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July 1, 1992

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

Dear Commissioners:

The Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee (“DcCCC")
files this complaint charging violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“FECA" or "the
Act"), 2 U.S.C. §§ 431 et seq., and related Federal Election
Commission ("FEC") regulations, 11 C.F.R. §§ 100.1 et seqg., by
Tom Scott and his principal campaign committee, Scott for
Congress ("the Committee") (referred to collectively hereafter
as "Respondents").

Respondents have violated the Act by accepting excessive
contributions and by failing to file accurate reports of

receipts and disbursements. Reports from 1990 to the present
day have been filed with information that is inaccurate and
incomplete, despite requests from the FEC for clarification
and additional information.

The FEC must act to bring Respondents into compliance.
The reports filed show a pattern of failing to adequately
report to the public the campaign activities of Mr. Scott.
This pattern cannot be attributed simply to "sloppy" reporting
or commonplace administrative error. The FEC should take all
necessary steps to correct this situation as soon as possible,
including, if necessary, conducting an audit of the books and
records of the Committee, to ensure that the activities of the
Committee have been conducted in complete compliance with the
FECA and the FEC regulations and to ensure that the public
record accurately reflects the activities of the Committee.

Bvidence of Violations

Even a brief review of the public records filed by the
Committee reveals the extent of the problems here:

iR Excessive Contributions. The Committee has
accepted, and not refunded in a timely matter, contributions
that exceed the lawful limits provided in the Act.
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a. English First Political Victory Fund

Oon June 29, 1990, the Committee reported receiving a
$1,000 convention contribution from this committee. On
October 13, 1990, the reports reflect an additional $3,000
reported for the general election. On October 31, 1990, an
additional $1,000 was received for the general election.

While the Committee had received $5,000 from this committee,
the aggregate year-to-date reported by the Committee was
$4,000.

On December 6, the Committee reported a refund to the
committee of $1,000. On December 11, the FEC sent a request
for additional information to the Committee notifying it that
English First did not qualify as a multicandidate committee.
It could not, therefore, contribute in excess of $1,000 to any
election.

Mr. Scott did not refund the excessive contributions.
Rather, on December 13, 1990 and April 19, 1991, he accepted
additional $1,000 contributions from this committee, one
designated for the general election, and the second for debt
retirement (but did not specify which election debt it was
designated to retire). After two additional warning letters
from the Commission notifying the Committee that this
committee did not qualify for contributions over $1,000,

Mr. Scott finally refunded an additional $1,000 on June 12,
1991.

This still left Mr. Scott with an excessive contribution.
He received a total of $7,000 from the committee, and refunded
only $2,000. Contributions totalling $4,000 were contributed
toward the general election alone, where he was legally
allowed to accept only $1,000. There is no evidence on his
reports that any amounts were redesignated by the contributor
for other elections.

b. U.S. Security PAC

The same pattern emerges with contributions from
this PAC. On October 27, 1990, Mr. Scott accepted $1,800 from
this committee and reported it as a general election
contribution. On January 2, 1991, the FEC notified Mr. Scott
that the committee did not qualify as a multicandidate
committee and that the contribution was excessive. A
follow-up letter from the Commission was also ignored. The

[04031-0034/DA921760.070]
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excessive contribution has never been refunded; nor is there
any evidence that the contribution had been redesignated
within 60 days for debt retirement.

Gy GOP 3

Once again, Mr. Scott accepted excessive
contributions from this committee and failed to refund the
excessive amounts despite repeated notices from the
Commission. An original $3,000 contribution was received in
September 1991 and reported as general election related. An
additional $650, also for the general election, was received
in October. The Commission notified the Committee on December
11 that the contribution was illegal. Again, there has been
no refund of the excessive contribution.

d. Other Excessive Contributions

The Committee received over $20,000 during 1990 from
various state and local party committees in Connecticut. All
party committees in the same state are presumed to be
affiliated and, therefore, to share a single contribution
limit to any candidate. Assuming the Republican State
Committee qualifies as a multicandidate committee, all party
committees could contribute up to an aggregate of $5,000 per
election to Mr. Scott's election. Even assuming three
elections (convention, primary, and general), the parties
exceeded the limit. There has been no refund.

In addition, through the reports, Mr. Scott failed
to accurately compute and report the aggregate year-to-date
total of contributions. As noted above, the reports reflect
understated year-to-dates. For other contributors there is no
year-to-date at all. A careful review of these contributions
may also reveal excessive amounts donated to Mr. Scott.

> Inadequate Filings. The Committee has filed reports
that do not comply with the legal requirements for clear, full
disclosure of the activities of a candidate's campaign
activities. Vital, required information is inaccurately or
inadequately disclosed. The public record reflects notices
from the FEC about deficiencies on reports filed by the
Committee. These deficiencies are not insignificant. A
partial list of the problems reflected on the reports
includes:

[04031-0034/DA921760.070)
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Inadequate disclosure of contributor information and
no clear indication of any best efforts to obtain
the missing information. Nearly one~-quarter of the
occupation and employer information is missing
altogether. Contributor information that does
appear is often vague and uninformative. Occupation
information is listed without any employer and with
such inadequate descriptions as "physician,"
"investor," "real estate," "publisher."

The failure to provide separate schedules for
different types of receipts and disbursements.
Contribution schedules lump together individual
contributors, party committees, refunds, candidate
loans. Disbursement schedules are similarly
jumbled, showing not only operating schedules, but
also contributions made by the Committee, loan
repayments, refunds, etc.

Inconsistent reporting of candidate loans or

contributions. One contribution/loan appears and
disappears on the schedules and summary pages of

several reports and is cited in various placed as
both a contribution and a loan.

Debts are improperly disclosed and are not carried
accurately from report to report. On one report,
for example, debts are listed as outstanding at the
beginning of the reporting period, but were not
disclosed on the previous report. On another
report, debts are listed as incurred during the
reporting period, but had been listed on the
previous report as incurred during that period.

In-kind contributions are not included in aggregate
year—-to-date totals for the contributors. The
contributions also do not disclose the actual vendor
who received payment for the in-kind contribution,
making it impossible to determine the actual purpose
of the disbursement.

Contributions are not redesignated when they exceed
the limits for a particular election. 1In addition

to the PAC contributions discussed above, individual
contributors would appear the have exceeded the per

{04031-0034/DA921760.070]
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election limit. Mr. William L. Hanley, for example,
gave $1,000 for the primary on March 26, 1990. On
August 21, 1990, he gave another $1,000, also
designated for the primary. The contribution
exceeds the primary election limit, but was never
redesignated for another election.

The initial filing of these reports with these problems
is of sufficient significance, standing alone, to warrant
Commission investigation. But a review of the documents in
the public record would indicate that Respondents have
repeatedly failed to respond to the Commission's notifications
of these deficiencies and requests for corrections or
additional information.

Conclusion

Respondents are not new to the FECA and the reporting
requirements, having run a federal campaign in 1990. Nor did
Respondents run a small campaign which, arguably was
insufficiently staffed. During the 1990 campaign, the
Committee raised over $300,000, more than enough to hire a
staff member to attend to its obligation to publicly disclose
its activities.

The failure to respond to the Commission and to correct
the errors called to Respondents' attention, as well as the
apparent lack of effort to improve the Committee's reporting,
results in a confused, inaccurate and incomplete public record
of Scott's campaign finances. This does a disservice to the
voters of Connecticut who must rely on these reports for
information about the campaign activities of Respondents. It
also flies in the face of one of the most important principles
of campaign finance reform: public disclosure.

Oon the basis of the foregoing, DCCC asks that the
Commission take the following actions:

1. Conduct a prompt investigation, including, as
necessary, an audit, of the charges made in this
complaint;

Enter into a prompt conciliation with the
Respondents to remedy the violations alleged in this
complaint and, more importantly, to ensure that no
further violations occur; and

[04031-0034/DAY21760.070)




Federal Election Commission
July 1, 1992
Page 6

3. Impose any and all penalties appropriate for the
violations found.

Very truly yours,

¥

SEHal e &
Robert F. Bauer
Judith L. Corley- —
Counsel to the Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this ﬁﬁgday of July, 1992.
> RS
e

My coamissiocn expires

NANCY W. BENNING
Notary Public, Washington, D.C.

[04031-0034/DA921760.070]
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D€ 20463

Judith Corley, Esgq.
Perkins Coie

607 Fourteenth Street, Nw
Washington, DC 20005-2011

MUR 3553
Dear Ms. Corley:

This letter acknowledges receipt on July 1, 1992, of your
complaint on behalf of the Democratic Congressional Campaign
Committee alleging possible violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by Tom Scott, Tom
Scott for Congress, and John D. Marvell, as treasurer, Scott for
Congress, and Marc Zanghi, as treasurer, English First Political
Victory Fund, and Frank McGlynn, as treasurer, U.S. Security
PAC, Inc., and Curtin Winsor, as treasurer, Connecticut Third
Congressional District Republicans, and Benjamin S. Proto Jr.,
as treasurer, and the Connecticut Republican Federal Campaign
Committee and Robert Norman, as treasurer. 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 3553. 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,
%&fﬁ

Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

July 7, 1992

Tom Scott
105 Hawley Avenue
Milford, CT 06460

MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Scott:

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 3553.
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. 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.




Tom Scott
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Richard M.
Zanfardino, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Coidb B,

—~-Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON DC 20463

July 7, 1992

Tom Scott for Congress
John D. Marvell, Treasurer
22 Broad Street

Milford, CT 06460

MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Marvell:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Tom Scott for Congress ("Committee") 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 3553. 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 Committee 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 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.




Tom Scott for Congress
John D. Marvell, Treasurer
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Richard M.
Zanfardino, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s prccedures for handling
complaints.

Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON DC 20461

July 7, 1992

Scott for Congress
Marc Zanghi, Treasurer
P.0. Box 5106

Milford, CT 60460

MUR 3553
Dear Mr. Zanghi:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Scott for Congress ("Committee") 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 3553. 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 Committee 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. § 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.




Scott for Congress
Marc Zanghi, Treasurer
Page 2

1f you have any questions, please contact Richard M.
Zanfardino, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

3o, 0l

onathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

July 7, 1992

English First Political Victory Fund
Frank McGlynn, Treasurer

8001 Forbes Place, Suite 102
springfield, VA 22151

MUR 3553

Dear Mr. McGlynn:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the English First Political Victory Fund
("Committee") 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 3553. 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 Committee 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. § 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.




English Pirst Political Victory Fund
Frank McGlynn, Treasurer
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If you have any questions, please contact Richard M.
Zanfardino, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Sl T,

Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

July 7, 1992

U.S. Security PAC, Inc.
Curtin Winsor, Treasurer
S0 E Street, SE

Suite 301

Washington, DC 20003

MUR 3553
Dear Mr. Curtin:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that U.S. Security PAC, Inc. ("Committee™) 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 3553. 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 Committee 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. 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.




U.S. Security PAC, Inc.
Curtin Winsor, Treasurer
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Richard M.
Zanfardino, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

“._ldénathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 20463

July 7, 1992

Connecticut Third Congressional
District Republicans

Benjamin S. Proto Jr., Treasurer
1877 Broadbridge Avenue
Stratford, CT. 06497

MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Proto:

The Federal Election Commissicn received a complaint which
indicates that Connecticut Third Congressional District
Republicans ("Committee") 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 3553. 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 Committee 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. § 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.




Connecticut Third Congressional
District Republicans

Benjamin S. Proto Jr., Treasurer
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Richard M.
zanfardino, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

~Jénathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20463

July 7, 1991

Connecticut Republican Federal
Campaign Committee

Robert Norman, Treasurer

78 Oak Street

Hartford, CT. 06106

MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Norman:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Connecticut Republican Federal Campaign Committee
("Committee"”) 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 3553. 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 Committee 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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(1l2)(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.




Connecticut Republican Federal
Campaign Committee

Robert Norman, Treasurer

Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Richard M.
zanfardino, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerel

, t

Jénathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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STATENENT OF DESIGRATION OF COURS R,

James Altham

113 V43034

60 Allene Dr.

Hamden, Ct. 06517

60:G Hd 91 NF 26

203-288-9424

The above-named individual is hereby designated as »y

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and otler

communications from the Commission and to act on ny behalf before
the Commission.

/ 24
_7/16/92 %422 g
Dace

Signacure

Ihﬂmﬁﬂ gcott

P,0. Box 5106

Milford, Ct. 06460

203-878-1162
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MOR 3553

NAME OF COUNEEL: __ J3ags Altham

ADDRESS ; 60 _Allene Dr.

Hamden, Ct. 06517

NOIS SN

TELEPROWR : 203-288-9424

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.

Marc Zanghi

P.0. Box 5106

Milford, Ct. 06460

203-874~9031
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MOUR 1653

MANE OF COOMSEL: ___Janes Alibam

—£0 _Allens DRI,

Hamden, Ct. 06517

203-288-9424

76 WY L1 0r 26

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

coungel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before
the Commission,

John Marvelil

22 DBroad St.

~Milford, Ct, 06460

203-878-1162




TEL NO.203 288 9424 Jul 23,92 17:26 P.02

JANES F. ALTHAN, JR.
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW
60 AIILRNR DRIVE
HBAMNDBN, CT 06517
(203) 288-9424

July 23, 1992

Pedaral Blection Commisaion
999 B S8treet, N. V.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: Richard M. Zenfardino, Esq.
Genseral Coungel'as Office

Re: MUR 3353
Complainantr: Robert ¥F. Bauer, Esq.
Judith L. Corey. Esq.
Counse)l to the Democratic Congressional
Campaign Committee
Respondent : Tom Scott
Tom Scott for Congress Commiltam (CT-3) and
John Marvell, Ttea Treaeurer
Date of Cumplaiul: 7/1/92 (Received by FBC: 7/1/92)
NDate of PBEC Notificatlon to Respondent: 7/7/92
Date of Receipt by Ruspondents: 7/10/92 (est.)

Dear Mr. Zanfardino,

Please be advised that this office repremsenia Lhe above—-named

respondents in MUR 3553. ©Enclosed please find a duly executed
Statement of Designation of Counsel reflecting that
representation. 8Seaid statements were previously faxed to your
office on uvr about 7/16/92.

We are in receipt of the follawing douvuments relevant to MUR
3553:
a) A copy of the 6-page complaint filed by the Democratic
Congressional Campaign Commlittee acting through its
Counsel Robert F. Bauer, Esq. and Judith L. Corey., Bsqg.
dated July 1, 1992, and apparently received by the PBC
on July 1, 1992;

A form entitled "Statement of Designation of Counsel:

A two page letter directed Lo Tom Scott for Congress to
the allenlion of Mr. John D. Marvel]l from PEC Asst.
General Counsel Jonathan A. Bernstein.

You have indicated to me in a telephiune conversation regarding
this matter Lhul, despite the requirement of Nr. Bernstein'a
letiler Lhal a reply be forwarded by July 22, 19923,

The following is the response of lLhe
above—named respondents to Lha vomplaint.




‘EL NO.203 288 9424 . Jul 23,92 17:26 P.03

RESPONSE TO THNE COMPLAINT:

1

The Respondenis Tom Scoll for Congress Commillev aud ils
Treasurur John D. Marvell deny that there is reason to
believe that they have commiltted any vivlautllon us alloeged o
the complaint riled by the Compleinant. The Respondent Tom
Scott denies that there is reason to believe that he has
committed any such violation individually as regards
activitiee of eithor committece or ite treasurer.

For the purpose of clarity, each of said respondents would
raise to the attention of the Commission the fact that the
complaint ag stated in complainants’ Jeiter relates solely Lo
acrivities attributed to another committama--—-5aoll. for
Congress———which was Tom Scott's principal campaign committee
for the 1990 election (sew Lhe firsl puragraph of
complainantls” Jetler and each and every substantive
alleagation).

The commission hasr honetheleas notified Mr. Soott, “Tom Soott
for Congress”---his 1992 princlpal campaign coumittiee--—and
his 1992 treasurer John D. Marvell, although Lhere are no
allegulions whalsuwver as Lo 1992 election activity.

To the extenlL thal Lhe complalnanis attempt to implicate Tom
Scoll pewrsovnally by speaking of him as though he were the
committee or its treasurer, i.e.:

Page 2, Paragraph 3: "Mr. Scoll dld nolL refund..;”
"Mr. Scott finally refunded...”

Page 3, Paragraph 4: “This s8Lill leflL Mr. Buoll
with...He recelved a total of.. _ where he was legelly
allowed to accept only...There is no evidence on his
reports...”

Page 2, Paragraph 5: ~__.Mr. Scott accepted....”

Page 3, Paragraph 2: “Once again, Mr. Scott
accepted...”

Page 3, Paragraph 4: “.. . Mr. Scott failed to
accurately compute...” "...excessive amounts donated
to Mr. Scott.”

complalnunts have done what may charitably be deacribed as a
very sloppy Job of making allegations in light of their
professional backgrounda. One iR actually compelled to
conclude that, motivated to use the FEC for politioal
advantage, they have intentionally filed a complainl worded
and designed in such fashion as Lo mislead the press and
others leer sophistivaled and knowledgeable as to FEC
regulations than FEC staff Lo belleve Lhul Lhey have filed a
subgstantive compluinl aygalnst Mr. Scott. They bave mada not
a slugle allegatjon of any wrongdeing by Mr. Scalt.
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The allegations of the July 1, 1992 complaint relate solely
Lo DCCC claims as to activities of "Scott for Congress”=--=Tom
Scott.'a principal campaign committee for the 1990 vleciion
and its treasurer(s) bul not the candlidate, Tom Scott, whom T
believe to have no independent reporting obligation of hie
own.

Tom Scott has, pursuant to law, created a prineipal campaign
commi ttes "Scoll for Congress”™ for the 1990 campaign and
designated Miss Doraen Rymkiewlcz as its Treasurer, and later
designated Marc Zanghl a8 hier succesaor in that position.
Tom Scott has, pursuant to law, created a principal campaign
committee “"Tom Scott for Congress” for the 1992 campaign and
deaignated John D. Marvell as ita Treasurer. Conseguently,
to the extent that the complalinlt MUR 3553 by counsel for the
Democratic Congressional Campwign Commill(ee names Tom Scott
individually as a respondent, it i1s groundless and no
reasonable ground for the complaint should be found agalnet
him by the FEC.

CONCLUSION The followling conclusions should beé reached by the
FEC regarding Tom Scott for Congress, John D. Marvell, ils
Treasurer, and Tom Scotl individually:

a) No violation has occurred attributLable to any one of
sald three respondents;

b) Tom Scott has had no personal obligation as to filing
such reports, having established u principal campaign

committee and having designeted a Lreasurer other than
himself, and he is therefore not a proper party
Respondenl to Lhis complaint and there is no reason to
believe that he has violaled the act in any way and
the complainl as to him should be dismissed with
prejudice;

Tom Scott for Congress 1s Tom Scoull's principal
canpaign committee for the 1992 election. Al)
allegalions of Lhis complaint. of July 1, 1992, relate
to allegations against a previous cuommlilLee for a
previous campaign. Therefore neither Tom Scott for
Congress nor John D. Marvell, itR Treasurer, have
violated the act in any way alleged in said complaint
and said complalint as Lu each of them should be
dismissed with prejudice.

Respectfully submitted,
om Scott
Tom Scott for Congress

Mr. John D, Marvell, Treasurer of Tom Scolt for Congress
by James F, Altham, Jr., their attorney
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JAMBS F. ALTHAN, JR.
ATTORNEY AND COUNSBLOR AT LAW
60 AlLLRNE DRIVEK
HAMDEN, CT 06517
(203) 288-9424

July 22, 1992

Pedeoral Blection Commission
999 B Btreet, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: Richard M. Zanfardino, Esq.
General Counsel's Office

Re: MUR 3553
Conplainants: Robert F. Bauer, Esg.
Judith L. Corey, Esq.
Counsel to the Democratic Congresaional
Campaign Committee
Respondentl: Scott for Congress Committee (CT-3) and
Mar<s Zanghl, Its Treasurer
Date of Complalnt: 7/1/92 (Receaivad by FEC: 7/1/92)
Date of FEC Notification to Respondent: 7/7/92
Dule of Receipt by Respondenta: 7/10/93 (est.)

Dear Mr. Zanfardino,

Plwase be udviased Lhal this office represents the above-named
respondenis in MUR 3353. Enclosed please find a duly executed
SLatement of Designation of Counsel reflecting that
representation. Said statements were previously faxed to your
office on or about 7/16/92.

Ve are in receipt of the folluwlng documents relevant to MUR
3553:
a) A copy of the 6-page complainl filed by Lhe Damoaratic
Congressional Campaign Committee acling through ite
Counsel Robert F. Bauer, Eaq. and Judlilh L. Corey. Esq.
dated July 1, 1993, and appurently received by the FEC
on July 1, 1993;

A form entitled "Statement of Designation of Counaal;
A two page leller dirwcied Lo Tom Scott for Congrees to

the attenllon of Mr. Marc Zanghl from FEC Asst. General
Counsel Jonathan A. Bernstein.

You have indicated to me in a telephone conversation regarding
this matter that, despite Lhe requirement of Mr. Bernstein's
letter that a reply be forwarded by July 22, 1992,

The following is a preliminary and
partial response. I hereby request, at your suggestion, an
additional thirty days to complete our response to MUR 3553.
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PARTIAL AND PRELININARY RESPONSE TO THE CONPLAINT:

1

The Respondents Svuvll for Congress Committee and its
Treasurer Marc Zanghi expect to deny Lhat there is reason lo
believe tLhat they have committed any violation as alleged in
Lthe complaint filed by the Complainant. Nonetheless, the
complaint as to them is very wide-ranging and ruqulree
additional time to formulate a well-documented and carefully
accurate response. It will be necessary Lo retrieve and
review many documents. Therefore, we are requesting a
thirty day extension to do so.

For the purpose of clarity, each ¢f said respondents would
raise Lo Lhe allention of the Commigelion the fact that thae
complaint as stated in complalnants’ leller relates solely to
uctivities attributed to this committee---3cott for Cungress-
--which was Tom Scott's principal campaign committee for Lhe
1990 election (see Lhe [irst paragraph of complainants’
lelier and each and every substantive qllegation).

The commission has nonelheless notified Mrr. Scott, "Tom Scotl
for Congress~-<his 1993 principal campaign acommittee---and
his 1992 Lreasurer John D. Marvell, although there are no
allegat.ions whatlsoever as Lo 1992 election activity.

To the extent that Lhe compluinants attempt to implicate Tom
Scoll personully by speaking of him as though he were the
committee or its treasurer, 1.e.:

Page 2, Paragraph J3: "Mr. Scott 4did not refund..;"
"Mr. Scott finally refunded...”

Page 2, Paragraph 4: “This s8Lil]l left Mr. Bcott
with...He received a total of...where lLic was legally
allowed to accept only...There is no evidence on his
reports..."

Page 3, Paragraph 5: "...Mr. Scott acaaptad,...”

Page 3, Paragraph 2: "Onve again, Mr. Scott accepted”

Page 3, Paragraph 4: "...Mr. Scott falled to
accurately computa,.." "...exXcessive anountes donated
to Mr. Scott.”

complainants have done what may charjtably bhe described as a
very sloppy Job of mauking alleyations in light of their
professional backgrounds. One i’ actually compalled to
conclude that, motivated to use the FEC for political
advantage, they have intentionally filed a complaint worded
and designed in such fashion as to mislead the press and
othera l1eas sophisricared and knowl edgeable as to FBC
regulations than FEC staff to believe that they have filed a
substantive complaint against Mr. Scott. They have made not
a single allegation of any wrongdolng Ly Mr. Scott.
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The allegationsa of the July 1, 1992 complalnt relule soulely
to DCCC claims a8 to actlivities of "Scott for Congress®--Tom
Scott's principal campaiygn commillee fur Lhe 1990 vleutlon
and its treasurer(s) but not the candidate, Tom Scoll, whom T
believe Lo have no independent reporting obligation of him
own.

Tom Scoll has, pursuant to law, created a principal campaign
committee "Scott for Congresa" for the 1990 campuign and
designated Miss Dureen Rymklewicz as its Treasurer, and later
deaignated Marc Zanghi a8 her succeraor in that poattiaon.,
Tom Scoll has, pursuvant to law, created a principal campaiyn
commities "Tom Scott for Congress” for the 1992 campaipn and
designatad John D. Marvell uw ils Treasurer. Conseguently,
to the extent that the complaint NUR 3553 by counmel for tLhe
Demuvcrallc Congressional Campaign Committee names Tom Scolt
individually am a respondent, il ja groundless and no
reasonable ground for Lhe complaint should be found against
him by the FEC.

At this point, we disregard the shoigun allegalions ol Lhe
firet three paragraphs of the DCCC complaint, which contain
no specific charges but the usual broad Larbrush so often
used by Lhe complainants® principal and servants.

We are eatahlishing communication with the Bnglish FirslL
Politicval Viclory Fund. Our response will follow.

We are establishing communicatlon wilth U. §. SecuritLy PAC.

Our response will follow.

We are attaching hereto GOP 3°'s response to the substance of
thias complaint previously [iled by Attorney Benjamin S.
Proto, Jr. on or about July 19, 1992. Scott for Congress and
Marc zZanghl, its Treasurer, hereby adoplL Lhe response of GOP-
3 as our own as well. GOP-3 ims far better versed in its own
internal operations than are we and we have no reason to
believe that Mr. Proto's response is inaccurate.

A8 to those items listed under “"Inadeguate Filings.,"
disregarding DCCC's gratuitous editorializing, we would
observe generally that the complalinant should have a
threshhold responsibility to specify each item complained of,
The Democrulic Coungressional Campaign Committee 18 not a mom-
and-pop grocery store lacking in sophistication, By filing
very genaralllzed allegations, the complalnaniLs place an
undue burden on respondents and are engeaging in what amounts
to an unacceptable “fishing wxpedition” that is rather
analogous to discovery in a ¢ivil action. The DCCC behaves
1ike a plalntiff’'s attorney sulug General Motors in a
products liability case and propounding interrogatories Lo
the effect. of 1. Have you ever be¢n sued? TIf so, please
provide all relevant details as Lo each and every case.” FEC
should require the complainante to make specify items.
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As to “Tnadeguule Filings.,"™ we have begun researching our
response, but we also ask somu rullief in Lhe form of a
direction by PEC to complalnauls Lo narrow tha scopa of the
complaint to specific jtems.

Finally, as Lo "Inadequate Filings,” we would like to ohsarve
that this complaint was [lled just short of the sscond
anniversary of a previous complaint by DCCC---MUR 3082---and
that it is likely no colncidence that DCCC is in the habit of
filing such complaintls againet those involved in very
competitive Scott campalgns avery tLwo years at convention
time. Coupled with the bLurdeusome broadnassfr and Jack of
specificity of the allegations, thia chronological
“colncidence” leads us to balieve that DCCC ia intantianally
using the FBC procesas to reaguire excessive stalf Ltime to he
devoled Lo responding to DCCC fishing expeditions in &
circumstance in which Lhe Rosa DeLauro re-election campalgn
is, as usual, much more lavishly financed and staffed than is
Scotl's campuiyn. We feel that thie ls an abuse of the FBC
process by DCCC and should bhe regarded as such.

CONCLUSION We will defer recommending c¢onclusions until our
final response as to Scott for Congress and Marc Tanghi, its
Treasursr.

Res tfully submitted,

YA

cott for.Congreds
Mr. Marc Zanghi, Treasurer of Scoll for Cuongress
by James P. Altham, Jr., thelr attorney
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STRATFORD, CONNECTICUT 06497
(203) 378-9595

July 19, 1992

Richard M. Zanfardino
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street NW

Washington DC 20463

RE: MUR 3553

N7 6 Hd 2 I 26

Dear Mr. Zanfardino:

This letter will serve as the official response of the
Connecticut Third Congressional District Republicans a/k/a GOP-3 to
the complaint filed by Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee
(DCCC) against the Scott for Congress Committee.

The DCCC alleges that the Scott for Congress Committee
accepted contributions from GOP-3 in excess of the legal limit. It
is GOP-3's contention that it is a multi-candidate committee as set
forth in 11 C.F.R. Section 100.5(e) (3).

As you are aware, a multi-candidate committee is a political
committee which has met three criteria, namely, it has been in
existence at least six (6) months, has received contributions from
at least 50 persons and has made contributions to at least five (5)
federal candidates.

GOP-3 was formed on June 15 1987 by the filing of a Statement
of Organization with the Commission. The Commission requested
additional information by letter dated July 1, 1987 and an amended
Statement of Organization was filed on August 1, 1987.

GOP-3 filed its first report with the Commission on July 31,
1987. At that time GOP-3 had in excess of fifty (50) contributors.
(Copies of contributors checks are available if the Commission so
desires.) GOP-3's contributors now total in excess of 300 people.

In 1988 GOP-3 made contributions to two Federal candidate
committees, Diette for Congress in the amount of $300.00 made on
May 23, 1988 and Patton for Congress in the amount of $1000.00 made
on June 23, 1988. These contributions appear on the report
covering the period from April 1, 1987 to July 15 1987.
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During the 1990 election cycle GOP-3 contributed to the
following Federal candidate committees: Chase for Congress, $100.00
on May 7, 1990; Scott for Congress, $100.00 on May 7, 1990; Patton
for Congress (this was a different candidate committee than the
1988 committee) $100.00 on September 10, 1990; Franks for Congress,
$50.00 on September 10, 1990; Johnson for Congress, $50.00 on
September 10, 1990; Scott for Congress, $3000.00 on September 10,
1990; and Scott for Congress, $550 on October 18, 1990. The total
contributions made to the Scott for Congress committee by GOP-3 in
1990 was $3,650.00.

11 C.F.R section 110.2(h) limite the contributions from a
multi-candidate committee to any candidate to $5,000.00 for any
election. Clearly, GOP-3's total contributions to the Scott for
Congress committee, which included contributions to a convention
election, a primary election and a general election, were far below
the limitation of $5,000.00. In fact, GOP-3's total contributions
to the Scott for Congress committee, as outlined above totaled
$3650.00.

GOP-3, at the time it made a contribution to Scott for
Congress had met all the requirements for status as a multi-
candidate committee and as such did not make excessive
contributions to the Scott for Congress committee.

Therefore, the DCCC's complaint that GOP-3 contributed to the
Scott for Congress committee in excess of the limit as set by law
is completely and totally without merit and I therefore request
that the Commission dismiss the DCCC's complaint as it applies to
GOP-3.

If the Commission requires any further information please

contact me at the above address.

Tregsurer

Certified Mail P 852 250 588
Return Receipt Requested




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

July 30, 1992

James F. Altham, Esq.
60 Allene Dr.
Hamden, CT 06517

MUR 35563

Tom Scott, Tom Scott

for Congress Committee
and John Marvell, as
treasurer, Scott for
Congress Committee and
Marc Zangi, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Altham:

This is in response to your letter dated July 22, 1992,
which we received on July 24, 1992, requesting an extension of
30 days to respond to the complaint filed in this matter. After
considering the circumstances presented in your letter, the
Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested
extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on August 21, 1992.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3460.

Sincerely,

/Y

Richard M. Zanfardino
Staff Member
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WnrLiaM J. Owson. P.C.
ATTUENEYS AT Law
8160 GREENSBORO DRIVE, SUITS 1070
McLEAN, VIROINIA €8102-0880
TELEPHONE (703) D9E-80OT0

WILLIAM J OLSON rax (703} 388-2000 1008 H BTREET, N W
10.€. VA | SUITE 00O
JOHN 8 ™MILES WABHINSYON, B.C NO00S 3004
IB.G. MD. OF COUNACL! TELEEHANEC 1ROR! 853 SO88
GILMAN & FPArNS A FAN mOd) §9 0000

1QF COUNBEL '

July 31, 1992
BY FAX TO 202-219-2923
Richard Zanfardino, Esguire
Tederal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20463

Re:; MUR 3553;

Dear Mr. Zanfardino:

This will confirm ocur telephone conversation of today and my
request that our clients in the above matter, English rirst
Political Victory Fund and Frank MoGlynn, Treasurer, be allowed a

brief axtension of time to submit their response to your letter
of July 7, 1992.

Par our conversation, the response will be sent as soon as
it can be prepared during the coming week, and hopefully no later
than August 7, 1992.

We thank you for your oconsideration and cooperation in this

matter.
si ly yours, .
Jé%ijzgklllo;iof
L

cc: Bnglish rirst Political Victory Fund

JSM:kjh

P T i UL NPy
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NAMNE OF COUNMEELs William J. Olson,PC (William .7. Olson & John §. Miles)

ADDEESS s 8180 Greensboro Drive

#1070

McLean, VA 22102

TELEPRONR : (703) 356-5085

are
The above-named individuals is hereby designated as my

e =
counsel and 4% authorized to receive any notifications and othei
~N

communications from the Commission and to act on ay behalf before

the Commission.

Signature

English First Political Victory Fund &
Frank McGlynn, Treasurer

3001 Forbes Place

Suite 102

Springfield, VA 22151

(703) 321-9818
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COMMISSION

WiLrLiaM J. Orson, P.C. MALL ROOM

ATTORNEYS A !
8180 OREENSBORO nm::‘:um 1070 -h- 3‘ S 12 m gz

McLEAN, VIRGINIA £€102-3820
TELEPHONE (703) 388-8070

WILLIAM J OLSON FAX (703! asa-8508S 1818 M ATRELY NW
IDC VA SUITE SO0
JOHN 8 MiLES WASHINGTON 22 F0006-3604
IDC MD OF COUNSEL! TELEPHONL (202) 223-9066
GILMAN & PANGIA FAX i202) 331-808¢
1OF COUNSELI

July 28, 1992

By mail and
fax to 202-219-3923

Richard Zanfardino, Esquire
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, b.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3553;
English First Political Victory Fund

Dear Mr. Zanfardino:

As you know, our firm represents English First Political
Victory Fund and Frank McGlyn, Treasurer, in the above-referenced
matter. We understand that our clients telefaxed you yesterday
the Statement of Designation of Counsel that you requested. A
copy thereof is also attached to this letter.

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter, dated July 7,
1992, to our clients regarding MUR 3553, which was received by
our clients on or about July 10, 1992. We would ask that the
matter remain confidential.

This will alsc cenfirm cur clients intend to respond to venr
letter. 1Indeed, this offlice was.gontacted promptly after receipt
of your letter of July 7, 1992, and we have been working
diligently in an effort to respond as requested.

As I informed you in our telephone conversation last week, I
had some difficulty locating some of the documents relative to
this matter prior to my out-of-town trip, from which I just
returned, necessitating our request for an extension of time to
file a response in this matter.

We expect that our response can be sent on or before July
31, 1992, as we discussed. If this becomes impossible, however,
we will notify you of our situation, as you suggested.
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WrLiaM J. Orson, P.C. MALL AOO!
ATTORNEYS AT LAW -
8160 OREENSBORO DRIVE, SUITE 1070 h 3' 9 12 m gz
McLEAN, VIRGINIA 22 102-08e0
TELEPHONE (703 386-B070
WILLIAM J OLSON

FAX (7031 3B86-8083 18IS M STRELETY NW
IDC VA SUITE SO0
JOHN S MILES
IDC MD OF COUNSEL)

WASKINGTON OC 20006 -3804
TELEPHONE (202 2239088
GILMAN & PANGIA FAR (202 33 -8008
1OF COUNSEL!)

July 28, 1992

By mail and

fax to 202-219-3923

Richard Zanfardino, Esquire

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3553;
English First Political Victory Fund

Dear Mr. Zanfardino:
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As you know, our firm represents English First Political
Victory Fund and Frank McGlyn, Treasurer, in the above-referenced
matter. We understand that our clients telefaxed you yesterday

the Statement of Designation of Counsel that you requested. A
copy thereof is also attached to this letter.

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter, dated July 7,

1992, to our clients regarding MUR 3553, which was received by
our clients on or about July 10, 1992.

We would ask that the
matter remain confidential.

This will alsc cenfirm cur clients intand to respond to vemr
letter.

Indeed, this office was.gontacted promptly after receipt
of your letter of July 7, 1992, and we have been working
diligently in an effort to respond as réquested.

As I informed you in our telephone conversation last week, I
had some difficulty locating some of the documents relative to

this matter prior to my out-of-town trip, from which I just

returned, necessitating our request for an extension of time to
file a response in this matter.

We expect that our response can be sent on or before July
31, 1992, as we discussed.

If this becomes impossible, however,
we will notify you of our situation, as you suggested.




Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely yours,

JSM:kjh

cc: English First Political Victory Fund




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCTON, DC 20463

August 3, 1992

BY FACSIMILE

John S. Miles, Esq.
8180 Greensboro Dr. Suite 1070
McLean, VA 22102-3823

MUR 3553

English First Political
Victory Fund, and Frank
McGlynn, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Miles:

This is in response to your letter dated July 31, 1992,
which we received on July 31, 1992, requesting an extension
until August 7, 1992 to respond to the complaint in this matter.
After considering the circumstances presented in your letter,
the Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested

extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on August 7, 1992,

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

7

Richard M. Zanfardino
Staff Member
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

August 5, 1992
BY PACSIMNILE

Connecticut Republican Federal
Campaign Committee

Kevin Delgabbo, Executive Director
78 Oak St.

Hartford, CT. 06106

RE: MUR 3553
Dear Mr. Delgabbo:

Pursuant to our phone conversation today, I am enclosing a
copy of the July 7, 1992 complaint notification letter sent to
the Connecticut Republican Federal Campaign Committee and Robert
Norman, as treasurer. Please review the letter and enclosures

and respond to this Office within 15 days.

If you have any further questions, please contact me at

(202) 219-3690.
Sincerely,

Richard M. Zanfardino
Staff Member
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Woriam J. Orson, P.C.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

8180 GREENSBORO DRIVE. SUITE 1070

McLEAN, VIRGINIA 2£2102-3823
TELEPHONE (703 356-8070

WILLIAM J OLSON FAX t703) 356-5088 18IS H STREET. N W
iDC . VA SUITE GO0
JOHN & MILES WASHINGTON D C R0006-38046
DEC MD. OF COUNSEL TELEPHONE (202) 223-9066
GILMAN & PANGIA FAX (202 A3i1-@98€e
{OF COUNSEL

August 7, 1992

HAND DELIVER

General Counsel

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

Attention: Jonathan A. Bernstein, Esquire
Assistant General Counsel

Re: English First Political Victory Fund
Frank McGlynn, Treasurer; MUR 3553

Dear Sir:

This firm represents English First Political Victory Fund
("EF-PVF") and Frank McGlynn, Treasurer, in the above-referenced
matter. Enclosed is a copy of the Statement of Designation of
Counsel, signed by Frank McGlynn, Treasurer, EF-PVF, authorizing
the undersigned to act as counsel in this matter. (A copy wvas
previously forwarded to you directly by EF-PVF on July 27, 1992.)

MUR 3553 was instituted by the Commission following the
filing of a complaint against Tom Scott, candidate for United
States Representative from the State of Connecticut in 1990, and
his principal campaign committee ("the Respondents™), filed by
the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee (™DCCC"™) on July
1, 1992. According to DCCC, the Respondents violated the Federal
Election Campaign of 1971, as amended ("FECA"™ or "the Act"), 2
U.S.C. sections 431, et seg., and related Federal Election
Commission regulations, 11 C.F.R. sections 100.1, et seq., by
accepting excessive contributions and by failing to file accurate
reports of receipts and disbursements.

With respect to EF-PVF, DCCC has alleged that $3,000 in
excessive contributions were made in 1990 to the Scott campaign
and that appropriate refunds were never made. This does not
appear to be accurate, as described below. Indeed, although EF-
PVF was premature in designating itself as a multicandidate
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committee, it appears that the situation was rectified and the
appropriate reports filed and refunds made.

We are writing in response to your letter of July 7, 1992,
to EF-PVF, to demonstrate that no action should be taken against
EP-PVF in this matter.

RELEVANT FACTS

EF-PVF was formed as a political committee on May 29, 1990.
Its FEC Form 1 (Statement of Organization) apparently was filed
with the Federal Election Commission on or before June 8, 1990.!

EF-PVF became a multicandidate committee on December 8,
1990. At that time, it had been registered for six months, it
had received contributions from more than 50 contributors, and it
hade made contributions to at least five federal candidates.

During 1990 and 1991, jinter alia, EF-PVF made contributions
totalling $7,000 to the campaign committees of Tom Scott,
Republican candidate for the United States House of
Representatives from Connecticut. These contributions were made
with respect to Mr. Scott’s primary election campaign, general
election campaign, and for debt retirement. The contributions
were made as follows:

1. June 28, 1990 undesignated -- primary
$1,000 contribution
see October 15, 1990 Quarterly Report

2. October 11, 1990 general election on September 11, 1990
$3,000 contribution
see 12th day Report preceding general
election on November 6, 1990

3. October 30, designated general
$1,000 contribution
see 30 day Report following general
election on November 6, 1990

4. December 9, 1990 designated, general but for debt
retirement
$1,000 contribution

! It appears that the document was received at the FEC
earlier, but was not officially registered until June 8, 1990.
As discussed below, EF-PVF became confused about the time it
became a multicandidate committee, believing that it had achieved
that status in October 1990, rather than December 1990. Attached
hereto as Exhibit A is the report of EF-PVF where it stated its
belief that it was a multicandidate committee.
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see January 31, 1991 Year End Report 1990

5. April 18, 1991 undesignated, but for debt retirement
$1,000 contribution
see July 31, 1991 Mid Year Report

As appears more fully below, a total of $2,000 was refunded
to EF-PVF by the Scott for Congress campaign, making the net
contribution amount $5,000, $1,000 of which was for the primary
election on September 11, 1990, and $1,000 of which was made
after the general election of November 6, 1990. As can be seen,
$2,000 of the contribution of October 11, 1990, and the
contribution of $1,000 on October 30, 1990, initially were
excessive, because EF-PVC did not achieve multicandidate
committee status until December 8, 1990 (when it had been
officially registered with the FEC for six months). But EF-PVF
believed that it had achieved multicandidate committee status on
October 11, 1990, as indicated on its report to the FEC (12th day
report preceding general election on November 6, 1990, covering
the period between October 1, 1990 and October 17, 1990, Exhibit
A hereto). The notification from the FEC that EF-PVF had not yet
achieved multicandidate committee status (see letter of November
7, 1990, Exhibit B hereto) was the first notice to EF-PVF that
its contributions to the Scott campaign were in excess of those
allowed by law. Accordingly, referring to the FEC’s letter of
November 7, 1990, EF-PVF requested a refund from the Scott
campaign.

Obviously, however, there was still some confusion about the
extent of permissible contributions, especially since EF-PVF was
about to become a multicandidate committee in early December and,
upon receipt of a $1,000 refund from the Scott for Congress
campaign, on December 7, 1990, EF-PVF wrote to the FEC confirming
that the refund had been received and asking for confirmation
that the problems referred to (in the FEC letter of November 7,
1990, Exhibit B hereto) had been cleared up. See letter of
December 7, 1990, Lawrence D. Pratt, President, English First, to
Kenneth A. Davis, Jr., Reports Analysis Division, FEC, Exhibit C
hereto. To the best of our knowledge, there was no response to
that letter of December 7, 1990, other than a letter from the FEC
(Mr. Davis) to EF-PVF, dated March 13, 1991 (Exhibit D hereto),
requesting that EF-PVF amend its report to show the refund on the
correct line. English First certainly believed that there was no
problem.

As of December 8, 1990, EF-PVF had achieved multicandidate
committee status. On December 9, 1990, it contributed an
additional $1,000 to the Scott for Congress campaign. An
additional $1,000 was donated to Scott for Congress on April 18,
1991. Both of these contributions were apparently for debt
retirement.
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By letter dated March 19, 1991, the FEC for the first time
addressed the question of an excessive contribution being
reflected on the 30 day post-general report of EF-PVF covering
the period 10/18/90 through 11/26/90. See Exhibit E hereto. As
indicated above, EF-PVF had on that report reflected a
contribution of $1,000 to the Scott for Congress campaign. Upon
receipt of the letter of March 19, 1991, from the FEC, however,
it requested a refund of that $1,000 contribution and the refund
was reported as received on June 29, 1991.

DISCUSSION

Technically, as already indicated above, EF-PVF made pre-
election contributions to the Scott for Congress campaign, in the
amount of $3,000 beyond the limit for new campaign committees,
but within the limit of $5,000 for multicandidate committees. Of
that excess, $2,000 was actually refunded to EF-PVF by the Scott
for Congress campaign. Nevertheless, as we would hope you will
realize, the error in this regard was not an intentional one, and
was made through a misapprehension of EF-PVF’s status as a
multicandidate committee. 1In each instance, the facts were fully
reported to the FEC, including the mistaken fact that EF-PVF had
qualified for multicandidate committee status as of October 11,
1990 (gee Exhibit A). Furthermore, EF-PVF acted to try to
correct the situation as soon as an error was discovered. Upon
receipt of notification from the FEC, in November 1990, of an
excessive contribution, EF-PVF acted immediately to retrieve the
excess, and obtained a refund from the Scott for Congress
campaign on December 7, 1990.? And it wrote a letter to the FEC
asking for assurance from the agency that all was in order and
that the error in the earlier report had been rectified in full.
There was no response to that letter and EF-PVF thus assumed that
all was in order.

In short, EF-PVF made an initial error when it prematurely
designated itself as a multicandidate committee. The erroneous
reports and excessive contribution both stemmed from that initial
error.

We would respectfully submit that EF-PVF acted reasonably
under the circumstances. Although its error in prematurely

? In actual fact, although the excess was $2,000, the refund
was only $1,000 because EF-PVF (correctly assuming that, as a new
committee, it could contribute a total of $2,000 to a candidate
or a candidate’s committee for an election cycle) apparently did
not consider the $1,000 contribution for the primary election it
had made in June, 1990, to the Scott for Congress campaign.
Again, it is important to note that EF-PVF believed that it had
acted properly, and requested confirmation from the FEC that it
had done so. (See letter of December 7, 1990, Exhibit C hereto.)
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designating itself as a multicandidate committee was made, it was
clearly an error made in good faith, with total disclosure to the
FPEC. And both times the error wvas pointed out to it, EF-PVF
acted to bring about rectification, including seeking (and
obtaining) refunds of the excess contributions and amending its
reports accordingly.

Moreover, aside from the timing of the contributions, no
harm has been done. EF-PVF contributed a net of $5,000 ($1,000
for the primary election, $2,000 for the general election, and
$2,000 for debt retirement) to the Scott for Congress campaign.
It legally could have contributed at least $6,000 ($1,000 for the
primary election, $1,000 for the general election, and $4,000 for
debt retirement).

CONCLUSJON

For the foregoing reasons, we would respectfully submit that
the complaint against EF-PVF should be dismissed.

Sincerely yours,

William Olson
WJO:kjh
Enclosures

cc: English Pirst Political Victory Fund
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NAME OF COMMITTRE (in Pult)

English Pirst Political victory Fund

C00245720

A, Pull Noms, Molling Ad¢rem ond 2P Code
Jimmy J. Gloria
2116 Swetzer RAd.
Penryn CA 95663

Purpose of Disbursement
Independent expenditur
for CA Assembl

Dishburterment for:

Other (specify)

Oste imenth,
dey, yoer)

10/2/90

Amount of Bach
Oliburtement This Period

1,000.00

8. Pull Namo, Meiting Addrass and 2 Code
Helms for Senate

Raleigh NC 27609

4505 Falls of the Neuf Rd.

Purpose of Dishursement
Contribution

NC/Senate

Disbursernem for:
Other (specify)

Primery | X Genersl

Oete imonth,
dey, yeer}

10/11/90

Amsung of ach
Disbursernent This Perlod

2,000.00

€. Pull Nome, Malling Address and 2P Code
Silber for Gov.

441 Stuart St., 2nd Fl.
Boston MA 02116

Purpose of Disbursement
Contribution
MA/Governor

Disburternemt for:
Other (specify)

Primery KJGmI

Dete (month,
dey, yeor)

10/11/90

Amount of Esch
Disbursement This Period

2,000.00

©. Full Neme, Malling Addrass snd ZIP Cade
Scott for Congress

», O. Box 5106
Milford CT 06460

Purpose of Disbursement
Contribution
| CT/3

Disbursermem for:
Other (specity)

Primery [ |Geners!

Dete (month,
dey, yeer)

10/11/90

Amount of Esch
Disbursement This Period

3,000.00

8. Full Neme, Molling Address snd ZIP Code
Dudycz for Congress

6153 North Northwest Hwy
Chicago IL 60646

Purpose of Disbursement
Contribution
IL/11

Dlsburserment for: Uﬂrhw [_);omu
Other hapecify)

Dete imonth,
dsy, yoor)

10/11/90

Amount of Each
Disburssment This Period

2,500.00

. Eull Neme, Malling Addres snd ZWP Cede
English First PAC
4246 2nd Ave.
Sacramento CA 95817

Purpose of Disburssment
Contribution

Disbursemenm for:

—1OM¢huﬁhJ—th‘w B Gonen

Dete imonth,
.V."-)

10/11/90

Amount of Esch
Disbursement This Period

2,000.00

G. Full Nomo, Malling Address snd ZIP Code
Committee to Elect Ted
Whitaker

41 Linwood Dr.

N. Kingstown RI 02852

Purposs of Disburssment
Contribution

Disburserment for:

FjommwmnmoLJnh“w<ijhum

Dste imonth,
dey, yesr)

10/11/90

Amoum of Esch
Disbursement This Period

250.00

M. Fuit Neme, Malling Address and Z WP Code

Purpose of Disbursement

Disbursernem for:
Other (specify)

Primary I_l Geners!

Amount of Each
Disbursement This Period

1. Full Name, Malling Address and 2IP Code

Purpose of Disbursement

Disburssment for: U Primary UGmnl

- ql Other (specify)

Date (month,
day, yeer)

Amount of Eech
Disbursernem This Period

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (optional) ................ ... ciinienans BT e b AL e e & >

TOTAL This Perics (lnay auge this [ine mamiBer- GRIV] .. o« .6 ccooine ciecbivicinnssrspgessssnsssnvoesshonassissasss >

12,750.00




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 0.C. 2043

Frank McGlynn, Treasurer

tn;ltsh Picst Politicel Victory
und

8001 rorbes Place, Suite 102

Springfield, VA 22151

Identification Number: C€00245720
Reference: 12 Day Pre-General Report (10/1/90-10/17/90)
Dear Mz. McGlynn:

This letter is prompted by the Comaission’s preliminacy
review of the report(s) rceferenced above. The reviev raised
questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An itemisation follows:

-Schedule B of your report (pecrtinent portion(s)
attached) discloses a contribution(s) which appears to
exceed the limits set forth in the Act. The Act
precludes a political committee, other than s
multicandidate committee, from making a contribution to
a candidate for federal office in excess of $1,000 per
election. (2 U.8.C. S44dla(a))

If the contribution(s) in question was incompletely or
incorrectly disclosed, you should amend your original
teport with a clarifying information. 1If you have made
an excessive conttribution, you should either notify the
recipient and request a refund of the amount in excess
of 1,000 and/or notify the recipient, in writing, of
your redesignation of the contribution. All refunds and
redesignations must be made within sixty days of the
treagurer’s receipt of the contribution. Refunds are
reported on Line 16 of the Detailed Summary Page and on
Schedule A of the report covering the period during
which they are received. Redesignations are cteported as
memo entries on Schedule B of the report covering the
period during which the redesignation is made. (11 CrFR
§110.1(b))

Although the Commission may take further legal steps
regarding the excessive contribution(s), your prompt
action in obtaining a refund and/or redesignating the
contribution(s) will be taken into consideration.

A U S
T EXHIBIT B -




A written response or an amendment to your orltlnal roeo:t(.)
correcting the above rroblna(o) should be filed with the Pederal
glection Comaission within fifteen (15) days of the date of this
letter. If you need assistance, please feel free to contact me on
our 2::31-!:-. ausber, (000) 424~9%30. My local number is (202)
,1‘- .

Sincerely,

Yk Bk, /.

Xenneth A. Davis, Jr.
Reports Anslyst
Reports Analysis Division
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December 7, 1990

Mzr. Xenneth A. Davis, Jr.
Reports Analysis Division
rederal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Reference: 12 Day Pre-Ceneral Report (10/1/90-10/17/90)

Dear Mr. Davis:

We have now received a $1000 refund from the Scott for Congreas
campaign. Earlier, per our letter of November 19, we were able
to inform you that the $300 refund frem the Dudycs for Congress
campaign had been received.

Hopefully this clears up the problems from the referrenced
report. Can you tell me if this now closes the matter?

Sincerely,

= e > ol

Lawrence D. Pratt
President

4 U S
— EXHIBIT C ==

8001 FORBES PLACE. SUITE 102. SPRINGFIELD, VIRGINIA 22151 (703) 321-8818




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, O C. 3046

rrank NeGlynn, Treasurer

Bnaglish Pirst Political Victory rund
0001 rordes Place, Suite 102
Springfield, VA 122181

Identification Number: C00245720
Refecrence: Year End Report (11/27/90-12/31/90)
Dear Mr. McGlynn:

This letter is prompted Dby the Commission’s preliminar
teview of the report(s) referenced above. The reviev raise
questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An itemisation follows:

-Your letter dated December 7, 1990 stated that you
teceived a 81,000 refund from the Bcott for Congress
Campaign and & $800 refund from the s for Congress
Campaign. Refunds are treported on Line 16 of the report
covering the period during which they are received.
Please amend your report accordingly.

A wecitten response or an smendment to your original re ct(s)
correcting the above problea(s) should be filed with the PFederal
Blection Commission within fifteen (15) days of the date of this
letter. If you need assistance, please feel free to contact me on
gg; 2::31-!:00 nuaber, (800) 42¢-9530. Ny local number is (202)

Sincerely,

W Do, f.

Kenneth A. Davis, Jr.
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

AN I S
- EXHIBIT D i




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 0.C. 30443

Prank McGlynn, Treagurer

lngll;h Pirat Politicel Victory
run

0001 Porbes Place, Suite 102

springfield, VA 23181

tdentification Number:s ¢€00245720

reference:! 30 Day Post-General Report (10/18/90-11/26/90)
Dear Mr. NcGlynn:

This letter is prompted by the Commission’s preliminar
review of the creport(s) referenced above. The review raise
questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An itemisation follows:

-Schedule B3 of your creport (pertinent poction(s)
attached) discloses a contribution(s) which appears to
exceed the limits set forth {n the Act. The Act
precludes a political <committee, other than a
sulticandidate committes, from making a contribution to
a candidate for federal office in excess of $1,000 per
election. (2 U.8.C. $4dla(a))

If the contribution(s) in question was incompletely or
incorrectly disclosed, you should amend your original
reportt with a clarifying information. If you have made
an excessive contribution, you should either notify the
recipient and request a refund of the amount in excess
of 1,000 and/oct notify the recipient, in writing, of
your redesignation of the contribution. All refunds and
redesignations must be made within sixty days of the
treasurer’'s receipt of the contzibution. Refunds are
ceported on Line 16 of the Detailed Summary Page and on
Schedule A of the report covoring the period during
which they are received. Redesignations are reported as
memo entries on Schedule B of the report covo:ingl the

period during which the redesignation is made. ( CPR
$110.1(b))

Although the Commission may take further legal steps
regarding the excessive contribution(s), your prompt
action n obtaining a refund and/or redesignating the
contribution(s) will be taken into consideration.

EXHIBIT E L




-For future repocting, please be advised that
conteibutions to fedecal candidates and politicel
comnittees should be itemised on a lozarutc Schedule B
uupzorttn Line 21 of the Detailed Summacry Page.
Contributions to non-federal cendidates and committees
should be itemiszed on Schedule B supporting Line 37.

A written response or an amendment to your original repors(s)
correcting the above g:oblo.(l) should be filed with the Pederal
glection Commission within £ifteen (13%5) days of the date of this
letter. If you need assistance, please feel free to contact me on

out toll-free nuamber, (800) €¢24-9%530. My locel number is (202)
376¢-2400.

Sincerely,

Ko by J.

Kenneth A. Davis, Jr.
Reports Analyst
Reports Anslyesis Division
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‘L NO.203 288 9424 . ARug 21,92 16:27 P.0S

JANBS F. ALTHAN, JR.
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW
60 ALLENE DRIVE
HAMDEN, CT 068517
(203) 288-9424

August 21, 1993

Federal ERlection Commission
999 B Street, N. W.
Washington, D, C. 20463

Attention: Richard M. Zanfardino, Eesq.
General Counsel's Office

RXe: MUR 3553
Complainants: Robert F, Bauer, Esq.
Judith L. Corey, Bsq.
Coungel to the Democratic Congressional
Campaign Committes
Respondent: Tom Scott
Tom Scott for Congress Committee (CT=-3) and
John Marvell, Its Treasurer
Date of Complaint: 7/1/92 (Received by FBC: 7/1/92)
Date of FEC Notification to Respondent: 7/7/92
Date of Receipt by Respondents: 7/10/92 (est.)

Dear Mr. Zanfardino,

The purpose of this letter is to request, based upon response
submitted this date by fax and previous submissions, that the FEC
sumnarily dismiss the above-numbered complaint against:

Respondent : Tom Scott
Tom Scott for Congruss Committes (CT-3) and
John Marvell, Its Treasurer

Respectfully subsitted,

> wtFZ~

Scott
Tom Scott for Congress
Mr. John D. Marvell, Treasurcr of Tom Scott for Congress
by James F. Altham, Jr., their attorney




TEL NO.203 288 9424 Aug 21,92 16:28 P.06

JAMES F. ALTHAM, JR.
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAN
60 ALLENE DRIVE
HANDEN, CT 06517
(203) 288-9424

August 21, 1992

Pederal Election Commission
999 E Street, N. W,
Washington, D. C. 3046)

Attention: Richerd M. Zanfardino, Esq.
General Counsel’'s Office

Re: MUR 3553

Complainants: Robert F. Bauer, Bsq.

Judith L. Corey, Eaq.

Counsel to the Democratic Congressional

Campaign Committee

Respondent: Scott for Congress Committee (CT-3) and

Marc Zanghl, Its Treasurer
Date of Complaint: 7/1/92 (Received by FEC: 7/1/92)
Date of FBC Notiflication to Respondent: 1/7/93
Date of Receipt by Respondents: 7/10/92 (est.)
Date to Which Response Deadline was Extended: 8/21/92

Dear Mr. Zanfardino,

As you know, this office represents the above-named respondents
in MUR 3533. We have previously forwarded duly axecuted
Statements of Designation of Counsel reflecting that
representation.

We are in receipt of the following 4ocuments relevant toe NUR
3553:
a) A copy of the é~page complaint filed by the Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee acting through its
Counsel Robert F. Bauer, Esq. and Judith L. Corey. Esq.

dated July 1, 1992, and apparently received by the FEC
on July 1, 1993;

b) A form entitled "Statement of Designation of Counsel;

c¢) A two page letter directed to Tom Socott for Congreses to
the attention of Mr. Marc Zanghi from FEC Asst. General
Counsel Jonathen A. Bernstein.

We understand that, despite the requirement of Mr. Bernstein’'a
letter that a reply be forwarded by July 22, 1992, the time for
replying has been formally extended to August 31, 1993

The following is our response. I hereby
regquest, at your suggestion, an additional thirty days to
complete our response to MUR 355).
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RESPONSE TO THNE CONPLAINT:

1. The Respobndents Bcott for Congress Committoe end its
Preasurer MNarc Zanghl expect to deny that there is reason te
believe that they have committed any violation as alleged in
the complaint riled by the Complainant. Nonetheless., the
complaint as to them is very wide-ranging and haa reguirmd
additional ¢time to formulate a wnll-documented and cerefully
accurate response. We have made much progress but have not
completed our search. It will be necessary to retrieve and
review many documents. Therefore, we are requesting en
additional time extension to do so.

Yor Lhe purpose of clarity, each of smaid respondents would
raise Lo the attention of the Commisston the fact that the
complaint as stated in complajinants' letter relates soulely Lo
activities attributed to this committee---Scott for Congress-
--which was Tom Scott's principal campaign vommitiee for the
1990 election (see the first paragraph of complainentis’
letter and wavh and every substantive allegation).

The commission has nonetheless notified Mr. Scott, “Tom 8cotlt
for Congress---his 1992 principal campaign committee---and
his 1992 treasurer John D. Marvell, although Lhere are uo
allegations whatsoever as to 1992 election activity.

TOo the extent that the complainants attempt Lo impllcatle Tom
Scott personally by speaking of him as though he wexre the
committee or its treasurer, l.e.:

Page 2, Paragraph 3: “Mr. Scotl d4dld nol refund..;”
“Mr. 8cott finally refunded...”

Page 32, Paragraph 4: “Thie alill left Mr. Scott
with...He received a total of...where he was legally
allowed to accept only...There is no evidence on his
reports..."”

Page 2, Paragraph 5: *...Mr. Scott accepted...."
Page 3, Paragraph 2: *“Once again, Mr. Scott accepted”

Page 3, Paragraph 4: "...Mr. 8cott fajled to
wocuralely compute...” “.,.excessive amounts donated
to Nr. Scott.”

complalinants have done what may charjitably be described as a
very sloppy job of making allegations in light of their
professional backgrounds. One is actually compelled to
conclude that, motivated to use the FEC for political
advantage, they have intentionally filed a complaint worded
and designed in such fashjon ar to mislead the press and
others less sophisticated and knowledgeable as to PFEC
regulations than FEC staff to believe that they have filed a
substantive complaint against Mr. Scott. They haeve made acot
a single allegation of any wrongdoing by Mr. Scott.
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The allegations of the July 1, 1992 complaint relate solely
to DCCC claime as to activities of "Scott for Congress”--Tom
Scott's principal campaign committee for the 1990 election
and its treasurer(s) but not the candidate, Tom Scott, whom T
believe Lo have no indepwndent reporting obligation of his
own.

Tom Bcull has, pursuant to law, created a principel campaign
committes “"Scott for Congress” for the 1990 campeign and
designated Miss Doreen Rymkiewicz as its Treasurer., and later
designated Marc zanghi as her successor in that position.
Tom Scolt has, pursuant to law, created a principal campaign
committee "Tom Scott for Congress" for the 1992 campaign and
designated John D. Marvell as its Treasurer. Comseguently,
to the extent that the complaint NUR 3533 by counsel for the
Democratic Congressional Cempaign Commilttee names Tom Scott
individually as a respondent, it is groundless and no
reasonable ground for Lhe complalntl should be found against
him by the FEC.

At this point, we disregard the shotgun allegations of the
first three paragraphs of the DCCC complaint, which contain
no specific charges but the usual broad tarbrush so often
used by the complainants’ principel end servants.

¥e are, upon your advice, refraining from communiocation with
with the English First Political Victory Fund. We have
previously recelved communications from FEC regarding 1990
contributions from English First Political Victory Pund and
have, to the best of our knowledge., complied with each and
every requirement of the regulations and thoss FEC
conmunications regarding such contributions from English
First Political Victory Fund end we await any further advice
from FEC regarding such contributions and stand ready to do
whatever FPEC advises in that regard. We believe that we are
in compliance already, however.

We are, upon your advice, refraining from communication with
with U. 8. Security PAC. We have no reason, based upon our
own knowledge. to believe that we are not in compoliance with
FEC requirements regarding U. 8. 8ecurity PAC. When we were
previously notified by FEC of the possibility that U. §.
Security PAC was not qualified as a multicandidate committee,
we contacted one Karen White of FEC to explain that Scott for
Congrees Committes and its Treasurer had not been able to
reach U. 8. BSecurity PAC personnel Lo uvblain spucific
information as to its multicandidate status and usked Karwn
White’'s assistance in that regard. She confirmed that V. §.
Security PAC was merely a “potential” problem. We requested
that Karen White get back to us if there was an actual
problem. We have not heard from her or other FEC personnel
since.
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10. We previously provided GOP 3's response to the substance of
this complaint previously filed by Attorney Benjamin 8.
Proto, Jr. on or about July 19, 19932. 6Gcott for Congress and
Marc Zanghli, its Treasurer, have no reason to believe that
they are in violation regarding GOP~3. We have, upon your
advice, refrained from further communication with GOP-3. We
believe that it 1s obvious that GOP~3 is far better versed in
its own internal operations than are we and we have no reason
to believe that Mr. Proto's response is inaccurate.

Ags to thoss items listed under “Other Excessive Party
Contributions,” and the specific allegation that the Bcott
for Congress Committee recelilved “over §20,000 during 1990
from various state and local party committees in
Connecticut,” the fact is that we received $13,000 from such
committees in 1990.

. As to those items 1listed under "Ineadequate Pllinge,"
disregarding DCCC's gratuitous editoriallzing, we would
observe generally that the complainant should have a
threshhold responsibility to speclfy each ltem complalned of.
The Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee is not a mom—
and-pop grocery store lacking in sophistication. By filing
very generaliized allegations, the complainants place an
undue burden on respondents and are engaging in what amounts
to an unacceptable "fishing expedition™ that is rather
analogous to discovery in a civil action. The DCCC behaves
1ike a plaintiff s attorney sulng General Motors in a
products liability case end propounding interrogatories to
the effect of 1. Have you ever been sued? If so, please
provids all relevant detalls as to each and every case.” FEC
stiould require the complainants to make specity items.

As to "Inadequate Filings,” we are providing this preliminary
response, but we also continue to ask some relief in the form
of a direction by FEC to complainants to narrow the scope of

the complaint to specific items.

O We attach a copy of the letter which we used as a form
letter to each contributor who failed to provide full
information. We understand that the mailing of such =
letter to each such individual constitutes compliance with
the "best efforts” standard and that we are thereforw in
compliance in this respect. When we received responses, we
amended accordingly.

The complainl as to separate and jumbled schedules is not
gpecific and we cannot know to what the complainant refers
from the information provided in the complajint.

The same is true as to the following four items.
However, as to the laslL item, the Hanley contribution of

3/26/90 should have been redesignated for the convention.
Mr. Hanley gave a tolal of $§3,000 during the year which
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inoluded three periods and would have allowed $3,000 in
contributions from him.

Finally, as to “Inmdequate Filings,"” we would like to obaserve
that thie compleint was filed just short of the second
anniversary of a previour complaint by DCCC-—-MUR 3083=-=~and
that it is likely no coincidence that DCCC is in the habit or
filing such complaints against those involved in very
competitive 8cott campaigns every two years at convention
time. Coupled with the burdensome broadness and lack of
specificity of tho allegetions, this chronological
“colincidence™ leads us to believe that DCCC is intentionally
using the FRC process to require excessive staff time to be
devoted to responding to DCCC fishing expeditions in a
circumstance in which the Rosa Deliauro re-election campaiyn
is, as usual, much more lavishly financed and staffed than 1s
Scott's campaign. We feel that this 18 an abuse of the FEC
process by DCCC and should be regarded as such.

. As to Complainants® Conclusory paragraph, we will refrain
from responding to the editorjal c¢ommentary and respectfully
suggest that the three requested remedies are surely
excessive and unwarranted, particularly where, as here, there
are either no violations whatsoever or a small nuwber of

minor violations.

CONCLUSION We respectfully urge that the FEC dismiss thias
complaint against 8cott for Congress and Marc Zanghi, its
Treasurey.

Regpectfully submitted,

cott for Congress 2

Mr. Marc Zanghi, Treasurer of Bcott for Congress
by James F. Altham, Jr., their attorney
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Soofit for Congress - P.O. Bax 5108 - Miiord, Conneclicut 00480 - (203) 876-7776 - Mise Zenghl, Tresowe:

Dear

Please allow me to thank you once again for your ocontibution

to my Congressional campaign. With your help, we are waging an
aggressive battle; each day I am more confident about victory on

November 6.

As a contributor to our campaign, federal law requires that
ve request the name of your employer and your ocoupation. For

mxr convenience in helping us comply with this regulstion, I
e enclosed a donor card and a business reply envalope,

. Please forgive this intrusion, and thank you again for your
help.

Sincerely,

Tom Socott
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Mr. L. Francis Bouchey, President ” 3
Ambassador Curtin Winsor, Treasurer

September 2, 1992

Mr. Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street. NW
Washington, DC 20463

ATTN: Mr. Richard M. Zanfardino REF: MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Bernstein,

nn:h Hd £- 43526

This is in response to your letter of July 7. 1992 which did not reach us at our new
address until 20 August 1992.

It appears that we unintentionally violated F.E.C. rules by co.tributing an excessive
$800 to the campaign of Mr. Tom Scott, a fact reflected in our report to the commission.
We did not understand that we had to wait until the F.E.C. certified the PAC as a multi-
candidate committee once we Fad in fact satisfied the requirements, which had been done.

We shall be pleased to ask Mr. Scott to refund the amount in question if you advise
we should do so.

Finally. we ask you take cognisance of the fact that the U.S. Security PAC is a small,
essentially volunteer operation that gave less than $10.000 during the 1990 election cycle and
will only expand a comparable amount in 1992. We have made every good faith effort to
comply with F.E.C. regulations and shall continue tc do so. Please contact me if you require
any further information.

Sincerely,
~) .
?. .4 “iCcc, /@j,@

Francis Bouchey
for Curtin Windsor. Treasarer

1667 K Strect, NW @ Suite 200 ® Washington, 1).C. 20006
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Connecticut Republicans

78 Oak Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106
Telephone: (203) 547-0589 * Fax: (203) 278-8563

Scoll for Congress Commitiee, MUR 3553
To Whom It Mav Concern:
Please advise me of the status of the captioned complaint.

-

= £ oo S e d
hank you for your gssistonce with this matter.

Sincerely,

Philio L. Smith
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ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS WILL BE ADDED TO THIS FILE AS THEY
BECOME AVAILABLE. PLEASE CHECK FOR ADD
o Fiabig ITIONAL MICROFILM
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

AASHINCTON DC 4]

Microficn

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION IS ADDED TO

THE PUBLIC RECORD IN CLOSED MUR 3553 .
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THE READER IS REFERRED TO ADDITIONAL MICROFILM LOCATIONS

FOR THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THIS CASE

1. Memo, General Counsel 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.

K
W/

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. DT 2046}

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert Bauer, Esg.

Judith Corley, Esq.
Perkins Coie

607 Fourteenth Street, NW
wWashington, DC 20005-2011

RE: MUR 3553
Dear Ms. Corley and Mr. Bauer:

On July 1, 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 Tom Scott, Tom Scott for Congress,
and John D. Marvell, as treasurer, Scott for Congress, and Marc
Zanghi, as treasurer, U.S. Security PAC, Inc., and Curtin Winsor,
as treasurer, Connecticut Third Congressional District Republicans,
and Benjamin S. Proto Jr., as treasurer, and the Connecticut
Republican Federal Campaign Committee and Robert Norman, as
treasurer. See attached narrative. Accordingli. 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.S.C. § 437g(a)(8).

s

rik Morrison
Staff Member

Attachment
Narrative

DEC 09 1992

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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stt for Congress

This complaint genersted matter involves alleged excessive
contributions by some small PACs to Tom Scott’s 1990
congressional campaign in Connecticut’s 3rd CD. There are also
some allegations regarding misceporting and a possible issue
involving affiliation of local party committees. The activity
involved no impact on the process, no serious intent, and no
substantial amounts of money.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

DEC 10 893

Connecticut Third Congressional
District Republicans

Benjamin S. Proto Jr., Treasurer
1877 Broadridge Avenue
Stratford, CT 06497

RE: MUR 3553
Dear Mr. Proto:

On July 7, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
the Connecticut Third Congressional District Republicans
and you, as treasurer, 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 Connecticut Third
Congressional District Republicans, and you, as treasurer. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its Tile
in this matter.

4 354279

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 socon 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.

7 9 0

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

incerely 5!
‘/( I/Mavw—{vx
ik Morrison
Staff Member




Benjamin S. Proto Jr., treasurer
Page 2

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: nEc 09 1593
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WUR 3553
Tom Scott for Congress

This complaint generated matter involves alleged excessive
contributions by some small PACs to Tom Scott’'s 1990
congressional campaign in Connecticut’s 3rd CD. There are also
some allegations regarding misreporting and a possible issue
involving affiliation of local party committees. The activity

involved no impact on the process, no serious intent, and no
substantial amounts of money.

e




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 20463

peEc 1 0 B9

william J. Olson, PC
wWwilliam J. Olson, Esq.
John S. Miles, Esq.
8180 Greensboro Drive,
#1079

McLean, VA 22102

RE: MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Olson and Mr. Miles:

On July 7, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
the English First Victory Fund, and Frank McGlynn as treasurer,
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 English First
Victory Fund, and Frank McGlynn as treasurer. 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 lic. 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.

) 30§ RETY 48

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

SEZ;:;E£$,2411404;§—1—\
E MoYrison

Staff Member

219-3690.




:nqli;h First Political Victory Fund, Frank McGlynn as treasurer
age

Attachment
Narrative

DEC 09 1993

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3553
Tom Scott for Congress

This complaint generated matter involves alleged excessive
contributions by some small PACs to Tom Scott’s 1990
congressional campaign in Connecticut’s 3rd CD. There are also
some allegations regarding misreporting and a possible issue
involving affiliation of local party committees. The activity
involved no impact on the process, no serious intent, and no
substantial amounts of money.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2046

L. Francis Bouchey

U.S. Security PAC, Inc.
1667 K Street, NW
Suite 200

Wwashington, DC 20006

MUR 3553
Dear Mr. Bouchey:

On July 7, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
U.S. Security PAC, Inc. and Curtin Winsor, as treasurer, of a
complaint al%oqing certain violations of the Federal Election
Calgalgn 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 U.S. Security PAC, Inc.
and Curtin Winsor, as treasurer. 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)
219-3690.

Sincerely

Mbrrison
Staff Member
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Curtin Winsor, treasurer
Page 2
Attachment
Narrative
DEC 0 9 193

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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WUR 3553

Tom Scott for Congress

This complaint generated matter involves alleged excessive
contributions by some small PACs to Tom Scott's 1990
congressional campaign in Connecticut’s 3rd CD. There are also
some allegations regarding misreporting and a possible issue
involving affiliation of local party committees. The activity
involved no impact on the process, no serious intent, and no
substantial amounts of money.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

DEC 1 0 1993

Robert Norman, Treasurer
Connecticut Republican Pederal
Campaign Committee

78 Oak Street,

Hartford, CT 06106

RE: MUR 3553
Dear Mr. Norman:

On July 7, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
the Connecticut Republican Federal Campaign Committee and you,
as treasurer, 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 Connecticut
Republican Federal Campaign Committee and you, as treasurer.
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. 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--3690.

Si ci2;52?7 -
rik Morrison
Staff Member




Robert Norman, treasurer
Page 2

Attachment
Narrative

DEC 0 9 199

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3553
Tor Scott for Congress

This complaint generated matter involves alleged excessive
contributions by some small PACs to Tom Scott’s 1990
congressional campaign in Connecticut’s 3rd CD. There are also
some allegations regarding misreporting and a possible issue
involving affiliation of local party committees. The activity
involved no impact on the process, no serious intent, and no
substantial amounts of money.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

pec 1 0 998

James F. Altham, Esq.
60 Allene Drive
Hamden, CT 06517

RE: MUR 3553
Dear Mr. Altham:

On July 7, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
Tom Scott, Tom Scott for Congress, John D. Marvell, as
treasurer, and Scott for Congress, Marc Zanghi, as treasurer,
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 Tom Scott. 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)

Zfzg;%:}y r
ri orr W’G/L\

Staff Member

219-3690.




Tom Scott, Tom Scott for Congress, John D. Marvell as treasurer,
::gttzfor Congess, Marc Zanghi as treasurer
ge

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: DEC 0 9 8993
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WUR 3553
Tom Scott for Congress

This complaint generated matter involves 2lleged excessive
contributions by some small PACs to Tom Scott’s 1990
congressional campaign in Connecticut’s 3rd CD. There are also
some allegations regarding misreporting and a possible issue
involving affiliation of local party committees. The activity
involved no impact on the process, no serious intent, and no
substantial amounts of money.
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