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

Dear Commissioners:
Cr

The Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee ("DCCC") -

files this complaint charging violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("TECh" or "the
Act"), 2 U.S.C. SS 431 r& mg., and related Federal Election
Cmmission ("FEC ) regulations, 11 C.F.R. SS 100.1 D j0.4 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 comonplace 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
Tho and the FEC regulations and to ensure that the public
record accurately reflects the activities of the Committee.

nvidence of tiolations

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

1. acessive 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

On 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 comittee.
It could not, therefore, contribute in excess of $1,000 to any
election.

Mr. Scott did not refund the excessive contributions.
Rather, on Decebr 13, 1990 and April 19, 1991, he accepteaifional $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 comittee, 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
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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.

C. GOP 3

once again, 14r. 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 ref lect
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.

2. 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:

104M 1 -00341A921760.070j 1197/1/92



Federal Election Commission
July 1, 1992
Page 4

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 ap s and
disappears on the schedules and ummry pe 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 anotber
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. In addition
to the PAC contributions discussed above, individual
contributors would appear the have exceeded the per

10403..034/D 921760.0701 7/92
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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.

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 tocort
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 reoord
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.

On 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;

2. 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

10403M144MA921760.070J /197/1/92
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3. Impose any and all penalties appropriate for the
violations found.

Vqry truly ygurs,

R"ut F. Bauer
Judith L. Corley - --
Counsel to the Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee

and sworn to before me
lay of July. 1992.

My comisson expires /

NANCY W. D3NNINOwmW M. D.ew

.- 'Cl

5Z.C

X ./
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 201 3

July 7, 1992

Judith Corley, Esq.
Perkins Coie
607 Fourteenth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005-2011

RE: MUR 3553

Dear Ms. Corley:

itn 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 (0the 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

00 PAC, Inc., and Curtin Winsor, as treasurer, Connecticut Third
Congressional District Republicans, and Benjamin S. Proto Jr.,

Ok as treasurer, and the Connecticut Republican Federal Campa ign
Committee and Robert Norman, as treasurer. The respondents will

0 be notified of this complaint within five days.

IV 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

(Ncomplaint. We have numbered this matter NUR 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,

Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

July 7, 1992

Tom Scott
105 Hawley Avenue
Milford, CT 06460

RE: MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Scott:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election

'40 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter XUR 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

Nr matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

cO 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

C) this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available

IV information.

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

zanfardino, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief

description of the Comaission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

---donathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 20 63

July 7, 1992

Tom Scott for Congress
John D. Marvell, Treasurer
22 Broad Street
Milford, CT 06460

RE: MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Marvell:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which

co 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

011 legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropciate,

O statemnts should be submitted under oath. Your rpeye. which
should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, mit be

1W 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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 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 Comission.



Tom Scott for Congress
John D. Narel. Treasurer
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If you have any questions, please contact Richard N.
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,

Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN TON DC 20463

July 7, 1992

Scott for Congress
Marc Zanghi, Treasurer
P.O. Box 5106
Milford, CT 60460

RE: 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 RUE 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 Comittee and
ou, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or
1 eal 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, mst be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Comission may take
further action based on the available information.

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



Scott for Congress
Marc sanghi, Treasurer
ftge 2

If you have any questions, please contact Richard H.

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,

onathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. 0 C ..1043

july 7, 1992

English First Political victory Fund
Frank McGlynn# Treasurer
8001 Forbes Place, Suite 102
Springfield, VA 22151

RE: 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 HRI 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
ou, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or

jegal materials which you believe are relevant to the

C Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which

4qr should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. if no

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 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.



3nglish First Political Victory Fund
Frank NcGlynn, Treasurer
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If you have any questions, please contact Richard N.
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,

Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN TON D C 20463

July 7, 1992

u.S. Security PAC, Inc.
Curtin Winsor, Treasurer
50 3 Street, SE
Suite 301
Washington, DC 20003

RE: 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

cO 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. 5 437g(a)(4)(8) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made

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



u.s. Security PAC, inc.
Curtin winsor, Treasurer
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Richard R.
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,

nathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 2O4J

July 7, 1992

Connecticut Third Congressional
District Republicans
Benjamin S. Proto Jr., Treasurer
1877 Broadbridge Avenue
Stratford, CT. 06497

RE: MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Proto:

The Federal Election Commission 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 URU 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
1ea1 materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commissionos 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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be mde
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.



Comecticut Third Congressional
District lepublicans
Sajamln S. Proto Jr.* Treasurer
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If you have any questions, please contact Richard N.

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 V

4nathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

July 7, 1991

Connecticut Republican Federal
Campaign Committee

Robert Norman, Treasurer
78 Oak Street
Hartford, CT. 06106

RE: MUR 3553

Dear Mr. Norman:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Connecticut Republican Federal Campaign Committee
(wCommittee") 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 HUR 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 Comittee and
I ou, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or
egal 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 ay take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 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.



Connecticut 3eyublican Federal
Campaign Coemtte

Robert Norman, Treasurer
Page 2

if you have any questions, please contact Richard H.
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

n athan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
akk 1. Complaint

2. Procedures
en 3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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July 22. 1993

federal 3lection Comasloon-
999 8 Street, WI. V.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: Richard H. Zenfardliio. Rsq.
General Counsel's Office r 4

Res MOt 3553
Complainants: Robert F. Dauer, Esq.

Judith b. Corey. Seq.
Counsel to the Denocrati. Congressional

Campaion Colmittee
Respondent; Tom Scott

Tom Scott for Congress Commlttl.e (CT-3) and
John Narvall, Yto Treasurer

Date u Cupln'esiL 7/l/92 (Received by rIPC: 7/11923
Date of PU Notification to Respondent: 7/7/42
Date of Receipt by Rwupondentp: 7/10/92 (est.)

Doer 1r. Zanfterdino,

fteeso be evim that this of floe repreaent. the .M-mm
respmsmt in UJW 3553. Kinalosed please flai a duly awoutee
Stjtem t of Desigmetlos of Counsel reflecting that
rre tatLos. Said statements were previously faeMd to yOur
office on ur abcut 7/16/93.

We are in r ecept of the followlsog dom uOets releVAt to MR
SSS$:

a) A copy or the 6peg. UooPlaInt filed by tue Pesetatle
Conrealonal Campaign Committee acting throef Its
Ce m el Robert F. Bauer, Neq. and Judith L. Corey, 2sq.
dated July 1, 1992, and aparently receiv4 by the PU
on July 1, 1992;

b) A form entitled "tatement of Designation of Counsel:

) A two page letter directed to Tom Scott for Co gress to
the atLoation of Mr. John D. Marvell from M Aset.
General Counsel Jonathan A, Bernltin.

Tau have Indicated to mo in a telephuns oonvaro alon regarding
this matter LhatL, despite the requirement of Mr. Pernstein'a
letter that a reply be forwarded by July 22v 1992,

The following Is the response of the
above-setd r*espondents to tho 'umplaint.



EL NO.203 28S 9424 * 3ul 2392 1?:26 P03

R35 I= m COS&AXWf:

1. The ROfpamdem aw S cot to Cfaawr Om.LLLOw amd IaS
?kwauearr .Ot1 D. NarveJi es7 that Uwre is rea~o te
believe at thY have emittI" may v.1041w am m lea1 is
the ot ftiled by the COWilmm. The omal* Thm
Roott dEites that thw is res to bel1eve that be how
omitted any mmc -violation IndividEally sa rga rd
activitlee of either emit tee or its *z*urwer

2. For the purpose of clarity, each of said respondents would
raise to the attention of the commiusion the ftot that the
aomplaint as stated in complainnt.oO let-ter relateus 5olly to
activities attributed to another aoumltten.---nno. for
Congress---which was Tom 8Sott's principal campaign committee
for the 1990 election (oue ohe riroL paragraph or
complaiiaiLs" le,..r' arnd each and every substantive
ol I lgation).

3. The commission has nonethelesw notified Hr. Scott, -Tom Soott
for Cungrewu"---his 1992 principal campaign committee---and
his 1992 treasurer John D. Narvell, although there are no
allegatlon. whatuouvr me to 1992 election activity.

4. To the extenL that the complainants attempt to implicat.I Yom
SwLL pemrsonally by speaking of him as though he were the
committee or its treasurer, J.e.:

Pago 2, Paragraph 3: "Mr. coQLt 414 atot retwuud..;"
"Mr. Scott finally refunded..."

Page , er graph 4s "This still leUf Hr, SBouL
witb...Re rvoved a total of. ..whore he was legally
allowed to accept only...There is no evidence on his
reporte..."

Page 2, Paragraph 5: "...Mr. Scott accepted...."

Page 3, Paragraph 2: "Onc* again, Mr. Scott
accepted..."

Page 3. Paragraph 4: "...Mr. Scott failed to
accurately compute...- "...excessive amounts 4onated
to Mr. Scott."

aomplalnauto have done what may charitably be de*aribed as a
very sloppy Job or making allegations in light of their
professional backgrounds. One in actually compelled to
conOlude that, motivated to use the FEC for political
advantage, they have intentionally filed a complaint worded
and delgned in such fashion as to mislead the press and
others loom sophistiut d and knowledgeable as to FC
regulations than FBC taetf to belleve tLhat they have riled a
substantive complaint auainst Mr. Scott. They bave msdE* not
a mIngl allegeaJan of *ny nrongdoing by Mr. Boot,.
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5. The siltations of the July 1. 1992 eomplaint relate solely
to DCCC claims as to activities of "Scott for Congressm
Soot.t.'m principal campaign comewittee for the 1R9M vlqzlt
and its treasurer(s) but not the candidates Tom Scott, them r
believe to have no lndependent reporting obligation of his
own*

6. Tom Scott has, pursuant to law, created a principal 9a teIgn
committee "RcoLL [or Congress" for the i" oaaign aind
designated Hiss Doreen Rymklwwlcz an its Troesurer, and later
designated Marc Zanghi as her suoceamor In that position.
Tom Scott has, pursuant to loe, created a principal campaign
committee "Ton Scott for Congress* for the 199* capal~ and
designaLed Jon ID. Marvell an ito Treasurer. (!OaBqueaetly,
to the extent that the comjlaint XU 3553 by eunsel for the
Democratic Congressional Capiwlgn C mmit lee aeme, lbs MOtt
indivJdually a * respoandent, it Is groundless end po
reasonable ground for the complaint should be found againalt
him bjy the im.

7. COIW YO The following conclusions should be reached by the
FEC regarding Tom Scott for Congress, John D. Marvell, its
Treasurer, en4 Tom Scott lndividually:

a) No violation has occurred attributable to any one of
said three respondents;

b) Tom Scott has bad no personal obligation as to filing
such reports, having established u principal cmlgn
committee and having designate4 a treasurer other than
himsolt, and he is therefore not a proper party
Respondent to thin coqplaint. nd there I* no rwaon to
believe that he has violated the act in any wmy and
the covplaitaL as to him should be dsmiseed with
prejudice:

) Tom Scott for Congress is Tom Scolt's principal
campaign committee for the 1992 election. All
allegutions of 1Li1 complinit. or July 1. 1992, relate
to allegations against a previous commJttee for a
previous campaign. Therefore neither Tom loott for
Congress nor John D. Narvell, Ita Treasurer. have
violated the act in any way alleged in sad aomplavta
and said complaint as to each of them should be
dismissed with prejudice.

Respectful ly submitted,

/on Scott
Tom Scott for Congress
Mr. John D. Narvell, Treasurer of Tom Scott for Congress
by James F, Althfm, Jr., their attorney
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Jmly 2a, 1992

Vederal E1eotIon Commission
999 8 street, N, w.
Vashington, D. C. 20463

Attentions Riohard N. Zoaiafidlgao, Rsq.
General Counsel's offlte.

It: NU 35S3
Complainants; Robert F. Bauer, Esq.

Judith L. Corey, Req.
Counsel to the Democrati. r.nngrossaonal

Campaign Committee
Respondent; Scott for Congress Committee (CT-3) and

Marc Zaaghi, rts Treasurer
Date of Complaint: 7/1/92 (Received by ruc: 7/1/93)
Date of FU Notification to RespW4o1wts 7/7/92
Dow. of Rooeipt by Respond.ntat 7/10/93 (09t.)

Dear Mr. Sanfardino,

Please be edvlsed that this office represents the abov- .#- d
eeuw-odts in MR 353. 3nolosed please find & duly eeouiad
Stetemant of Designation ot Counsel refe]"ting that

CO rpresentation. laid statements were previously faxed to your
office on or about 7/16/92.

go are in receipt of the following dou nats relevant to
3S93:

Nr a) A opr of the 4-page complalat Maled by Lhbe Dhesrtic
Cemgressional Campaign Comnitte sot.ing t:hrough its

C) Commeel Robert r. Bauer, Weq. and Aidih L. €oro, M.
dated July 1s 1992, and awarently received by the PWC
on July 18 1992;

0 b) a torn entitled "Statement or Designation of Cewrnl;

€) A two paes letter directed to Tom Scott for -orpees to
the attention of Mr. mZ enghl from FEC Aest. General
Counsel Jonathan A. ernostein.

You have indicated to me in a telephone conversation regarding
this matter that, despite 1,ho requirement of Mr Seuttailo
letter that a re.ly be forwarded by JUlY 22, 1992.

The following is a preliminary and
partial response. T hereby request, at your suggestion, en
additlonel thirty days to complete our response to MR 3553.
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1. Tb. Nea - -to Sout for Congres Commtltee and te
fwasimwer MArc Zaughl expoct to ieuns Ebel there Is isamr to
believe Uh they have ComICted ay violation as all*#" Am
thw aA.lealnt filed by the Complainant. lon*thlm, the
ceplaint & to then Is verr wde-rangIng and rwvqlrw
mdWi tionel time to fozulate & el l-document d emd earefolly
cturete respns. It will be necesary Lo retriev and

review may documenC. Therefore, we are requeti a
thirty day extension to do oo.

2. For the purpose of clarity, each of said respondents would
raise to .lse. aLtLeitioii of the Commission the fact that tht
complaint as stated in complainants' lettvr relates solely to
uuLviLties attributed to this committee---Scott for Coisgres,-
--which was Tom Scott's pzinulval campaign committee for Lb.
1990 elect.ion (see the first paragraph of coNplainants'
leLter and each and every substantive allegation).

3. The comaission has nonethelvas Jotifired Mr. Scott, "Tom Scott
for Cozgrews---his 1992 principal campaign commlttee---and
him. 1992 treasurer John D. Marvell, although there are no
allegat.1ons whaLsoever as Lu 1992 wlevcLlon activity.

4. To the extent that Lhe vomplainate.s attmpt. to Implicate Tom
Scott perouually by speaking of him as though he were the
committee or its treasurer, i.e.:

Page 2. Paragraph 3: "Mr. 3cott did not refund..;"
Oft. Scott fie11y refunded..."

Page 2. Paragraats 4: "ThIm sLill lefL Mr, Scott
with ...He received a tote] of @,swhere iie wes legally
allowed to accept only... There is no evidence on hie
reports..."

Page 2. Paragraph 5: "...Mr. Scott anc.ptad.... "

Page 3, Paragraph 2: "Oxiuw again, Mr. Scott acceptd"

Page 3, Paragraph 4: "...Mr. Scott failed to
accurately compute..." "...excessive amounts donatl
to Mr. Soott."

complainants have done what. may charitably h" described as a
very sloppy Job of makiag allegations in light of their
profesmional backgrounds. one in arctiumlly nompelled to
conclude that, motivated to use the FNC for political
advantage, they have intentionally tiled a complaint worded
and designed in such fashion as to mislead the press and
others leps sophisticatued and knowledgeable as to FBC
regulations than FEC staff to believe that they have filed a
substantive complaint against Mr. Scott. Tfey have maMo mot
a Bingle allegation of any virongdoiiag by Mr. Saott.
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5. The allegations of the July 1, 1992 complaint rulaL solyly
to DCCC claims as to activitioe of "Scott for Congress-oftm
Mcott"s principal campaign vommltI. feeo fr Lhe 12ff eleo tieg
and its treasurer(s) but not the candidate, Tow 2.oLL, whom T
believe to have no independent reporting obligaLlon of his
own.

6. Tom Scott Ias, pursuant to law, created a principal campAign
committee "Scott for Crangresu" for Che 19" compaign and
designaeted Niss Doreen Ryukiewicz as its Treasurer, and later
designated Hare Zilgthl ao oir successor In that. pant .inn.
Tom ScoLL he, pursuant. to law, created a principal campaign
committee "Tom Scott for Congress" for the 1992 campign and
designated ,Tnhn D. Marvell am Ilt Treuurer. Cowasqntlyj,
to the extent that the complaint M 3553 by counnel for the
DlamcmraLi Congreasional Campoign Ciommi tte nams fto ffloot
Individually as a roopondent, it. Is grovindi.wa and no
reasonahl ground for the coiplelat should be found agalnet
him by the FErc.

7. At this point, we disregard the shotgun allogwtlons of the
first three paragraphs of the DCCC complaint, which contain
no specific charges but the usual broad tarbrush so often
used by the .compalaflnnts principal and servants.

S. We are establishing communication with the Sngllsh First
PoliLlval V.:civry Fund. Our response will follow.

9. we are establishing comunicaton with U. S. Security PAC.
Our response will follow.

10. we are attaching hereto GOP 3's response to the substonce of
this complaint previousi r£id by Attorney Benjamin S.
Proto, Jr. on or about July 19, 1992. Scott for Congress and
Marc Zanghi, its Treasurer, hereby adopt Lhe resposme of GP-
3 as our own as well. OOP-3 is far better versed in its own
itaterual operations than are we and we have no reason to
believe that Mr. Prot¢s' response is Inaccurate.

11. As to those Items listed utider "Inadequate ?ilings,"
disregarding DCCC'S gratuitous editorializing, we would
observe generally that the complainant should have a
threshhold responsibility to specifX each Item comploined of.
The Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee is not a am-
and-pop grocery store lacking in sophsticatoim. By riling
very generallized allegations, the complainants place an
undue burden on zvnundents end are engaging in what amounts
to an unacceptable "flhing wa-vditIon" that is rather
analogous to discovery in a ovi11 action. The DCCC behaves
11k a plaintiff's attorney vulug Genwr Notors in a
products liability case and propo,,nding inLerrogaLories to
the effect of "1. Rave you ever been sued? rf so, please
provide all. relevant details as to each arid every case." flC
should require the complainants to make specify items.
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12. As to "InadequuLv Filings," we have begun researching our
response, but we also ask some relief in. Lha form of a
direction by PU to complainnaLs Lo narrow the soope of the
so plaint to specifin stems.

13. Filially. an Lo "Tnadeqmate Filings," we would like to oberve
that this complaint was fllvd just short of the aso0ond
anniversary of a previous Vomplaint by DCCC---MI 3082---orsd
that it In likely no coincidence that DCCC Is in the habit of
filing such uomplaitaLs against thna Involved In very
covpetitive Scott campaigns evwry two years at convention
time. Coupled with the burdunsone broadnnmni and lack of
specificity of the allegations, thia ehroroltival
"cotticidutice" leads us to believe that flCCC is Intantinally
using the FEC process to requirp excessive Lu£r time to be
devotLd to responding to PCCC tishing expeditions In a
circumstance In which the Rosa DeLauro re-election campaign
is, as usual, much more lavishly financed and atafted than is
Scott's camipalgi. We feP1 that this is an abuso of the PIC
process by DCCC and should be regarded as such.

14. C/LU ZO We will defer recommending conclusions until our
final respons. as to Scott for Congress and Nare 7asughl, its

Iesj0tfully submitted,

z5oott for. Congr s
Mr. Marc Zanghl, Treasurer of Scott. for Congress
by James F. Altham, Jr., their attorney
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July 19, 1992 ,

Richard M. Zanfardino
Federal Elections Commission ro -

999 E Street NW
Washington DC 20463 nc;

Ca= -):

RE: MUR 3553 N3

Dear Mr. Zanfardino: 0

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 'a contention that it is a multi-candidate committee as set
forth in 11 C.F.R. Section 100.5(e)(3).

As you are avare, a multi-candidate committee is a political
committee which has met three criteria, namely, it has been in
existence at least six (6) onths, 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 Satemnt
of Organization with the Cmmission. 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
Nay 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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Wftferal Elections Commission
July 19, 1992

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 Conqress, $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(b) limits 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 qeneral 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.

)r5, Jr.T 'esurer - r

Certified Mail P 852 250 588
Return Receipt Requested
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July 30, 1992

Jams F. Altham, Esq.
60 Allene Dr.
Haden, CT 06517

RE: MUR 3553
Tom Scott, Tom Scott
for Congress Committee
and John Marvell, as
treasurer, Scott for
Congress Comittee and
Marc Zangi, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Altham:

4This 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

4 Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested
extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of

Obusiness on August 21, 1992.
0:> If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3460.

C Sincerely,

Richard . Zanfardino
Staff Member
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July 3, 19Ma
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Richard anfardilno, Iqaire
Federal letion Coini*51on
999 X Street, N.V.
Waghinton, D.C. 20463

ms8 15M 3553;
FkMh-irst pltm ~AVpn

Dear Mr. Zanfardino@

Titie vil oonf irm &M WeibOMaeh CaOM i@S of 9 teby M

r est that our cliea in t" above two *Flu* i~t

pViLoal Viotory Furl and m t m61vwm. !!Mal-- -l b L W! a

brief extension Of tin, to SmJmit tJx o eSS tO yea 2*tto
of July 7. 1992.

per r oovrowtLonSe th IN" vill be Owt SdaS
Lt Oan be prepared during the miuq wet, eed b hilY nw later
than Augst 7, 1992.

We t ank you for yOr 0miderti@O snd eepm atflM in this
matter.

ly Yen"s

.SK:kjh 1

0c0 qngiekw First Politioal Victory Fund



nl

3553

ow rU W&a J. OlSonfPC (William J. Olson G John 0. 4e)

9160 Greensboro Drive

41070

McLean, VA 22102

(703) 356-5085

are. -
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-- 7- 7r --w )
nwee,

English First Political Victory Find a

~UW. SMil~sFrank INcGlynni Treasurer

h001 Forbes Place

Suite 102

Springfield, VA 22151

IOIZIIW 1 (703) 321-q818
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July 28, 1992

By mail and
fax to 202-219-3923

Richard Zanfardino, Esquire
Federal Ziection Commission
999 3 street* N.V.
Washington, P. C. 20463

Re: U 3553;
English First Political Victory Fund

Dear Mr. Zanfardino:

An you know, our firm represents English First Political
Victory Fund and Frank NoGlyn, Treasurer, in the above-referenced
matter. we understand that our clients telefaxed you yesterday
the Statement of Designation of Counsel ,%hat 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 itm 3553, which was received by
our clients on or about July 10, 1992. We would ask that the
matter remain confidential.

This will alac confir= ovr clients intend to respond to ynr
letter. Indeed, this office *s ntacted promptly after receipt
of your letter of July 7, 1992, we have been working
diligently in an effort to respond as rlquested.

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

.We expect that our respone can be sent on or before July
31, 1992, as we discussed. f t %_ - impossible, however,
we will notify you of our situation, as you suggested.

ir

4
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July 28, 1992

By mail and
faK to 202-219-3923

Richard Zanfardino, Esquire
Federal Zlection Commission
999 3 street N.V.
Washington, S1.C. 20463

Re: N= 3553;
Enalish First Political Victory Fund

Dear Mr. Zanfardino:

As you know, our firm repreets nglish First Political
Victory Fund and Frank Mo~lyn, Trearer, in the above-referenced
matter. We understand that our clients telefaxed you yesterday
the Statement of Designation of Counsel Xhat 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 also confirM or clients intend to respond to yn'r
letter. Indeed, this office as ntacted prooptly after receipt
of your letter of July 7, 1992, aa we have been working
diligently in an effort to respond-as requested.

As I informed you in our telephone conversation last week, I
had sm difficulty locating some of the documents relative to
this matter prior to my out-otovn 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 espn se can be sent on or before July
31, 1992, as we disussed. It this beoes ipossible, however,
we will notify you of our situation, as you suggested.

CAq
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2 you for yew 0optation La this matter.

8 IF youm,

S 6 . K1o
077 Lies

J33:kjh

cc: nglish First Political Victory Fund
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August 3, 1992

John S. Miles, Esq.
6180 Greensboro Dr. Suite 1070
McLean, VA 22102-3823

RE: 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 7t 1992 to respond to the complaint in this matter.
After consideting the circumstances presented in your letter,
the Office of the- Gaeral Counsel has granted the requested
*xtenion. Accoftiegly, your response is due by the close of
bUsiness "on ut!Dst 7. 1992.

if you h"* any'qu~tions., please contact so at (202)219bp3490.

Sincerely,

Richard N. Sanfardino
Staff Member



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 5, 1992
BY FACSIRILE

Connecticut Republican Federal
Campaign Committee

Kevin Delgabbo, Executive Director
78 Oak St.
Hartford, CT. 06106

RE: MUR 3553

Dear fr. 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 Comittee 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,

Richardnf. X. fardno
Staff Member
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AtgUSt 7, 1992

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

Attention: Jonathan A. Bernatein, Esquire I -"

Assistant General Counsel -

Re: English First Political Victory Fund
Frank NoGlvnn1. "reaurer z M 3S3 NV

Dear Sir:

This firm represents 3nglisb First Political Victoay Fund
(OEF-PVFN) and Frank N0lynn, a , in the ab -rfrmOMed
matter. Encloed is a opy of the Otatmat of De4 tn of
Counsel, signed by Frank NOWlynAn, Teuxre, U1 -MEe esthoising
the undersigned to act as osel in this atte . (A oM was
previously forwarded to you dlrtly by 27-V on fuly 27, 1992.)

XUR 3553 was instituted by the Comission following the
filing of a complaint against Too Scott, caMdidate ftr United
States Representative from the State of not in 1990, and
his principal campaign Comittee ('the epo---_-s), filed by
the Democratic Congressional Campaign "ittee (000=8) on July
1, 1992. According to DCCC, the Respndents violated the Federal
Election Campaign of 1971, as aen ('FUCA or 'the Act'), 2
U.S.C. sections 431, 21 AM&, and related Federal Election
Commission regulations, 11 C.F.R. sections 100.1, &t ignL, by
accepting excessive contributions and by failing to file accurate
reports of receipts and disbursmnts.

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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ainittee, 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 3I-PVF, to demonstrate that no action should be taken against
ZF-PVF in this matter.

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

2. October 11, 1990

3. October 30, 1990

4. December 9, 1990

undesignated -- primary
$1,000 contribution
see October 15, 1990 Quarterly Repot

general election on September 11, 190
$3,000 contribution
see 12th day Report preceding general

election on November 6, 1990

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

designated, general but for debt
retirement

$1,000 contribution

I 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 comittee, 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 leport 1"0

5. April 16, 1991 undesignated, but for debt retrn nt
$1,000 contribution
see July 31, 1991 Mid Year Report

As appears more fully below, a total of $2,000 was refwte4
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, coverng
the period between October 1, 1990 and October 17, 1990, t
A hereto). The notification from the FEC that EF-PVF had not yet
achieved multicandidate committee status (see letter of Voveer
7, 1990, Exhibit B hereto) was the first notice to EF-PYF that
its contributions to the Scott campaign were in excess of thme
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 abmet e
extent of permissible contributions, especially since UV-M wa
about to become a multicandidate comittee in early De m
upon receipt of a $1,000 refund from the Scott for COnMMs
campaign, on December 7, 1990, ZF-PVF wrote to the FEC mel1-
that the refund had been received and asking for confiruation
that the problems referred to (in the FEC letter of Nomw .7,
1990, Exhibit B hereto) had been cleared up. JM letter of
DeCemer 7, 1990, Lawrence D. Pratt, President, English FVigt, to
Kenneth A. Davis, Jr., Reports Analysis Division, FEC, E1bt C
hereto. To the best of our knowledge, there was no reponse to
that letter of December 7, 1990, other than a letter from the VUC
(Mr. Davis) to EF-PVF, dated March 13, 1991 (Exhibit D hereto),
requesting that EF-PVF amend its report to show the refund m 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 FZC for the first tL~a
addressed the question of an excessive contribution being
reflected on the 30 day post-general report of ZF-PVF covering
the period 10/18/90 through 11/26/90. SA ZxhLbit Z hereto. *s
indicated above, EF-PVF had on that report reflected a
contribution of $1,000 to the Scott for Congress campaign. Uem
receipt of the letter of March 19, 1991, from the FBC, hovever,
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 vill
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. In each instance, the facts were fully
reported to the FEC, including the mistaken fact that IF-PVF bd
qualified for multicandidate committee status as of October 11,
1990 (im 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 am
excessive contribution, IF-PYF acted imediately to retrieve the
excess, and obtained a refund from the Scott for Congress
campaign on Deember 7, 1990.2 And it wrote a letter to the 13
asking for assurance from the agency that all was in order ad
that the error in the earlier report had been rectified in ftl.
There was no response to that letter and EF-PVF thus assmd t
all was in order.

In short, EF-PVF made an initial error when it preaturly
designated itself as a multicandLdate committee. The errones
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

2 In actual fact, although the excess was $2,000, the refund

was only $1,000 because EF-PVF (correctly assuming that, as a
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.)

AP



5

iia~~ig itself as a mltini omsttee s de, it Was
elbw an err eo in good falth, With ttl dinol0m w to fte
r.wn boft tiw the error was pointed out to it, 3-WVr
ated to birin about re itioioniv Inoluding mai~ing (and
obtainin) Zqv& of the exoeas coantibutions and amndling its
reprts eoaordiUgly.

Noteover, aside frm the timing of the conttributions, no
harm has been done. oF-PV 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).

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

Sincerely yours,

Willm lso

W~O:kjh

snolow eUs

cc: ftylish First Political victory Funed
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
w udiplo,€ oc neeu Raf-

renk NeGlynn, Treanrer
an lih First Political Victory
Rnd

6001 Forbes Place# Suite 102
Springfield, VA 332151

identification Number: C00245720

Reference 12 Day Pre-eneral Report (10/1/90-1O/17/P0)

Dear mr. NoGlynns

This letter Is prompted by the Coamissiona preliintary
review of the report(s) referenced ebove. The reviev raie
questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An Itealsation follows

-Schedule a of your report (pertinent portion(s)
attached) discloses a contribution(s) which a oeevs to
exceed the limits set forth in the ALt. gle hot
precludes a political comittee, Other twa a
multiendidete ceomittee, Crom making a eontribuftje to
a candidate for federal office in excess of $1#040 per
election. (2 U.S.C. 1441s(a))

if the contribution(s) in question was lncompletely or
Incorrectly disclosed, you should mend your otiglmal
report with a clarifying infomation. 2f you have made
an excessive contribution, you should either notify the
recipient and request a refund of tbe amount i evopes
of $12,000 and/or notify the recipient, in writing, of
your redesignation of the contribution. All reunds and
redesignations must be made within sixty days of the
treasurer's receipt of the contribution. tfunde are
reported on Line 16 of the Detailed Sumary page and on
schedule A of the report covering the period during
which they are received, Redesignat ion are reported as
memo entries on Schedule a of the report covering the
period during vhich the redesignation is made. 1 era
5110.1(b))

Although the Contssion 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 coosideratLon.

EXHIBIT B
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*ENLI SH FIAST

D.ember 7, 190

Mr. Kenneth A. Davis, ar.
Reports Analyss Division
rederal Xlection Commssion
Washington, DC 20463

Reference: 12 Day pre-General Report (10/1/90-10/17/0)

Dear Mr. Davis:

We have now received a $1000 refund from the Scott for Congress
campaign, sarlier, r our letter of November It, we were able
to Infora you tbat t $500 refund froa the Dudyes for Ceagiess
campaign bad been reecived.

Hopefully this oles up the problems from the rde*fwmeed
report. Can you tell e it this now 0108" the msttert

Sinoerely,

Lawrence 0. Pratt
President

-- EXIIS3T C

SO00 FORBES PLACE. SUITS 102. SPRINGFIELO. VIRGINIA 22151 (703) 321-1



WFINNA, KICYONC

IFeasl UNe~lln, Ieoaevge
O plomt Politel Vitegy rmd:Wb Fledi ftsilfio 102

priagfiold, VA 121I1

Identification Numbers C00245720

Roe ronce I YOar Ind Report (11/27/90-13/31/90)

Dear Nr. Iolynal

This
review of
questoas
report(s).

letter is Tromted by the Comigsienao preliminarthe telo rt) referenced above. e review raiseam@# 89certain infermstion contained In mheAn it nogtions follows#
-TFoGr letter dated De0060e9 7t 1"D0 stated that yosreceived a $ve00 reluod feeom Mh @ott fOr e
Campaign a iA 0$W refmd f9om the sg , r agw.-
Pleae amnd evr repot C-11- M-LLy.

A Weitten zespeos or amoand.t ter oft l eqi(s)
uleeticat Comlssiem, lite" (IS) at ofte date of thislettero 9 you nod isisosteoo pleaso feel foq to . o
ouT toll-free 1 mor (S0) 424-5530. rY lel meshar is (246)376e-24O.

sincerely,

At.
Kenneth A. Davisi r.
Roporte Analyst
Repocts Analysis Division

EXHIBIT D

Wm-2

0 m



UEDRAL ILECTION MISSION

Freak Neoolat treasurer
SniL sh first ilitLocl Vietory

1001 recbes Place, Suito 102
SprLgfield, VA 22151

Zdentification wumber: C00245720

oforeonces 30 Day Post-Goenecal ueport (l0/lS/90-l1/26/90)

Deer N. Ne1rnn

this letter is prompted by the Coumissionvs prellimnac
review of the report I) refeveoeed above. The review raises
questions sorning certain Informtion contained in the
report(s). An iteMination follows:

-Schedule a of you report (pertinent pettiest*)
attaehed) disoloees a eontributios s) wbioh agtr to
eeed the limits set forth in the "t. At
preoludes a politie a esmitte otbhor than a
"motiacddate eomvitteet Esre making a estributtes to
a easdidate for federal office in e mss of *1,000 per
election. (2 g.S.C. 1441*(a))

if the eootgibutiem(s) in question was ineelete1 ot
inoorreetly dielsd, you seould amend your rimal
report with a elarifying infermstion. If you hea
an eeeive eotribUtion, you should either notify the
recilpeat and Iequest a refund of the amount in enoess
of 1#1000 and/or notifly the reoipient, in writing, of
your redes09atioa of the contribution. Al refunds and
redesignetions met be made within sixty days of the
treasurerts receipt of the contibution. nelunds are
reported Of Lie, 16 of the Detailed suuary Page and on
soeedule A of the report covering the period during
which they age reeived, Redesignatlons are reported as
mno entries on schedule a of the report covering the
period during which the cedesignation is made. (11 CPS
1110.1(b))

Although the Commission soy 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.

ISXHIIT E
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- L NO.203 288 9424

-IH i. - , .va.
if 1A-M Aft MW

Augat31. 199

4er Uletion Cumismiob
99 S treet. N. 1.
washi, teD. 0. C. 20463

Attention; RIchard N. lanfardino. Req.
*sotal Counsel's Offi c*

Re: MUR 3163
Comleluents: Robert F. Sauer, Z.q.

Judith L. Corey, Dsq.
Counsel to the Democratic Congressional

Capeign Committee
Respondent: Tom Soott

Tom Soott for Congress Committee (C-3) ad
John Narvell, Its Treasurer

Date ot C*Wleint: 7/1/92 (ReclNVe4 by PUCs 7/1/93)
Pat* of lqW NotifJ oetion to Respondent: 7/7/92
Date of Reoeipt by Respondents: 7/10/92 (est.)

Dear Mr. Ssfewdino,

fbs pgrpose of this letter is to request, based ape
miatro this auto by fax and previous evbissiens, that the VW

Sly 41miss the ubwe--P deore6 oomplaint against:

Ra Offient: Tom Soot t
Tom Scott for Cougrwes Cimottee (ISb-) ead
Uobn ervell, Its Tresurer

Respeotf tall sdl~ttd.

w..tted

9 T Not for CRMISOVS
: o . 0. MarvelI. Trem sarwr of Tom Soott for Ces
by fames F. Lthem, Jr., their attorney

A f Au 1.56 -



Re NUR 3553
C=nlalnants: Robert F. Sauer. eq.

Judith b. Corey, Esq.
Counsel to the Democratic Congressional

Campaign Committee
Respondent; Scott for Congress Comittee (CT-3) and

Were Sanghi, Tts Treasurer
Date of Coplaint: 7/1/92 (Received by FEC: 7/1/92)
Date of FUi Notification to Respondent; 7/7/92
Date of Receipt by Respondents: 7/10/92 (et.)
Date to Which Response Deadline was mxtended: 8/n/92

Deer Mr. Snfardino,

As you yemk, this office represents the ahe.e-ame--- ee_ etso
to NU 3563. We lave previously forwarded duly O
fteminto of Deigmation of Cowuel reflectLng that

we are is rtoeipt of the following doeumets relevant to M3W :
a) O mW of the 6-paeg complaint filed by the 1eSORtlo

C1lomal Campaign Committee eatimg IrJMO.k ItS
Cinsel Ishert F. Bauer, Seq. end Tnith 16. Cesag. -- .
dated July 1, 1992, and apparently received bg a WW
am July 1. 1992$

b) & form entitled "Statement of Desigatiou of C*ng s

a) A two page letter directed to Yo Soott fer --- ea to
the ettastion of Mr. Marc zanghi from l Lt. Ael
Counsl gonothan A. Bernetein.

We undeortw that, despite the requiremet of Mr. lgno
letter that a r Ply be forwarded by July 22, 1992, the time tor
replying bee been formally extended to Augumt 21v 1992

The following is our rsponoe, I hereby
request, at your suggestion, an additlonal thirty daes to
oemplete our rspoe to U 3553.

0,06TE L NO.203 288 9424

Jh J. AidWArq 0l.
ATM 02' AN r &W

AM C' ff517See ) 8-9424

hagust 21. 1992

Vjdrel lotion commission
9 a streets M. W.

IWhit Ot D. C. 20463

Attention: Richard N. Sanfardino, Neq.
6homral Counsel's Offtice
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Rt5l~lmE Ir YE fPAUI':

1. I ohspentu Uoott for _emoo ¢omu/tme sod ie
fit~w'e msM kmei V~Mv "O dAW at tbere Is aw-believe hat M 7 be" oUmmdteE vo, latiom ea 41"
C". COzein filed -by the 1.Usnt. ftetglm0
Nl. t 00 W thi Ic vry wid.-r&ta and lo gufu

EIidceael t1im to fenmi ato a m2l-dbeimreod md eiretOIW
accurate zapiae. N Ihawso m much Wprgrbut haw* met
€fl.sCed oar search. ire will be ntcsaaay Co reCtrie am
review mma di c mmt,. 2%rerore, we ar requteCI an
addteonal time a~emin to do go.

2. For thie purpose of clarity, each of sald respondents w id
raise to the attention of the Commission the fact that the
complaint as stated in oomplainants' letter relates solely to
activities attributed to this committee---Soott for Cogress-
--whlch Was Tom Scott's principal campaign committee for ta
1990 election (see the first paragraph of conplinneate"
letter and each and every substantive allegation).

3. The commission has nonetheless notified Mr. Scott, "Tom foolt
for Congress---his 1992 principal campaign committe---ad
his 1992 treasurer John D. Marvell, although there are u
allegations whatsoever as to 1992 election activity.

4. To the extent that the complainants attempt to implicaLo Tor
Scott personally by speaking of him as though he wae the
coinmttoo or its treasurer, i.e.:

page 2, Paragraph 3: "Mr. Scott did not rcatmd. .;"
"Mr. Scott finally refunded..."

Page 2, Paragraph 4: "This still left Mr. Scott
with...Xe received a total of.. .where he *as la"al3S
allowed to accept only...There Is no evidenoe on hs
reports..."

Page 2. Paragraph 5: "...Mr. Scott acoeted....'

Page 3, paregraih ; "Once again, Mrs Scott eeept4d'

Page 3. Paragraph 4: "...Mr. Scott faoled to
wuaerately compute..." ., exoessive amounts dO0atod
to Mr. Scott."

complainants have done whaL may charitably be described as a
very sloppy job of making allegations in light of their
professional backgrounds. One is actually complled to
conclude that, motivated to use the FC for plitoial
advantage, they have intentionally filed a complaint worded
and designed in such feshion a t.o mislead the press ad
others less sophisticated and knowledgeable as to 13C
regulations than FRC staff to believe that they have filed a
substantive oomplaint against Mr. Scott. fthy bae ae Mot
a ihgle AllegaLioU of any wrongdoiag by Mr. sott.
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S. Tbo allegations of the July 1. 1"92 compl"ait relate sotl
to Vc claims as to activities of 0oWtt for Gnrese-!
oott'a principal a c ttee for the IM93 elotiOm

and ito treasurer(s) but not t" eanidate, Yes seett m I
believe to have no i4. m. reporting obligatiou of his
Olme

6. VON Scott hase purs5uant to law# created a pi"mGipl awpeigs
committee Ofoott for Correes" for the 1,30 eajii and
des ignated Miss Doreen RMWiwics as Its Treasurer,* and later
designated ware aghi as her seeor to tnat poieaon
Tom ScoLt has, pursuant to law, created a principal caaiVn

onitteeo," ott for ,rog for UW IJNI mepig

designated Join D. Karvell as an its Treasurer. renlter
to the xte ero Ca.6 eearit - JoUsi by 6eoe for Ct

-artic -ia-fma1 ca mp.1a ga Cml t.. sma It= Uott
ji dil iEwllyW as * amduIt Is ezv umesw .m me

rensabl ground foi the OW28at should be found eg.Ate
his by Uhe FW.

7. At this Point, we disregard tL e shotgun allegations of the
first three pera- ahs of the DCCr omai. whi - _gh contain
no specIfic charg but the usual broad tarbruhb so often
used by thevamleinasmts prinaipal and servants.

9. we are, upon your advie, refraining from oaummnisation with
with the nglish tirst Political Vietory Fund. go have
previously received coumu-ioatiims f rm IN regaxdims 19S
contributions, from NglIsh Virst ?olitigel ViotAy rtd od
heve, to the bust of our knowlodee. complied witb eack and
every requirmmut of the regulations and thoe VW
commuioations rug t"ig smub omutrbm tios from lglisb
First Political Vctor7 und end we mit W further eAdvll

from VUC regar Le am aomtxbuti.,ms an Oto rea to do
whateover PUf edvim in that regard. We believ that we ae
in compliance already, however.

9. w*e are, upon your edvioe, rofrainng fCre .nlotie, with
with U. 3. security PAC. We bave no reason, based upon our
own knolege, to believe that we ere not in epliemm with
FC requlrmeat regard ng U. S. Scurity P C. Whom we we
previously notified by IN of the -Judbi that U. a,
Security PAC was not qualified as a multliodate 0omittee,
we contacted me Karen uite of FEC to emplaim that Sctt for
Congress Cmmiettee and its Treurer bad not bees able to
reach U. 5. Security PAC pesne to obtain Specific
information as to its multtcandidte status and asked Karea
White's assistance in that regard. Ohe oonfirmed that V. s.
Securlty IPC was morely a "potential" problem. We requesLed
that Karen White get back to us if there was an actual
problem. We have not heard from her or other VW personel
since.
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10. We previously provided @01 30s response to the subte og
this complaint previously filed by Attorney benJamis 8.
troto, Or. on or about Ouly 19. 1992. 8cott for @eie said
Naro Senghl, its Treasurer, have no reason to believe thut
they are in violation regarding GOP-3. We have, ups. Von
advice, retrained from further communication with ffo-. fe
believe that It is obvious that @07-3 Is far better verse in
its own internal operations than are we and we have no reaeon
to believe that Mr. Proto's response is inaccurate*

11. As to those items listed under "Other Uxoessive Party
Contributions." and the specific allegation that the Scott
for Congress Committee received 'over $20,000 during 1990
from various state and local party committees in
Connecticut," the fact is that we received $13,000 from such
comittees in 1990.

12. As to those items listed under "Inadequate Filingo.o
disregarding DCCC's gratuitous editorializing, we would
observe generaly that the complainant should have a
thresbbold responsibility to specify each iten complened of.
The Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee is not a mo-
and-pop grocery store lacking in sophistication. By filing
very getterallised allegations, the complainants place an
undue burden on respondents and are engaging in wbat amounts
to an unacceptable "fishing expedition' that is rather
analogous to discovery in a civil action. The DCC Vaves
like a plaintiff's attorney suing general Motors in a
products liability cae and propounding interrogatorime to
the effect of '1. Wave you ever boon sued? If so, pieese
provide all relevant details as to each and every ease." V-W
should require the complainants to make specify items,

13. &s to "inedequate Filings," we are providing this preliminay
response, but we also continue to ask some relief in -am fee
of a direction by lEC to oomplalnamts to narrow the gmop of
tile complaint to specific items.

o We attach a copy of the letter which we used as a fe1rn
letter to each cotributor ho failed to provide full
-information. We understand that the mailing of swck a
letter to each each individual constitute* conpliawe with
the "best efforts" standard and that we are tberefem In
compliance in this respect. When we received reoposese we
amended accordingly.

o The complaint as to separate and Jumbled schedules is mot
specific and we cannot know to what the complainant refers
from the information provided in the complaint.

o The smeo is true as to the following four items

o However, as to the last itm. the Manley contribution of
3/26/90 should have been redesignated for the coewatim.
Mr. Manley gave a total af $2,000 during the year which
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im.1udleI throe i rlOfs and ouMld have allwed $3.000 tal
ountributim from him.

14. Vlmally, as to armdqut. Filing.," we would ilk. to begvethat this Coplaint was filed Just short of the *a~RMnnversar of a previous oo001aint ir DOoC-'--R 306 2-m
that it is likely no GoincidOnc, that D= is in the habit *Itilig such complaints against those Involved In veuCampetitive Soott Cempaignp every two years et eommntioatime. Coupled with the burdensome broadness and laok ofspeifieity of the allegtions, this Chronological" iincidaene loada us to believe that DCCC is iltntimtallyusing the FM process to require excessive staff tin to bedevoted to responding to DCCC fishing expeditlons in aciroumtence in which the Ross DeLauro re-election camaignis, as usual, much more lavishly financed and staffed tbMn isScott's campaign, We feel that this is an abuse of the lECprotes by DCCC and should be regarded as such.

IS. As to Compleinants" Conclusory paragraph, we will refrainfrom Repding to the editorial commentary and respeotfullysuggest that the three requested remedies are surelyexoessive and unwarranted, partlularly where, as hore, thereare either no violations whatsoever or a small number ol
minor violations.

1M. We respectfully urge that the FrC dismiss thiscomplaint against Soott for Congress and Narc za"0W. its
Treasurer.

3~e tfaly submitted,

tt 
r Cgnarves

Wr. Marc Zoabi, Treasurer of goott for Cogress
bh ,Tmes F. Altben, Jr., their attorney
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U.S. Security Political Action Committee ,,,t Room

Mr. L Fuae10 , Des,, 3 Ihe11 'e
Akbmmdw Curtin Wimur, Trmesur3

September 2, 1992

Mr. Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel r'i

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street. NW
Washington, DC 20463 G .,

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

Dear Mr. Bernstein, C .

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.EC. rules by co.itrbuting an excessive
$800 to the campaign of Mr. Tom ScM, 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 ad in fact mtisfled 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 copuance 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 amnt in 1992. We have made every good faith effort to
comply with F.E.C. regulations and shah continue to do so. Please contact me if you require
any further information.

Sincerely,

rancis Bouche
for Curtin Windsor. Trearvirer

1667 K Street, NW 0 Suite 200 0 Washington, D.C. 20006



Connecticut Republicans
78 Oak Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106

Telephone: (203) 547-0589 o Fax: (203) 2785

Offce c t'e ',enerai Counse:
'eera Eections Comrmissior
999 [ Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: motiwac COgEsSio UKmPm i Condi tee v
Scott for Cone Cmitt MUR 3553

To Whom It May Concern:

Please advise me of the status of the captioned complaint.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Sincerely,

C..__-

Philip L. Smith

gyn--o

juy 7, ' 993
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ADDITIONAL DOCU3NTS WILL 53 ADDED TO THIS FILE AS THEY
BECOME AVAILABLE. PLEASE CHECK FOR ADDITIONAL MICROFILM
LOCATIONS.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMHgcroN DC .0363

TH IS ISTHE END OF MJR # ~5

DATE FILMED

CAW-R .

CNfIRA NO, -tn/40f/aa
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13 3AD33 IS IREFRlRED TO ADI?!J[L I3ZClOILNt LOO~r][W3

FOR 13 FIMIXNG DOCUKUOSTS P?!3?MN TO 1315l CASe

1. Meoa, 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 1.621-22.

4. General Counsel's R eport, In the IRatter of Ifo t
Priority, dated Deceber 3, 1993.
See Ree2 354, Pages 1623-1740.

5.Criiaino omi .Gie .1*
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Robert Bauer, Esq.
Judith Corley0 Ksq.
Perkins Coie
607 Fourteenth Street, NW
washington, DC 20005-2011

33, KU 3553

Dear Ns. Corley and Er. ssemrt

On Jul 1, 1993,complain t alleging
Canpaign Act of 1972.,!

Cmiosism Iml
and Job.anD. -n w)

and 3omjii D, ftgmb

teaurer. I
closed its 9 in
the public record Vit M ***. ...

Commission's dismiseal of irMe S Nec.h 3# S..C,.

S

k Morrison
Staff Reu~er

AttachmentNarrative

DEC S 9
Date the Commission voted to close th file:

• . 7,

' ii " "" vr

"I

.. ;. .



0

r S : " 7 '  ..,,

I:} Lz<

I,.

/-- -77 . : -".
kgi

7

..... ,,.: ;;i ;' i--4 ,--.,:" S; !7 :, ..iS, ,,



Connecticut Third Congressional
District Republicans

Benjamin S. ?roto Jr., Treasurer
1677 Broadridge Avenue
Stratford, CT 06497

33K: NUR 3553

Der Nr. Proto:

OnJul 1 7, 19929 the #eeal 3le~tioe oo n fo

is ou as tr +, f

publi rieod ofhe eevd

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

I~l Nrrison
Sta ff Rembern
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William 3. Olson, PCWilliam 3. Olson, Uoq.
John 8. Riles, 3sq.
6160 Greensboro Drive.
*1070
Mc~ean, VA 22102

RB: RU! 3553

Dear Mr. Olson and Mir. Riles:

On July 7. 1 2, the V~ee l gleot ion Cedion mioied
of omplt i .....

pi~ase doso as "ias h i. epu

on the public reoor# prior to roueipt of your edditit* a
materials, any permissil s ubmissions vi1 ibe added to the
public record when received.

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

Staff Membe r

!i i~i, , i , ,,, I



• etbt c ni..1 votd~ to close he file:
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L. Francis llouchey13.5. Security FAC, Inc.
1667 K Street, im
Suite 200
Washington, IDC 20006

33: mUR 3553

Dear R~r. Souchey:

On July 7. 1992, the Federal, Sleotlon Cmico at~~
U.. ecrtyt~ Sc 64 ~r~ VurOa

onte puliorcord p r tl. ~eoIto d~i

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

Sincere

rrison
Staff Rember
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Robert Norman, TreasurerConnecticut Reyublican Federal
Campaign Commtte

76 Oak Street,
Hartford, CT 06106

RB: RUR 3553

Dear Kr. Norman:
~ 1,1

the Cemeet ~
ac tteevrr, @*~
ftdZ 31c~1~ U
the ~ ~uWi~

on th public record pttor- to toeipt of, you r .eddltial
materials, any pmtts4hie suhions wi libe- sued to the
public record whe retved.

Uf you have any questions, please contact ma at (202)
219-3690.

Staff tMembe r
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vt!*j* o jt ptocen. no setrIcos Intent, and no
eubtialal ente of nny.
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.7.8 F.• Aitbern, Lsq.*r2&Allene Df~
Usuden, C? 06517

RE: 3W! 3553

Dee Mr. Aitbam:

On July 7, 1992. the Federal Election C #io notified
fern Set, fern Sott for Congress, Jobn D. Nen 1, me
t* ter, sl @e L ot COrnt~er .,MIarc Seaght ~ .e i aw

~t* ~tmipt of

if you ,hero any questions, please contact me at (202)219- 3690.

Staff Member

IS: i . ,:: ii 
I
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