CA 92714

MUR 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 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 University Copy
System 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 may take further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you 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 Noriega 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,

isa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON, DC 20461

June 15, 1992

Pace Lithographers
18030 Cortney Court
Industry, CA 91748

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 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 Pace
Lithographers 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 ocath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel’s Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. 1If no
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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you 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 Noriega 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,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 2046}

June 15, 1992

Phoenix Press
2772 Main Street
Irvine, CA 92714

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 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 Phoenix Press 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 may take further action based on the available
information.

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

sa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 20461

June 15, 1992

A Balloon Affair
105 Cajon
Redlands, CA 92375

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 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 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. Wwhere 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 may take further action based on the
available information.

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

a E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement

S 9

8

?

3040

2




The Wirthlin Group

Juw 19 8 31w U

e

June 16, 1992

Lisa E. Klein, Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

"h:€ Hd 61 NP 26

Re: MUR 3537

Dear Ms. Kiein:

In response to your June 15, 1992 letter to our company. it is unclear what impact, if
any, the documents included with the copy of the complaint by Mr. Chuck Williams had
on your decision to seek additional information directly from our company. Our
response to Mr. Williams, when we were notified of his concern, was as indicated in the
copy that is attached to your letter to us. Mr. Williams letter to the commission, dated
May 21st suggests that we were not to remain a target of his complaint with the
commission. We would have expected the information provided to Mr. Williams on May
18th and his May 21st letter to you to be adequate to clear any doubt about our
continuing efforts to collect this campaign debt. Perhaps that correspondence
specifically addressing our efforts to collect our account were overlooked and we were
included in mailings sent to all the other names listed in the complaint?

if the commission needs additional information to confirm our past and continuing
efforts to collect this debt, then we will gladly comply. it would seem that the
information provided would satisty your needs. Please give us guidance on any
specific types of additional evidence that would be useful to you in fulfilling your
obligations to property resolve such matters. In any event, the account remains as an
active collection account with our coliection agency, Dun & Bradstreet Collections, and
has been assigned to an attorney in California by D&B to pursue legal action as
required. We are pleased to know that Mr. Hammock is raising additional funds
because that obviously means his committee should have the resources to make

payment to us.

1363 Beverty Road, McLean, Virginia 22101 (703) 556-0001 Fax (703) 893-3811
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| submit the above information and the information contained in our May 18, 1992 letter
to Mr. John Williams to be factually accurate to the best of my belief and knowledge
and that our collection efforts against this campaign committee remain active as of this

writing and our intent is to continue such collection effort as long as it is feasible
relative to the size of the debt.

Sincerely,

Qo 0 yolstee

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

b

RE: MUR3537

Dear Mr. Noriega,

£ Hd 22Nl <

In response to your letter regarding the "Bob Hammock 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.

N

Since these debts have occurred we have been in continual contact with
the campaign. Our understanding has been that as funds become available,
Mr. Hammock 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. Hammock's account as well as the attached check copies which
referenece previous debt, indicating recent payment activity on

his account.

We will continue to make every effort to collect these sums 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,

-'L:‘\"Q\L \‘-\(C—NB‘—\
Jetkie Herzer
Accdunting Manager

/ih

enc. (2)

8649 Kiefer Boulavard P O Box 276387 Sacramento, CA 95827-6387
. ]
{916) 383-5678 Fax 383-1053
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Umiversity Copy systems w2 1w il

June 18, 1992

Ms. Retha Dixon, Docket Chief

Federal Election Commission Certification #P 020 737 747
999 "E" Street NW

Washington, DC 20463 7

RE.  MUR 3537 56

Dear Ms. Dixon:

Please accept the enclosed documents as our defense against the accusation made by "Chuck
Williams of Congress '92" #C00262188, regarding University Copy Systems. After your review
of these documents, I am confident you will see we are innocent of this accusation.

Thank you for your time, and if I can be of any service to you regarding this matter, please
contact me directly at 2805 Barranca Rd, Irvine, Ca 92714.

Sincerely,
UNIVERSITY COPY SYSTEMS

A W YO

Donna DeCeco
Manager of Operations and Administration

Enclosure

\n Exclusive €anon Dealer

2805 Barranca Pkwy. * Irvine, California 92714 « (714) 551-2240
E :*'( orporate Park, Suite. 110 « Irvine, California 92714 « {714) 551-1241
25 Chicago Ave., Suite A-10 « Riverside, California 92507 « (714) 788-8994
6[20 N. Irwindale Ave., Suite B < |rwindale, CA 91702 « (818) 969-9449
35-325 Date Palm Dr., Suite 208 « Cathedral City, Califorma 92234 « (619) 328-8744
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Umibersity Copy Systems

June 18, 1992

"Chuck Williams for Congress '92"
10570 Foothill Blvd. #130-276 Certification # P 020 737 746
Rancho Cucumunga, Ca 91730

RE: "Bob 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 contributions to "Bob Hammock of Congress ‘90", and I want to assure you we have made
every attempt possible to collect the debt owed, including legal action with our corporate
attorney, Mr. Jim Bates. In your complaint to the FEC, you state the debt owed to University
Copy Systems is $512.65. The actual debt was $5,169.23, and as of this date, only $300.00 has
been submitted against this debt.

Enclosed is our proof of the attempt made to collect this debt. After reviewing these documents,
I believe you will find University Copy Systems innocent of your accusation, and therefore,
remove our name from your complaint to the FEC.

If you should require any additional information regarding this, please contact me directly at 2805
Barranca Rd, Irvine Ca, 92714.

Sincerely,
UNIVERSITY COPY SYSTEMS

Jew M

Donna DeCeco
Manager of Operations and Administration

Enclosure

cc: Federal Election Committee

An Exclusive Canom 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 = Cathedral City, Calforria 92234 « (619) 328-8744
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(818) 716-7902
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. & Bitterman, Incl' .

Licensed ¢> Bonded Commercial Collection Agency
(818) 716-7902 - FAX (818) 716-7846
21243 Ventura Boulevard, Woodland Hills, California 91364

March 13, 1991

Ms. Laurie Cieszinski #5 /(,,§ P 2o
University Copy Systems s %
2805 Barranca Road
Irvine, CA 92714

RE: Our file #1823%
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
locate Mr. Hammock and his assets. I have contacted Mr. C. D.
Gonzalez, who is a skip-tracer and an asset search person whom
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.

Sincerely,

BROWN & BITTERMAN, INC.
L ey A

James Brown

JB/SS

Member Of The Commercial Law League Association
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James A. Balcs

Altomcy a8l Law

1651 €. Fourh Strect, Suity 109 ¢  Sorde Ana, Calilornia 82701
Teluphone: (714) Gri-0u0a o FAX (714) 5410849

T70: LAURIE CIESZINSKI

FROM: JIM BATES

RE: HAMMACK FOR CONGRESS ACCOUNT

I LOCATED THE CAMPAIGN TREASURER THROUGH THE REGISTRAR OF

VOTERS. UNIVERSITY'S PREVIOUS INVOICES HAVE BEEN ROUTED
TO THEM. THEY INTEND TO PAY AS SOON AS MORE MONEY IS
RAISED AT A FUND-RAISER. CALENDAR FOR ONE MONTH FOR
FOLLOW-UP. HAMMACK'S TREASURER IS AL ROGERS. ADDRESS
FUTURE BILLS TO "ROGERS, ANDERSON, MALODY & SCOTT", 290
NORTH "D" STREET, #300, SAN BERNARDINO (2ip?). "Attn
“LIZ". THEIR PHONE NUMBER IS (714) 889-0871.




BOB HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS 557
1.D. # 134996

162111220
91 206

PAY LA
OROER OF _ University Copy Systems

5 wr
L SI— ‘mwi‘hbch al

Fuat  rreiom i
Interstate vanr Tows:. City Hall Plaza

PO Box 1449
Bank San Bernarding, CA 92402 1449

*000SS?r 10122000248 2066RE2

@ 6 O pukr£ €




,Ul,ﬂ 06’0# "‘?30

ROGERS, ANDERSON, MALODY & Scorr

DOMALD L. ROGERS, C P.A CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS m 23 9 07 “ '

RICHARD D. ANDERSON. CP A"
DENNIS H MALODY . CPA A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

JACKC SCOTT. CPA

JAY V1. ZRAGIER. O.P.A VANIR TOWER, SUITE 300 o

WiLLIAM E REINEKING, C P A

ROBERYT B. MEMORY C P A 200 NORTH "0 STREET

THOMAS V HESS, CP A SAN BEANARDING, CALIFORNIA 82401 AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF

e ot sty i CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS
AECTRMTANG Y CORPORATION (714) 899-0871 - (714) 824-8738 PRIVATE COMPANIES PRACTICE SECTION

FAX (714) 888-5381 OF THE OIVIBION FOR P8 Fifase

MARILYN . SELLFORS CPA
TERRY ® SHEA. CPA CALIFOANIA SOCIETY OF
NANCY ORAFFERTY. CP A CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS
CYNTHIA L SAKS C P A
BRIAN W TOMPKINS CP A

NOA M HERNANCEZ C P A

BRENDA L OOLE, C P A June 19, 1992

LEENA SHANBHAG C P A&

: 440
/4 11 IVY3034

Ms. Lisa £. Klein, Assistant General Counsel
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20463

nuo

RE: MUR 3537

60 :0 Hd £2Z NI 26
NEREN

NOISS 111

Dear Ms. Klein:

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

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

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 owed 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 1imit 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

ﬁ;;%2.4>/¢‘7§;_
onald L. Rogefs, Managing Partner
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Southern California Edison Company
P O POX 800
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CALIFORMIA $1770
KENNETH S STEWART TELEPHONE
ASSIS TANT GENERAL COUNSEL June 25' 1992 (818) 3021883
FAX
{818) 302 4383
(B18) 302 4014
Federal Election Commission
General Counsel's Office i
Washington, D. C. 20463 f(_\’_
Attention: Lisa E. Klein =
Assistant General Counsel o
o
Re: MUR 3537 -
Dear Ms. Klein: pd
[

| received today your letter dated June 15, 1992 conceming a complaint
filed with the Federal Election Commission by Chuck Williams and his campaign
committee. The complaint alleged that Southem California Edison Company had not
made a "commercially reasonable attempt” to collect an electric bill owed to Edison by
the "Robert Hammock for Congress 1990" committee. Mr. Williams notified me during
May 1992 that he had filed the complaint. | responded directly to him by letter and
described the efforts made by Edison to collect the debt. Mr. Williams responded that
he would request the Commission to delete Edison from the complaint.

The Hammock committee became an electrical customer of Edison in the
ordinary course of Edison's business. After the committee stopped receiving electric
service from Edison, there was a balance of slightly more than $1,000 owed to Edison.
The matter was referred to Edison's internal credit administrators, and at least two
contacts were made with Mr. Hammock or representatives of his committee seeking
payment of the bill. After payment was still not received, the overdue bill was assigned
to an outside collection agency. This is consistent with Edison's customary procedures

in dealing with overdue accounts. | have attached copies of intemal Edison computer
printouts showing the actions taken.

It is my opinion that Edison has made a "commercially reasonable
attempt” to collect the debt owed by the Hammock committee, and accordingly has not
made a contribution to the committee under the regulations of the Commission. |
respectfully request that the Office of the General recommend, and the Commision find,
that there is no reason to believe that the complaint filed by Mr. Williams in MUR 3537

sets forth a possible violation by Southem Califomia Edison Company of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971.

l}[

SRELELEE

VETAEREL|

NOISSHs




Federal Election Commission
Page 2
June 25, 1992

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please feel
free to call me at (818) 302-1863.

Very truly yours,

ok . Shuet

Kenneth S. Stewart
Assistant General Counsel

KSS:kss:LW921770.028

Enclosures
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Llon\aa Q&&M

Signature

Date i "
RESPONDENT'S NAME: '\ %&)\m WSSooan
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.‘ County Supervisor

ROBERT L. HAMMOCK '
Candidate JmZ9 szl

Congress of the Wnited Staes
Bouse of RNepresentatines
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June 23, 1992
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NOISSIHLL

Ms. Lisa E. Klein, Assistant General Counsel
FEDERAL ELECTIQON COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Your letter of June 15, 1992
MUR 3537

Dear Ms. Klein:

My campaign committee has, and is stil) trying to make partial
payments to all creditors.

No creditor, to my knowledge, has cancelled the committee debt to
them nor made a contribution of any portion of the debt.

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

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

Please advise if I can be of any further assistance.

Sincerely,

= A

ROBERT L. HAMMOCK

Campaign Headquarters: 10470 Foothill Biwd., Suite 200 » Rancho Cuunmngzéfl;ul9713’€)30
g3 thill Biwd., Suite 130-143 » Rancho Cucamonga,
Mailing Address: 10570 Foothi e B4 B (1003 US9N8

ice: (714) 483-1393
ST Paid for and authorized by Bob Hammock for Congress
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Federal Election Commission
ATTN: Noriega James
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Re: MUR 3537

an € Hd 62 NAT 26

15%h

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 any federal election campaign, but specifically
one of $508.10 to Robert Hammock for Congress 1990.

a

N

4

I chose not to make a response to Mr. Williams' suggestion that Pace
Lithographers would not be included in his formal complaint to the Federal
Election Commission if Pace "could provide my committee with evidence that
you have made a 'commercially reasonable attempt' to collect this debt".

? 6

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

0 40

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

3

)

4

And it has.

Enclosed you will find copies of the "Fund Raiser Invitation" material

Pace printed for the Hammock For Congress Committee 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, Califormia 91744 « (818) 961-5416 « {213) 686-0897 « (800) 350-7830 « (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...

\é;A\api- liJLﬂﬂfvu;Ii_

Carl Bennitt
CB:sm

Enclosure
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ROBERT L. HAMMOCK
Candidate
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June 19, 1992
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Ms. Lisa E. Klein, Assistant General Counsel
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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 Hammock Campaign Committee 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 Campaign I can assure you that the creditors of that
campaign have continued to diligently seek payment on their claims against the
Committee. Attached is a sworn statement from the Assistant Treasurer for the
Campaign setting forth her activities in connection with those collection
procedures. %

The Campaign has continued to make partial payments as funds have become
available to the various creditors.

The Candidate intends to have an additional fundraising activity in October or
November of 1992 to raise funds to retire, or partially retire, the debts owed
by the Campaign Committee.

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, | 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,

0 s, lireasurer

DLR:1a

Campaign Headquarters: 10470 Foothill Bhd., Suite 200 ¢ Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730
Mailing Address: 10570 Foothill Bhd., Suite 130-143  Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730
Office: (714) 483-1393 24 Hours: (714) 625-7087
Paid for and authorized by Bob Hammock for Congress
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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. META INFORMATION SERV.  $4,813.37
LESS PAYMENT (1,450. LESS PAYMENT (3,250.00)

BALANCE 2 BALANCE §1,536.37

BALLOON AFFAIR $ 104.
LESS PAYMENT

BALANCE

OF THE REMAINING CREDITORS NONE HAVE INDICATED VERBALLY OR IN
WRITING THAT THEY ARE CANCELLING THE OBLIGATION. IN FACT ALL

CONTINUE TO MAKE REGULAR COLLECTION EFFORTS AND WRITTEN REQUESTS
FOR PAYMENT.

2 bt o b
LIZ/DOMINICK, ASSISTANT TREASURER




July 6, 1992

Ms. Lisa E. Klein

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street NW
Washington, DC 20463

Subject: MUR 3537

Dear Ms. Klein:

In response to the complaint registered with the Federal Election
Commission by Chuck Willlams dated June 1, 1992 against Hammock for
Congress referenced by MUR 3537, 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 Pederal Express to
collect this outstanding debt.

An inter—office memorandum is attached addressed to me from the

Federal Express Credit Operations department that outlines the steps
that Federal Express followed in order to collect this debt. In
addition to these steps, please consider the following information.

During the second week of PFebruary 1992 the Federal Express
Revenue Recovery department submitted the account to an outside
collection agency, Financial Collection Agency of Atlanta Georgia.
The Financial Collection Agency has been unsuccessful in their
attempts to collect this debt from Bob Hammock for Congress.

Again, Pederal 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.

If you have any questions, please call me at 901-395-3805.

FEPAC Administrator
Federal Express Corporation
2005 Corporate Plaza
Memphis, TN 38134-1853
901-395-38056

02:€ Hd 8- TNF 26




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

FROM: Vicki Windham cc: Cameron Frechette

SUBJECT: MUR: 3537

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

The account in question was opened on May 4, 1990. The last
ship date activity on this account was November 13, 1990. The
account was placed on a 'delinque' 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 me a call.

Sincerely,

ek pdnllam

Vicki Windham
Credit Coordinator
Credit Operations
360-7377

Attachment
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GTE Telephone Operations
West Area

One GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3811

805 372-6000
Reply Tc
July 9, 1992 CASOOLB "
w0 12
N —=
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E ____:
- elw
Fran Hagan 38 =
General Counsel's Office Z I3
Federal Election Commission . 2
999 E Street N.W. u, =
Washington, D.C. 20463 &« -©
e 2
. Re: MUR 3537
Dear Ms. Hagan:
<
< This letter constitutes the response of GTE California
Incorporated ("GTEC") to the above-referenced complaint filed
o by Chuck Williams for Congress ("Williams") against Hammock
for Congress ("Hammock"™).
| The basis of Williams' complaint insofar as it involves GTEC
d is that GTEC provided telephone services to Hammock in 1990
- for which the amount due and unpaid is $4,497.48. Williams
. alleges that Hammock has not paid, and GTEC has not attempted
M to collect, this past due amount, thereby converting it into
an illegal campaign contribution on the part of GTEC.
o

As the enclosed correspondence from GTEC to Williams
indicates, however, GTEC has made commercially reasonable
efforts to collect the past due balance on Hammock's account.
These efforts are in accord with GTEC's normal business
practices applicable to past due accounts. Apparently this
correspondence did not reach Williams in time for the
complaint to be amended, 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 parn of GTE Corporation
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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,

>/ it L,
é:_ [W’\ L;( AL
ELAINE M. LUSTIG \:7

Attorney

EMLO708a.eml
cc: H.C. Allen - CAS500GB
M. Moody - CAE37KD
D. Duranceau-Sellers - CAE37KD
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QTE Caltfornia incorporated

H. C. Allen One GTE Place

State Drector Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3811
Governmental Affars 805 3726540

June 4, 1992

131440
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Mr. Chuck Williams
6847 Portofino Court
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91701

Dear Mr. Williams:

Q3A13234

NOISS ki

As indicated in my letter to you dated May 21, 1992 we have investigated
the account for Robert Hammock for Congress 1990.

The following attempts for collection of this account were made:

e Calls were made on the following dates to request payment:
November 9, 16 and 28, 1990
December 7 and 18, 1990

e A request for payment was mailed on March 13, 1991 and the deposit
collected on installation was applied te the account.

o The account was assigned to Telecredit for letter service on
April 14, 1991.

e The account was assigned to internal collection department on
June 9, 1991.

3
165
| fo

<

o

3p)

O

° Tge account was assigned to outside collection agency on August 8,
1991.

I believe GTE California has made a "commercially reasonable attempt” to
collect the debt owed by the Hammock Committee and accordingly has not made
a contribution to the comittee as defined by the regulations of the

Federal Election Commission. We are still pursuing efforts at collection
of this debt through the collection agency.

Sincerely,

H. C. Allen

A pant of GTE Corporation




GTE Californie Incorporated

H C Allen One GTE Place
State Dwrector Thousand Oaks. CA 91362-3811
Governmental Affairs 805 3726540

May 21, 1992

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

Dear Mr. Williams:

We received your letter concerning the formal complaint against Robert
Hammock for Congress 1990, FEC #C00243196 that you plam to file with the
FEC.

We will investigate your claim that an amount of $4,497.48 is owed GTE by
Mr. Hammock’'s campaign committee from 1990. I cam assure you we make a
“commercially reasonable attempt® to collect all monies due us and are well
awa;:dof the federal law that prohibits corporate contributions to Federal
candidates.

I

For your information GTE Corporation also has a policy of not making
corporate contributions to candidates for elected positions even
though is legal in many states including California. We do have Empleyee
Political Action Committees which legally give to Federal candidates and to
state candidates.

I will follow-up with you: after the investigation is completed. Thank you
for your letter.

O
<T
O
L0}
O
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Sincerely,

i H. C. Allen

Regional Director -
Governmental Affairs

A pant of GTE Corporation
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12 May 1992

GTE
1 GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Dear Chairmnan,

This week my campaign committee, FEC # C00262188, will file a
formal complaint with the Federal Election Commission against
Robert Hammock for Congress 1990, FEC #C00243196.

This matter will involve acceptance of corporate contributions
from fifteen creditors, of which you are one. Corporate
contributions are illegal in federal elections.

FEC regulations state, "If a political committee fails to pay a
debt in a timely fashion consistent with normal business or trade
practices, the debt in effect becomes a contribution made by the
creditor to the committee, unless the creditor has made a
‘commercially reasonable attempt’ to collect the debt."

Mr. Hammock’s FEC report states that his 1990 campaign committee
has a debt to your company incurred 27 November 1990 or earlier

in the amount of $ 4,497.48.

If you have not made a "commercially reasonable attempt™ to
collect this debt, you may be in violation of federal law. If
you can provide my committee with evidence that you have made a
reasonable effort to collect this debt, I will remove your
company from the complaint.

Sincerely,

Chusd W leanes

Chuck Williams
Candidate for Congress

Cortributens §re not tx dSOUCSDIS 88 Chartadie COMtNDULONS ior iB0ersl NCOMS tax DuPoses Corporame checks 90 NOt permiied by ledersl lew
Federal Electon Low siows 8 rmassrmum coniriusion of §1 000 00 per manadual or $2 000 GO per coupie for Bv Prmary Electon of 1992 Federsl PACS mey contriouse $5 000 0D
Pasd for by Thuck Wikamg lor Congress 927 ¢ 10570 Footha! Bva  Sude 130-278 Rencho Cucamongs CA 91730
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Bob Hasmock for. Congress
1101 South 9th Street

San Bernardino, CA
Telephone: (714) 889-9058
Owes: $4497.48

Service In: 4/6/90

Service Qut: 1/4/91
First Bil1 Date: 4/25/90

Treatment Susmary:
A1l bills were paid 1n full through bill dated 9/10/90.

. Calls were made to customer on 11/9 and 11/16 regarding delinquent bills
. TD 1ssued 11/27 due to no payments
. 11/28 TD not worked, called office again, LNTC for office manager Linda
12/7 called again for payment. "Elaine" said Linda responsible for payments,
said the office is no longer used
. 12718 called office - advised Elaine to call BSOC to place out order
1/3 follow up for out, not worked, referred to supervisor
1/4 out no need of service - completed 1/4/91

3/13 Final Accounts matled a req. of payment letter ($471.00 deposit applied to b111)
. 4/24 account assigned to Telecredit for letter service

6/9 account assigned to GTCD

8/8 account assigned to outside collection agency

R=6% 06-01-S2 04:46PM P02/s»
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.
J
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COGS

CANDIDATES' QUTDOOR GRAPHIC SERVICE
11343 Stewart St., El Monte, California 91731 (818) 350-1006 Fax # (818) 360-1427

7/13/92

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

(Se) =
N =
RE: MLR 3537

Dear Sir or Madame: )

I have personally made reasonable attempts to collect on debt owed to us by the Hammock}r -
Congress campaign and the campaign has made a reasonable attempt to pay us. I have beef{n -
regular and persistent contact with Mr. Hammock himself and have been kept informed of &sh flaw
details. This has allowed us to demand payments when money has become available to thely
campaign. The campaign has responded by making payments when money has come available. &
detail of payments since October of 1990 and current balance accompanies this letter. T

We continue to pursue the collection of the outstanding debt owed to us by the campaign.

We object to the allegations made by Mr. Chuck Williams, and believe them to be election tactics.
COGS engages in sign making and distribution for hundreds of political campaigns throughout
California, Arizona and Nevada and have virtually no political bias or partisanship policies for
obvious professional reasons. We often engage in business with several campaigns all running in the
same race and must remain absolutely neutral politically to preserve our professional relationship
with each of the campaigns. Therefore, we should not be named in any lawsuit regarding this matter
and should not be considered a contributor to the Hammock campaign.

I swear this to be true to the best of my knowledge.

Sincerely,

Greg Hummel, V.P.

1VH
iWHA034

KOISSTHROD

12313
GIAIDIN

mOGY

1

COGS in Northern California (4151 892-1367
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COGS

CANDIDATES' OUTDOOR GRAPHIC SERVICE

11343 Stewart St.. K1 Monte, Californiaz 91731 (8181 350-1006 Fax # (818) 3580-1427

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

check #3409 10/2/90
check #? 4/ 4/91
check #585 2/7/92
check #588 3/28/92
check #1081 5/ 6/92

Huunun
m&§a§
SIS

paid
paid
paid
paid
paid

BALANCE

b4
n
=
N

{
F

Thank you,

Greg Hummel, VP,

COGS In Northern Californi (4150 292-1367
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GTE Telephone Operations
West Area

One GTE Place
Thousand QOaks, CA 91362
805 372-6000

VIA OVERNIGHT

3811

Replv T

July 27, 1992 CA500LB

Fran Hagan

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

WG gy

Re: MUR 3537
Dear Ms. Hagan:

Enclosed is a sworn statement from the Director of
Governmental Affairs of GTE California Incorporated ("GTEC")
regarding GTEC's attempts to collect the debt owed to it by
Robert Hammock for Congress. I apologize for the delay, but I
have been away from the office on another business matter for

the past two weeks.

I am in the process of preparing a second sworn statement
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,

Ehe M e

ELAINE M. LUSTIG
Attorney

EMLO727A.pgh
cc: H.C. Allen - CAS500GB
M. Moody - CAE37KD
D. Duranceau-Sellers - CAE37KD

A part of GTE Corporation
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WILLIAMS

o U.S. CONGRESS -

12 May 1992

GTE
1 GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Dear Chairman,

This week my campaign committee, FEC # C00262188, will file a
formal complaint with the Federal Election Commission against
Robert Hammock for Congress 1990, FEC #C00243196.

This matter will involve acceptance of corporate contributions
from fifteen creditors, of which you are one. Corporate
contributions are illegal in federal elections.

FEC regulations state, "If a political committee fails to pay a
debt in a timely fashion consistent with normal business or trade
practices, the debt in effect becomes a contribution made by the
creditor to the committee, unless the creditor has made a
‘commercially reasonable attempt’ to collect the debt."

Mr. Hammock’s FEC report states that his 1990 campaign committee
has a debt to your company incurred 27 November 1990 or earlier
in the amount of $ 4,497.48.

If you have not made a "commercially reasonable attempt" to
collect this debt, you may be in violation of federal law. If
you can provide my committee with evidence that you have made a
reasonable effort to collect this debt, I will remove your
company from the complaint.

Sincerely,

Clisd Wl came

Chuck Williams
Candidate for Congress

Contnbutong are not Lex deductidie as chartable contriutions for isceral ncome tax PUPoses  Corporaie chacks are NOt permdied by fedenl e
Federal Electon Law sows a maxamum coninbution of $1 000 00 per ndwaual or $2 000 0D per coupie for Bv Pnmary Election of 1982 Federal PACS may contnbute $5.000 00
Pad for by Chuck Wilkarms for Congrass 92 © 10570 Foothll Bivd  Suse 130-276 Rencho Cucamonga  CA 91730
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GTE California Incorporated

H C Allen One GTE Place
State Dwrector Thousand Oaks. CA 91362-3811
Governmental A¥ars 805 372-6540

May 21, 1992

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

Dear Mr. Williams:

?

We received your letter concerning the formal complaint against Robert
Hammock for Congress 1990, FEC #C00243196 that you plan to file with the
FEC.

We will investigate your claim that an amount of $4,497.48 is owed GTE by
Mr. Hammock’'s campaign committee from 1990. 1 can assure you we make a
*commercially reasonable attempt® to collect all monies due us and are well
av:;edof the federal law that prohibits corporate contributions to Federal
candidates.

I

-
-
=9
| o
-

For your information GTE Corporation also has a policy of not making
corporate contributions to candidates for elected positions even
though is legal in many states includin? California. We do have Employee
Political Action Committees which legally give to Federal candidates and to
state candidates.

9 30 4

I will follow-up with you: after the investigation is completed. Thank you
for your letter.

Sincerely,

iH. C. Allen

Regional Director -
Governmental Affairs

A pan of GTE Corporation




GTE California Incorporated

H C Allen One GTE Place
State Dwector Thousand Oaks. CA 91362-3811
Governmental Affars 805 3726540

June 4, 1992

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

Dear Mr. Williams:

As indicated in my letter to you dated May 21, 1992 we have investigated
the account for Robert Hammock for Congress 1990.

The following attempts for collection of this account were made:
e Calls were made on the following dates to request payment:
November 9, 16 and 28, 1990
December 7 and 18, 1990

e A request for payment was mailed on March 13, 1991 and the deposit
collected on installation was applied to the account.

The account was assigned to Telecredit for letter service on
April 14, 1991.

The account was assigned to internal collection department on
June 9, 1991.

The account was assigned to outside collection agemcy on August 8,
1991.

I believe GTE California has made a “"commercially reasonable attempt®” to
collect the debt owed by the Hammock Committee and accordingly has not made
a contribution to the committee as defined by the regulations of the
Federal Election Commission. We are still pursuing efforts at collection
of this debt through the collection agency.

Sincerely,

H. C. Allen

A par of GTE Corporation




STATEMENT OF HAL C. ALLEN

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
Oone GTE Place, Thousand Oaks, California 9i362.

s Attached is a true and correct copy of a letter dated
May 12, 1992 which I received from Chuck Williams. Also attached
are true and correct copies of letters dated May 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.

Executed at Thousand Oaks, California on July /£ ,

sl i

Hal C. Allen

1992.
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Witness my hand and official seal.
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GTE Telephone Operations
West Area

One GTE Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3811
805 372-6000

July 29, 1992
CA500LB

v ov GHT

Fran Hagan

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

Re: MUR 3537

Dear Ms. Hagan:

Enclosed is a sworn statement from Doris Duranceau-Sellers,
Customer Billing Supervisor - Business Collection, GTE
California Incorporated ("GTEC") in Mentone, regarding GTEC's
attempts to collect the debt owed to it by Robert Hammock for
Congress. Again, I apologize for the delay caused by my being
away from the office for the past two weeks.

I am sending this package via overnight mail and will be
looking forward to hearing from you soon.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very truly yours,

T Fide A
£ Mo /6/ éc/w/[
ELAINE M. LUSTIG \~:7

Attorney

EML0729B.pgh

Enclosures

cc: H.C. Allen - CA500GB (w/enclosures)
M. Moody - CAE37KD
D. Duranceau-Sellers - CAE37KD

A part of GTE Corporation
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STATEMENT OF DORIS DURANCEAU-SELLERS

I, Doris Duranceau-Sellers, declare as follows:

X I am employed by GTE California Incorporated ("GTEC") as
Customer Billing Supervisor - Business Collections. My business
address 1s P.0. Box 136, Mentone, California 92359-0136.

2% I requested preparation of the attached summary of GTEC'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.

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

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

Executed at Mentone, California on July 5&9 s 19%2.

~

/

Doris Duranceau-Sellers
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. . EXHIBIT A

ACCOUNT SUMMARY
BOB_HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

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

11716790

11/27/90

11/28/90

12707790

12/10/90

12/718/90

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 company’'s
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 manager to
contact the CBC. Collection attempt was being made for
the past due September 24, October 10, October 25 and
November 10 bills.

A message was left with Elaine for Linda to call the CBC
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.
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ACCOUNT SUMMARY
BOB HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

(Cont.)

02/710/%1

03713791

04/724/91

06/70%9/91

06/13/%91

06720791

06/721/91

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

Correspondence was mailed to the customer with the
following i1nformation:

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 wunpaid final account was referred to General
Telephone Collection Department (GTCD) for further
collection effort on the unpaid balance of $4,497.48.

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

X Failure to pay $4,497.48 will result in assignsent
of the account to a collection agency and possible
litigation.

To contact GTCD 1if 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:

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

2
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ACCOUNT SUMMARY
BOB HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

(Cont.)

06/26/91

06/716/91

06/28/91

07/08/91

07/717/91

08/08/91

08/712/91

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

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

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 commented
that GTE was not the only creditor awaiting payment. Liz
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) 889-0871,
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 $4,497.48 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 Collection notice mailed

10/09/91 Collection notice mailed

11/09/91 Collection notice mailed

12/09/91 Collection notice mailed

08716792 through 12/03/91 numerous attempts were
made to contact (714) 287-4665; there was
no answer in each attempt.

3
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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 June
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 incorrect address.

LV Hd 1190y 2g

ROISS ik

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 course 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 COMMUNICATIONS




Ms. Lisa E. Kicin @) ~

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,

.

John W. Smither
Senior Vice President
Finance and Administration

Enclosures
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CONTRACT

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this contract is to formalize an agreement and working
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 3é6th
Congressional seat.

SCOPE OF SERVICES TO BE PROVIDED

Pacific/West has been requested to fulfill the specific function of fundraising
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
Solidtation

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, RSVP etc.)

“ELATIONS
- AFFAIRS




DURATION OF CONTRACT

The duration of the contract shall be from April 5, 1990 through November 30,
1990, inclusive of both the primary and general elections.

COMPENSATION SCHEDULE FOR FUNDRAISING MANAGEMENT
SERVICES

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

o A fee of $7,500 for services rendered in April 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 commissions earned
by Pacific/West on gross campaign fundraising receipts.

Commissions based upon a graduated scale as outlined below.
%_Commission Amount Raised

8% Up to $149,999

9% $150,000-249,999
10% $250,000-349,999
11% $350,000-449,999
12% $450,000-549,999
13% $550,000-649,999
14% Above $650,000

The commission rates indicated above are to be applied to the “gross
fundraising receipts” of the Campaign, effective April 5, 1990, excluding those
funds raised via political action committees solicited directly by the candidate
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.
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FUNDRAISING AND PRODUCTION RELATED EXPENSES

The Campaign shall bear the cost of all expenses related directly to fundraising
inclusive of the following:

J Telephone lines
. Fundraising reporting computer software
. Design, production and printing and printing of event invitations and

other collateral materials (a 17.75% standard agency mark-up is included
in the amount billed)
. Other event related expenses such as decorations, audio visual
equipment, entertainment, etc.

At this time, event related expenses have not been estimated. After the desired
events are selected, and details finalized in consultation with the candidate and
campaign management (date, location, number of attendees, ticket prices, etc.),

N we shall present precise event budgets for approval by the candidate and

campaign manager.

OUT-OF-POCKET EXPENSES

Customary out-of-pocket expenses will be billed to the Campaign. These
include telephone calls, postage, mileage ($0.26 per mile), out of town travel
and lodging, fundraising related meals, copying, faxing, etc.

PAYMENT POLICIES

Pacific/West policies on fee, commission and expense payments are as follows:

. Invoices are submitted during the month in which services are rendered.
2 Fees, commissions and out-of- et expenses are invoiced in mid-month
and are payable by the last day of the month.

All major production expenses 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 !
payable within 10 days of receipt. Pacific/West will not authorize
and/or proceed with contractual arrangements with vendors until such
deposits and/or payments are made by the campaign committee.




CANCELLATION OF THIS CONTRACT

This contract may be cancelled by either party upon 60 days notice with the
full terms of this contract remaining in effect until the 60 day cancellation
period has elapsed. Notification of cancellation must be provided by registered
mail.

We, the undersigned, agree to all of the terms and conditions set forth in this
contract. By virtue of the signatures below, this contract is effective from April 5,
1990 through November 30, 1990.

For, "Bob Hammock for For, Pacific/West
Congress Campaign” Communications Group, Inc.

i [

bert A. Datid J. @nto

s Seshe
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December 17, 1990

Bob Hammock

Hammock for Congress

P.O. Box 5310

San Bernardino, CA 92412

Dear Bob:

Oon 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
tremendous honor for Pacific/West to assist you on the campaign and
vwe are confident that your "star® will continue to risel

As we discussed throughout the campaign, Pacific/West was willing
to continue work on the campaign despite its cash flow
difficulties. While you may have other financial obligations
outstanding, we would appreciate knowing of payment plans with
respect to our account.

Toward that end, attached is a summary of our invoices to your
campaign. We have voided Invoice #000336 and issued Invoice
#000454 (attached) in its place. We are still awaiting the final
campaign report. When this is received, we will forward the final
invoice to you.

Again, thank you for this opportunity to assist you.

Sincerely,

Stephen F. Tobia, Jr.
President

enclosures

cc: David DePinto

3435 Wishire Boulevard Suire 2850 ¢ Los Anoeles CA 90010 @ (213) 487-0830F FAX (213) 487-1850
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June 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 outstanding invoices (page
1), along with a summary of all expenses totalling $19,030.13 (page 2).

We would appredate you addressing this expense total as we have already made
payment to vendors utilized by Pacific/West in support of your campmtﬁ:. Also, we

would apprediate periodic updates as to the status of efforts to retire

remaining
funds owed to Pacific/ West.

Once again, we reiterate our understanding and support for you. Please let us know
if we may be of assistance to you in planning or executing any fundraising activity.
Thank you

en F. Tobia, Jr.
President

SFT/mc
Attachments

reaFD RS

3435 Wilshire Boulevard

Suire 2850

Los Angeles

CA Q0010

(213) 487-0830

FAX (213} 487 1850
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HAMMOCK SUMMARY

INVOICES TO DATE

Inv. $#000216 Dated 4/25 7,500.00 (paid in full)

Inv. #000252 Dated 5/29 8,996.96 (paid in full)

Inv. #000272 Dated 6/19 10,182.30 (paid in full)

Inv. §000336 Dated 8/15 VOID

(replace Inv. #000336)

89,685.62

7,500.00

8,996.96

4,000.00

6,182.30 (recv’d 8/13)
2,500.00 (recv’d 9/27)
2,500.00
31,679.26

58,006.36

EXPENSES
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HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS
{OUTSTANDING EXPENSEY,
Postage 3,175.97
Photocopies 287.88
Telephone 3,604.10
FAX 682.00
Parking 397.50
Production 8,191.99
Supplies 605.11
Travel 340.58

Outside Labour 1,745.00

TOTAL DUE 19,030.13




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:
Our letter dated August 6, 1992 (attached) responds to a complaint
indicating Pacific/West Communications Group, Inc. may have

violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

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

Sincerely yours,

\
John W. Smither

Senior Vice President
Finance and Administration

Enclosures

{SSUES MANAGEMENT / MARKETING COMMUNICATIONS
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On before me,
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CAPACITY CLAIMED BY SIGNER
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[ personalty known to me - OR - ] proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence
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[ TRusSTEE(S)

[ GUARDIAN/CONSERVATOR

D OTHER:

to be the whose nameys] is/are
subscribed to the within instrument and

acknowledged to me that heL::‘}baY
executed the same in his/heT/thein

authonze capacuty(pﬂ and that by
on the instrument

the person(sy, or the entity upon behalf of
which the person(s] acted, executed the
instrument.
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’) i
and official seal. v (Ot i

Witness my
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™ TO THE DOCUMENT
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e e )

Signer(s) Other than Named Above
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©1982 NATIONAL NOTARY ASSOCIATION - 8238 Remmet Ave., P.O. Box 7184 - Canoga Park, CA 91304-7184




1565 The Alameda
San Jose, CA 95126

September 28, 1992

Mr. Noriega James

Federal Election Commission
General Counsel’s Office

999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3537

Dear Mr. James:

Please find enclosed the executed Designation of Counsel form in the above-
referenced matter.

I have just received this case and 1 would request a two week extension during which

to file a response. Your cooperation is appreciated.
W,

—

Paul E. Sullivan




| -

KOR _3537

MAME OF OOUNSRLs _ Paul E. Sullivaun, Esg.

ADDRESS s The Singletarx Mansion
1565 The Alameda

San Jas2, California 95176

c2:f Hd 62 d3S¢Eb

The sbove=named {ndividual is hereby designated as my
goeunsel and (s authorised to receive any notifiecations and other

communications from the Commiseion and tc act on my behalf before
the Commission,

] gnatuce

Russo m;lh & Associgtes, Inc.

770 L Street, Suite 950
Sacramento, CA 95814

L

916-441-3834




Ms. Lisa Klein

Federal Election Commission
General Counsels Office
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Ms. Klein:

Paul E. Sullivan, Esq.
Anomey-a-ﬁﬂ 1T 951Kl ,é
The Singletary Mansion

1565 The Alameda
San Jose, CA 95126

May 14, 1993

IHAY 1T PH 35/

Re: MUR 3537

Enclosed, please find the RTB Response in the above referenced MUR.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Chairman Thomas
Vice-Chairman Potter
Commissioner Aikens
Commissioner Elliott
Commissioner McDonald
Commissioner McGarry

Very truly yours,

Paul E. Sullivan
Counsel for Respondents
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In re:

Russo-Marsh and Associates, Inc. MUR 3537
RTB RESPONSE

INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C.§437g(a)(!) 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
essentially alleges that by virtue of the fact that the Hammock for Congress Committee had
a debt outstanding to Russo-Marsh from the 1990 and 1992 election cycle, such debt
constituted an excessive and prohibited contribution in violation of 2 U.S.C. §§441a and
441b respectively. For the reasons stated below, Respondents deny that any such excessive
or prohibited contribution occurred and hereby pray that the Commission make a finding
of no reason to believe and dismiss this matter.
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PROCEDURAL BACKROUND

From a procedural perspective, Respondents’ desire to initially explain the rather
lengthy delay in the submission of this Response. By letter dated September 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
to the precise amount of debt which was outstanding 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.

3N 4
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On the assumption that Respondents would be receiving notice of a determination
by the Commission, no correspondence was forwarded to the Commission pending receipt
of the Commission's RTB determination. However, to date, Respondents have not received
any such notification from the Commission and are hereby submitting this document in
response to the Complaint.

MARY

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
campaign 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.

Russo-Marsh contend that at that time Mr. Hammock agreed to personally enter into
the agreement and to forward the signed contract to Russo-Marsh. That contract was never
received, however, Russo-Marsh contend that in reliance upon his statement of a personal
guarantee for the HCC debts, they proceeded to extend credit to HCC. After the campaign,
the numerous requests by Russo-Marsh to obtain payment from Mr. Hammock individually
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
services of Russo-Marsh. A personal guarantee contract 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.

2




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 payment
of fees and expenses. 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
paid 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 (1'4%) 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 $28,790.10was 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 approximately $177,000 in
debt and he stated, should HCC somehow obtain funds to retire that debt, the Russo-Marsh
portion would also be retired.

AL ANAILYSI

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.” 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:

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

11 C.F.R. §116.3(b)




Whether the extension of credit conformed to the usual and normal practice
in the commercial vendor’s trade or industry.’

Respondents submit that they complied with the applicable provisions of the
Commission’s regulation for the extension of credit. First, it was the practice of Russo-
Marsh to extend credit only when an individuai candidate signed their services contract
rather than merely the political committee. The dispuie which is presently ongoing is the
contention by Russo-Marsh that Hammock agreed to execute the contract in his individual
capacity in addition to that as an authorized agent for HCC. The fact that this matter is still
presently being disputed by Russo-Marsh and legal counsel for Mr. Hammock, further
comment is inappropriate at this point and time. However, the fact that the contracts were
tendered which were the standard contracts issued by Russo-Marsh, including a requirement
for interest payments. it clearly evidences 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 conformed to the usual normal practice of commercial vendors in the political
consulting industry, but I would submit went much further in adhering to standard and arms-
length transactions. This is evidenced by the interest which was charged for outstanding
debts, the ongoing monthly billing of those debts for two years after the end of the campaign
and the fact that Russo-Marsh continues to pursue this matter presently.

As a last comment, Respondents contend that they have made all commercially
reasonable 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
assess the method by which they seek to have such debt retired.

For example. the ability to work with the candidate and the campaign on a
subsequent election with a reasonable expectations that the candidate will be successful,
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)
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candidate and the principal campaign committee, absent a verbal commitment or a written
contract with the candidate directly, it is difficult to often obtain a judgment against an
individual candidate while acting in the capacity of an agent for the principal campaign
committee.

Respondents submit that they have complied with the regulatory requirements for the
extension of credit at the time they undertook the campaigns of Mr. Hammock in 1990 and
in 1992, That is the single issue which is pending before the Commission. However, to
underscore the fact that the initial agreements in 1990 and 1992 with Mr. Hammock and his
principal campaign committee were in fact in an arms-length transaction, Respondents 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.

NCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, Respondents contend that there was not an improper
extension of credit by Russo-Marsh to HCC in 1990 nor 1992 and as a result, the debt which
remaines outstanding to Russo-Marsh by Mr. Hammock and the Hammock for Congress
committee should not be considered to be a prohibited contribution nor one which exceeds
the contribution limits. For these reasons, Respondent respectfully requests that the
Commission make a finding of no reason to believe and close this matter.

S .
Paul E.-Sullivan
Counsel for Respondents
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ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS WILL BE ADDED TO THIS FILE AS THEY
BECOME AVAILABLE. PLEASE CHECK FOR ADDITIONAL MICROFILM
LOCATIONS.
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THE READER IS REFERRED TO ADDITIONAL MICROFILM LOCATIONS

FOR THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THIS CASE

1. Memo, General Couvnsel 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 Commission vote, dated April 28, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1621-22.

4. General Counsel’s Report, In the Matter of Enforcement
Priority, dated December 3, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1623-1740.

5. Certification of Commission vote, dated December 9, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1741-1746.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20461

QEC 101933

IPT REQUESTED

John C. Williams

c/0 Barbara K. Williams, Treasurer
Chuck Williams for Congress ’'92’'
6847 Portofino Court

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91701

RE: MUR 3537
Dear Mr. Williams:

On June 8, 1992, the Federal Election Commission received
your complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Robert L. Hammock, Bob Hammock for
Congress and Donald L. Rogers, as treasurer, Hammock for
Congress 1992 and Tricia Runzel, as treasurer, Russo Marsh &
Associates, Inc., Pacific/West Communications Group, Inc., Rogers,
Anderson, Malody & Scott, Candidates’ Outdoor Graphics Service,
the Wirthlin Group, META Information Services, GTE, the Red Lion
Inn, Federal Express Corporation, Southern California Edison
Company, Instant Image Printing, University Copy Systems, Pace
Lithographers, Inc., Phoenix Press, and A Balloon Affair. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter. This matter will become part of the public record
within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission’s dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(8).

Sincerely,

Frauennf,

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file; .~ [% "%




.

i ]
iy

z "

<
~
- o]
o~
B
)
™~
il
=
M
™~

MUR 3537

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock’s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End ’'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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC NMb

OEC 1 0 *og2

Robert L. Hammock

c/o0 Hammock for Congress 1992
290 North "D" Street Suite 300
San Bernadino, CA 92401

RE: MUR 3537
Robert L. dammock

Dear Mr. Hammock:

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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against you in this matter. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. 1If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Fraveens

Frances B. Hag
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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" HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock's
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End ‘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 FECA.




~
P~
o
oy
-
S Tp)
20
<
C
Fm
L~

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20461

0gC 1 0 555

Tricia Runzel, Treasurer
Hammock for Congress 1992

290 North "D" Street Suite 300
San Bernadino, CA 92401

RE: MUR 3537
Hammock for Congress 1992 and
Tricia Runzel, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Runzel:

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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Hammock for Congress 1992 and Tricia
Runzel, as treasurer. See attached narrative. Accordingly, the
Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to a r on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

,3
—J'

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3537
HAMNOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock’s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End ’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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC N6
- .
PEC ¥ 0 1993

Donald L. Rogers, Treasurer

Bob Hammock for Congress

290 North "D" Street Suite 300
San Bernadino, CA 92401

RE: MUR 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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Bob Hammock for Congress, and you,
as treasurer. See attached narrative. Accordingly, the
Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(12) ne
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

e g

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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NUR 3537

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock's
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall ’92 fundraiser. The Year End "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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20481

Instant Image Printing
2232 Valencia Avenue
San Bernadino, CA 92404

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
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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Instant Image Printing. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Frances B. gan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3537
HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock’s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 20461

Phoenix Press
2772 Main Street
Irvine, CA 92714

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
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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Phoenix Press. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: REC L @
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MUR 3537
HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock's
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

DEC 1 0 1993

Joel A. White

Chief Financial Officer
The Wirthlin Group

1363 Beverly Road
McLean, VA 22101

RE: MUR 3537
The Wirthlin Group

Dear Mr. White:

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

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against The Wirthlin Group. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Frances B.‘“Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: LEC § &
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MUR 3537
HAMNOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock'’s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 204dut

z DEC * 0 1883
Jackie Herzer

META Information Services
8649 Kiefer Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95826

RE: MUR 3537
META Information Services

Dear Ms. Herzer:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
META 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
notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against META Information Services. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Fruncerf

Frances B. an
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:




8

3

e
o~
Y 4
-
<
B O
™
~

MUR 3537
HAMNOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock's
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DC 20461
LEC 1 0 1393

Donna DeCeco

Manager of Operations and Administration
University Copy Systems

2805 Barranca Parkway

Irvine, CA 92714

RE: MUR 3537
University Copy Systems

Dear Ms. DeCeco:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
University Copy Systems 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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against University Copy Systems. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed Its file
in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do 50 as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

If you have any guestions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

562&427¢S
Frances B. gan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: ]
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MUR 3537
HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L., Hammock's
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End ‘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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DO 20961
BEC 10 1993

Donald L. Rogers, Managing Partner
Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott
Vanir Tower, Suite 300

290 North "D" Street

San Bernadino, CA 92401

RE: MUR 3537
Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott

Dear Mr. Rogers:

Oon June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott 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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott.
See attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its
Tile in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

1f you have any gquestions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Framecrls

Frances B. gan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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S 3537
FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock’s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall "92 fundraiser. The Year End '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 FECA.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20461
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Kenneth S. Stewart, Esquire
Southern California Edison Company
P. O. Box 800

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, CA 91770

RE: MUR 3537
Southern California Edison Company

Dear Mr. Stewart:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
Southern California Edison Company 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.

3

7

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Southern California Edison Company.
See attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its
file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’'s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

? 30435428

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

Sincerely,

il

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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RUR 3537

RAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock's
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End ‘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 FECA.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DT 20463

BEC 10 1993

Cathy Borman

A Balloon Affair
225 Westpark
Redlands, CA 92373

RE: MUR 3537
A Balloon Affair

Dear Ms. Borman:

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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against A Balloon Affair. See attached

narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

I1f you have any gquestions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Frusnt

Frances B. an
Paralegal Specilaist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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- MUR 3537

HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock'’s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End ’'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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DC 2046

CEC 10 1833

Carl Bennitt

Pace Lithographers, Inc.
18030 Cortney Court

City of Industry, CA 91744

RE: MUR 3537
Pace Lithographers, Inc.
Dear Mr. Bennitt:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
Pace Lithographers, Inc. 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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Pace Lithographers, Inc. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Frances B. gan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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NWUR 3537
HAMMOCK

FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock’s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End ’'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 FECA.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 204868

DEC ! 0 1083

Federal Express Corporation
2005 Corporate Plaza
Memphis, TN 38134-1853

RE: MUR 3537
Federal Express Corporation

Dear Mr. Sain:

On June 15, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
Federal Express Corporation 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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Federal Express Corporation. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

) 'S0 3D 42899

If you have any gquestions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Srencafs

Frances B. Hdgan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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‘MUR 3517

HAMNOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock’s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '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 FECA.




o
o
~N
b 3
e

S

? 30D 4

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20461

Elaine M. Lustig, Esquire
GTE California Incorporated
One GTE Place - CAS500LB
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

RE: MUR 3537
GTE
Dear Ms. Lustig:

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 circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against GTE. See attached narrative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Frances B.
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3537
HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock’'s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End ’'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 FECA.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC MM}

Greg Hummel, Vice President
Candidates’ Outdoor Graphic Service
11343 Stewart Street

El Monte, CA 91731

RE: MUR 3537
Candidates’ Outdoor Graphic Service

Dear Mr. Hummel:

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 with that
notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Candidates’ Outdoor Graphic Service.
See attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its
file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. 1If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Frowceil

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3537
HAMNOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock’s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall ’'92 fundraiser. The Year End '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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20461

ned 10 1983

John W. Smither

Senior Vice President

Pacific/West Communications Group, Inc.
3435 Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, CA 90010

RE: MUR 3537
Pacific/West Communications
Group, Inc.

Dear Mr. Smither:

On July 30, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
Pacific/West Communications Group, Inc. 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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Pacific/West Communications Group,
Inc. See attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed
its £ile in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

I1f you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Fresees

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: peEC £ ¢
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NUR 35137
HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock'’'s
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall 92 fundraiser. The Year End ’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 vioclate the FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

DEC 1 0 1333

Paul E. Sullivan, Esq.
The Singletary Mansion
1565 The Alameda

San Jose, CA 95126

RE: MUR 3537
Russo 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 circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against Russo Marsh & Associates, Inc. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. 1If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

M%ﬁ

Frances B. Hagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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NUR 3537
HAMNOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock's
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End '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 FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20461

DEC 7 € 1293

Red 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
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
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against the Red Lion Inn. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

I1f you have any guestions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Srousl fogan,

Frances B.“HMagan
Paralegal Specialist

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3537
HAMMOCK FOR CONGRESS

Complainant Chuck Williams, candidate Robert L. Hammock's
primary election opponent (36th C.D., CA) alleged that
respondents’ failure to pay outstanding debts to vendors resulted
in corporate contributions. Respondents state that some vendors
have been paid in full, others have received partial payment, and
that the Committee intended to repay debts in full with receipts
from a Fall '92 fundraiser. The Year End ‘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 viclate the FECA.




