FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINC TON D C 2048)

‘/ Microfilm

-

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION IS ADDED TO

THE PUBLIC RECORD IN CLOSED MUR 356!

1319y

O
)
~
™
O
Lo
o
™
L
-
o




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASMHING T

DEC 1 ¢ mg°

CERTIFI MAIL

RETURN %gCEIPT REQUESTED

Robert James Gould

Attorney and Counsellor at Law
Route 2 Box 78

Greenville, West Virginia 24945

RE: MUR 3561
Dear HMr. Gould:

On July 21, 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 United Mine Workers of America and
Coal Miners PAC and John Bonavic, as treasurer. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become part of the public record within
30 days.

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

Sincerely,

Phillip L. Wise
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

DEC 09 1983

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3561
UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA COAL MINERS

This matter was initiated by a complaint filed with
the Commission by Robert James Gould. In his complaint Gould
asserts that COMPAC, the UMW’'s PAC, made expenditures for
food, lodging and travel on behalf of McGraw, a candidate for
state office. The complaint also asserts that COMPAC spent
approximately $20,275 for television time on behalf of
McGraw. He argues that the gquestion whether COMPAC's
expenditures are independent is governed by federal law
because COMPAC is a registered PAC, even though the campaign
in question is for state office. Gould claims that the
relationship between COMPAC and the McGraw committee put
COMPAC in a position to have constructive knowledge of the
plans, projects, and needs of the candidate, thereby
preventing any expenditures by COMPAC on behalf of McGraw
from being independent. COMPAC responded that this matter is
not within the Commission’s jurisdiction.

The events that are the subject of this case had
little or no impact on the process. Further, there is no
significant issue relative to the other issues pending before
the Commission.
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RoBERT JAMES GouUuLD
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOR AT Law
Rourx 2 Box 78
GREENVILLE, WEST VIROCINIA 24948

(004) 802-6as

July 14, 1992

Lawrence Noble, Esq.
General Counsel

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

Dear Mr. Noble:

I respectfully refer for your review and investigation
several apparent violations of federal statutes and requlations
respecting a purported independent expenditure campaign, funded
by an F.E.C. qualified political committee, on behalf of a West
Virginia state candidate.

The enclosed complaint alleges certain facts which I
believe constitute violations of the Federal Elections Act.

I have attempted to specify particular violations within
Counts One through Five, however, please note that this good
faith effort on my part should in no way limit the nature and

scope of your review of this matter, and is not intended to be
exhaustive.

I have also enclosed a copy of the relevant state filing,
as well as newspaper clips, which refer to the facts alleged.
These items, as well as information received from other sources,
have led me to believe violations occurred.

I would appreciate being kept informed of your progress, as
appropriate, when this matter is taken under review. To prevent
a recurrence of any violations prior to the November general
election, your most expedient action is requested.




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Transmittal Letter July 14, 1992

Tab One Complaint
July 14, 1992

Tab Two FEC Form 1

UMWA Coal Miners Political Action Committee
August 19, 1991

Tab Three McGraw for Attorney General
State of West Virginia Filing
June 6, 1992

FEC Form 3-X

UMWA Coal Miners Political Action Committee
June 5, 1992

Newspaper Clippings &
Radio Commentary Transcript

-
™~
!
=
©
o
-
e
o
0
O




. . R [‘_WED

_ FOE
F-.E-P:r-p'“ FLECTION CoMmission
NSE)

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION .
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 242t Pm 200
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

In Re:

United Mine Workers of America
Coal Miners Political Action coMPLAINT MUR XS5 |
Committee ("COMPAC")

F.E.C. Identification # C0013342

— — — — St N N s st ® o

Robert J. Gould, residing at Route 2, Box 78, Greenville,
West Virginia 24945, upon information and belief, hereby alleges

and complains that:
HE RESPONDENT

1. The Respondent, United Mine Workers of America Coal
Miners Political Action Committee ("COMPAC"), with offices at
900 15th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005, is a qualified
national non-party committee, connected to the United Mine
Workers of America International Union. Source: F.E.C. Form 1,

Statement of Organization, August 19, 1991.

2. COMPAC is a "political committee” as that term is
defined in the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 (Pub. L.

92-225), as amended (the "Act"). 11 C.F.R. 100.5(a).

3a COMPAC is a "multi-candidate committee® as that term

is defined in the Act. 11 C.F.R. 100.5(e)(3).
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RELEVANT STATUTORY AND REGULATORY PROVISIONS

4. Bach organization . . . which finances political
activity in connection with both federal and non-federal
elections and which qualifies as a political committee under 11
C.F.R. 100.5, shall either establish a separate federal account,
or . . . establish a political committee which shall receive
only contributions subject to the prohibitions and limitations
of the Act, regardless of whether such contributions are for use
in connection with federal or non-federal elections. Such
organization shall register as a political committee and comply
with the requirements of the Act. 11 C.F.R. 102.5(a)(1l)(ii),
2 0.8.C. 433.

5 Political committees other than authorized committees

shall file reports on F.E.C. Form 3-X. 11 C.F.R. 104.2(e)(3), 2
U.s.c. 434.

6. Each report filed under 11 C.F.R. 104.1 shall disclose
the total amount of all disbursements for the reporting period
and for the calendar year and shall disclose the information set
forth at 11 C.F.R. 104.3(b) (1) through (4) . . . in each of the
following categories: . . . (v) contributions made to other
political committees; (vii) independent expenditures made by the
reporting committee; and (ix) other disbursements. 11l C.P.R.

104.3(b) (1) (v), (vii) and (ix), respectively, 2 U.S.C. 434(b).

Ts For each independent expenditure reported, the

committee must also provide a statement which indicates whether




such independent expenditure is in support of, or in opposition
to a particular candidate, as well as the name of the candidate
and office sought by such candidate . . . , and a certification,
under penalty of perjury, as to whether such independent
expenditure 1is made in cooperation, consultation or concert
with, or at the request or suggestion of, any candidate or any
authorized committee or agent of such committee. [This
information] shall be reported on Schedule E as part of a report
covering the reporting period. 11 C.F.R. 104.3(b)(3)(vii), 2

U.S.C. 434(b).

8. Any independent expenditures aggregating §1,000 or
more, made after the 20th day, but more than 24 hours, before
12:01 A.M. of the day of the election, must be reported within
24 hours after such independent expenditure is made. Such
report shall be filed with the appropriate officers listed in 11
C.F.R. 104.4(c) and shall contain the information required by 11

C.F.R. 104.3(b)(3)(vii). 11 C.F.R. 104.4(b), 2 U.S.C. 434(c).

9. A copy of each report and statement required to be
filed by any person under the Act shall be filed . . . with the
Secretary of State of the appropriate State. 11 C.F.R. 108.1,
2 U.S.C. 439(a)(1).

10. The provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, and rules and requlations issued thereunder,
supersede and pre-empt any provision of State law . . .

concerning the -- (1) organization and registration of political

committees supporting Federal candidates; [and] (2) disclosure

3
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of receipts and expenditures by Federal candidates and political

committees. 11 C.F.R. 108.7(b) (1) and (2), 2 U.S.C. 453.

11. *Independent expenditure” means an expenditure by a
person for a communication expressly advocating the election or
defeat of a clearly identified candidate which is not made with
the cooperation or with the prior consent of, or in consultation
with, or at the request or suggestion of, a candidate or any
agent or authorized committee of such candidate. 11 C.F.R.

109.1(a), 2 C.F.R. 431(17).

12. "Made with the cooperation or with the prior consent
of, or in consultation with, or at the request or suggestion of,
a candidate or any agent or authorized committee of the

candidate™ means --

(1) Any arrangement, coordination, or direction by
the candidate or his or her agent prior to the publication,
distribution, display, or broadcast of the communication. An

expenditure will be presumed to be so made when it is --

(A) Based on information about the candidate’s
plans, projects, or needs provided to the expending person by
the candidate, or by the candidate’s agents, with a view towards

having an expenditure made;

(B) Made by or through any person who is, or has
been, authorized to raise or expend funds, . . . or who is, or

has been receiving any form of compensation or reimbursement




from the candidate, the candidate’s committee or agent. 11

C.F.R. 109.1(b)(4)(i), 2 U.S.C. 431(17).

13. "Agent" means any person who has actual oral or
written authority, either express or implied, to make or to
authorize the making of expenditures on behalf of a candidate,
or means any person who has been placed in a position within the
campaign organization where it would reasonably appear that in
the ordinary course of campaign-related activities he or she may
authorize expenditures. 11 C.P.R. 109.1(b)(5); 2 0.8.C.

431(17).

14. An expenditure not qualifying as an independent

expenditure shall be a contribution in-kind to the candidate and

an expenditure by the candidate, unless otherwise exempted. 11

c.F.R. 109.1(c)’ 2 U.S.c. 431(17).

15. Any person who believes that a violation of any
statute or requlation over which the Federal Election Commission
(the "Commission") has jurisdiction has occurred . . . may file
a complaint in writing to [the Commission, in substantial
compliance with 11 C.F.R. 111.4(b) - (d)]. 11 C.F.R. 11ll1l.4(a),
2 U.S.C. 437g(a)(1).

PARTICULAR FACTS

16. At all times relevant to this Complaint, MICHAEL
BURDISS and DONALD T. BARNETT were employed by the United Mine

Workers of America International Union as COMPAC Coordinators.
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17. As COMPAC Coordinators, MICHAEL BURDISS and DONALD T.
BARNETT had apparent and/or actual authority to direct and/or

participate in directing the expenditure of COMPAC funds.
18. In or about May, 1992, COMPAC made expenditures for:

a. A television advertising campaign, featuring
United Mine Workers of America International Union vice
president Cecil Roberts, expressly advocating the election of
DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW as Democratic nominee for the office of

attorney general of the State of West Virginia.

b. A direct mail advertising campaign expressly
advocating the election of DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW as Democratic
nominee for the office of attorney general of the State of West

Virginia and other primary candidates seeking other offices.

19. Commencing in or about February, 1992, MICHAEL BURDISS

and/or DONALD T. BARNETT were agents of DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW

and/or DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW’s authorized campaign committee,

McGRAW FOR ATTORNEY GENERAL ("McG.A.G.").

a. Said agency was established by one or more of the
following facts:

(i) MICHAEL BURDISS and DONALD T. BARNETT each

made and authorized expenditures on behalf of DARRELL VIVIAN

McGRAW, a candidate, for food, lodging and travel for which

payment or reimbursement was subsequently made by McG.A.G.

(A) Pursuant to West Virginia Code, Chapter




3, Article 8, Regulation and Control of Elections, reimbursement

for such expenses is permitted only "[f]lor the necessary

traveling and hotel expenses of candidates, political agents and

committees . . .." W.Va. Code 3-8-9(a)(5).

(ii) MICHAEL BURDISS and/or DONALD T. BARNETT
provided valuable assistance to DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW and/or
McG.A.G. in connection with various campaign-related activities,
including but not 1limited to service as: (A) drivers; (B)
schedulers; (C) advance men; (D) fundraisers; and/or (E)
spokesmen, at the direction, and/or pursuant to the delegated
authority, of DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW and/or McG.A.G, as agents-
in-fact.

(iii) DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW publicly stated
that MICHAEL BURDISS was reimbursed "just like everyone else in
[his] campaign,” in an express ratification and acknowledgment

of MICHAEL BURDISS’ status as an authorized agent of McG.A.G.

20. In addition to their status as agents, MICHAEL BURDISS
and DONALD T. BARNETT were each in a position to know the plans,
projects and/or needs of DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW and/or McG.A.G.,
as a result of numerous and extensive meetings, conversations

and joint appearances with DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW.

21. (a) In addition to their status as agents, and their
actual or constructive knowledge of certain plans, projects
and/or needs of the candidate, payments to MICHAEL BURDISS and

DONALD T. BARNETT were made by McG.A.G. in or about June, 1992




and duly reported to the Secretary of State of West Virginia.
Said payments were reported as disbursements for "Travel, Food
and Lodging" and "Travel” in the amounts of $438.80 and $77.50,

respectively.

(b) As a consequence of such payments, and in accordance
with s8such filings, the presumption of non-independence as set

forth at 11 C.F.R. 109.1(b)(4)(i)(B) applies as a matter of law.

COUNT ONE

- Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint are
realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in this

Count.

2. On or about May 4, 1992, in the Southern District of
West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with its activities as an F.E.C. registered and
qualified national non-party political action committee, and
otherwise than as provided by law for the proper conduct of an
independent expenditure, did knowingly and willfully cooperate,
consult and/or act in concert with, or at the request or
suggestion of, DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW, McG.A.G. and/or his or its
agent, and in so doing provided an in-kind contribution to

DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW in excess of the applicable legal

limitation of §1,000, in violation of 11 C.F.R. 109.1(a).

COUNT 0

1. Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint are
8




realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in this

Count.

= On or about May 5, 1992, in the Southern District of
West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with 1its activities as an F.E.C. registered and
qualified national non-party political action committee, and
otherwise than as provided by law for the proper conduct of an
independent expenditure, did knowingly and willfully fail to
report the information required by 11 C.F.R. 104.3(b)(3)(vii) to
the Federal Election Commission, and to provide a copy of such
report to the Secretary of State of West Virginia, a purported
independent expenditure aggregating $1,000 or more, made after
the 20th day, but more than 24 hours, before 12:01 A.M. May 12,
1992, the day of the West Virginia primary election, in
violation of 11 C.F.R. 104.4(b) and 11 C.F.R. 108.1.

COUNT THREE

1. Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint are
realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in this

Count.

2. On or about and June 5, 1992, in the Southern District
of West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with its activities as an F.E.C. registered and

qualified national non-party political action committee, and

otherwise than as provided by law for the proper conduct of an




independent expenditure, did knowingly and willfully make and
caused to be made a materially false, fictitious and fraudulent
statement and representation, and made and used a false writing
and document, knowing the same to contain a materially false,
fictitious and fraudulent statement and entry, in that COMPAC
made and caused to be made, and used and caused to be used a
"Report of Receipts and Disbursements", F.E.C. Form 3-X, in
connection with its monthly reporting of receipts and
disbursements as required by law, which statement was filed by
mail with the Federal Election Commission and with the Secretary
of State of the State of West Virginia, in which Report COMPAC
knowingly and willfully made and caused to be made the following
false, fictitious and fraudulent statement regarding a material
fact:

[SCHEDULE B Itemized Disbursements Page 1 of 1 for Line 29])

TARGET MAILING INDEPENDENT 5/4/92 $20,275.00

26 BRADFORD STREET EXPENDITURES
CHARLESTON, WVA. TV ADS

when in truth and in fact COMPAC knew that the expenditure was

made in cooperation, consultation and/or in concert and/or at
the request or suggestion of, DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW, McG.A.G.
and/or his or its agent, in violation of 11 C.F.R. 109.1(b)(4),

2 U.S.C. 434(c)(2)(B) and 2 U.S.C. 437q.

COUNT FOUR

1. Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint
realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in

Count.




< O

> On or about and June 5, 1992, in the Southern District
of West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with its activities as an F.E.C. registered and
qualified national non-party political action committee, and
otherwise than as provided by law for the itemized reporting of
independent expenditures made during the reporting period, did
knowingly and willfully make and caused to be made a materially
false, fictitious and fraudulent statement and representation,
and made and used a false writing and document, knowing the same
to contain a materially false, fictitious and fraudulent
statement and entry, in that COMPAC made and caused to be made,
and used and caused to be used a "Report of Receipts and
Disbursements”, F.E.C. Form 3-X, in connection with its monthly
reporting of receipts and disbursements as required by law,
which statement was filed by mail with the Federal Election
Commission and with the Secretary of State of the State of West
Virginia, in which Report COMPAC knowingly and willfully made
and caused to be made the following false, fictitious and
fraudulent statement regarding a material fact:

[DETAILED SUMMARY PAGE OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS]

II. Disbursements . . .

24. Independent Expenditures (use Schedule E) -0- -0-

when in truth and in fact COMPAC purported to have made an
independent expenditure in the amount of $20,275, which was
required to be reported on said Line 24, as well as reported on
Schedule E, with a certification, under penalty of perjury, as

11
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to whether such independent expenditure was made in cooperation,
consultation or concert with, or at the request or suggestion
of, any candidate or any authorized committee or agent of such
committee, in violation of 11 U.S.C. 104.3(b)(3)(vii), 2 U.S.C.

434(b), 11 C.F.R. 104.4(a), 2 U.S.C. 434(c) and 2 U.S.C. 437g.

COUNT FI

1. Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint are
realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in this

Count.

2 On or about and June 5, 1992, in the Southern District
of West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with its activities as an F.E.C. registered and
qualified national non-party political action committee, and

otherwise than as provided by law for the itemized reporting of

disbursements made during the reporting period, did knowingly

and willfully make and caused to be made a materially false,
fictitious and fraudulent statement and representation, and made
and used a false writing and document, knowing the same to
contain a materially false, fictitious and fraudulent statement
and entry, in that COMPAC made and caused to be made, and used
and caused to be used a "Report of Receipts and Disbursements",
F.E.C. Form 3-X, in connection with its monthly reporting of
receipts and disbursements as required by law, which statement
was filed by mail with the Federal Election Commission and with
the Secretary of State of the State of West Virginia, in which

12
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Report COMPAC knowingly and willfully made and caused to be made
a false, fictitious and fraudulent statement regarding a
material fact in that COMPAC knew that its disbursement in the
amount of $20,275 did not qualify as an independent expenditure,
and in accordance with 11 C.F.R. 109.1(c) should have properly
been reported as a contribution in-kind to a non-federal
political committee, McG.A.G., in the amount of $20,275, and
itemized as part of line 29 as an "other disbursement", and
COMPAC knowingly and willfully failed to report said
contribution in the manner required by law, in violation of 11

C.F.R. 104.3(b)(1)(ix), U.S.C. 434(b) and 2 U.S.C. 437q.
AFFIDAVIT

The undersigned affiant states that:

s 38 Upon information and belief, the facts stated at

paragraphs 1 - 21 of this Complaint are true.

2% WHEREAS, it is the reasonable belief of the affiant
that COMPAC and/or other individuals committed one or more
violations of statutes and/or regulations over which the Federal

Election Commission has jurisdiction.

3. WHEREFORE, the affiant hereby respectfully requests

that the Federal Election Commission promptly take action to
fully review and investigate this matter and determine whether
any violations occurred, including but not limited to those set
forth as Counts One through Five hereof, and that the Federal

13
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Election Commission refer for further investigation and/or
prosecution any violations disclosed in the course of such
inquiry and investigation to the appropriate administrative or

legal authorities in a timely manner.

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA

)
) ss:
)

COUNTY OF MONROE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this |Y%. day of July, 1992,
before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of West
Virginia, in and for the County of Monroe, personally appeared
Robert J. Gould known to me to be the person whose name is
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged that he

executed the same for the purposes therein contained.

As Witness my hand and notorial seal.

Pk,

Notary Publicl

My Commission expires: %\M\W
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NAME ADDRED : DLCUF -1 10N
MATTHEW A. FEESE PO TCTIOAL
1060 BELLVIEW FPL LOMSUL TANT

MCLEAN., = a21ue

WILLIAM J. ITHLENHELL
=11 BOARD OF TRACE= BLDG.
WHEEL ING, L\ cECG3

STEVE LOREMNZc.
1057 WINDSOF SVE
MORGAHTOWN, WY

FRANK ELL [SCN
é2 AVE. C.
MADISON. W\

INVEZTMENT
BFROFER

BEORGE M. £

B30 E. BSTH

APT,. 4A

NY « NY 1002
WILLIAM E. WAT=IMN HTTORMNEY
B0O0 MAIN STREET

WELLSBURG., WV E8uT0

NEW JERSEY FUELIC EMFLOYEES
COUNCIL 1 SEG. 0L (OnNT. ED.
3635 QUAKEFRER [DGE RD.
TRENTON, NIJ 0B&LE

COMM. WORKERS SF

DIST. 2 PEC

SO1-3RD ST. N.V. SUITE 250
WASHINGTON, DL aCOi1-27'97
DAVID BURTON A1 TRRNEY
F.0. BOX S12%

FRINCETON, WV za7al

[NVES TMENT
EROKEFR

MARY SMARTT
12 WINDING WAY
SHORT HILLS., NJ 07073

ACE/AFSCME LIZCAL 23S0 aFL-CI0
8008 MARLEBORO HIFE
FORESTVILLE. "D A

SENERGL

V4R OYER
~EESE COMM.
MCLZib,
JA e2t1o2

AN

SELF

GOLDMAN, SACHS
85 BROAL ST,
25TH FLOOR

NY. NY 10004 SO0, O0

SELF

SO0, 00

1.000,00

1,000,000

SO0, 00

GOLDMAN & SACHS
85 BROAD ST.
26TH FLOOR

MY, NY 10004

250.00

1,000,000
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T WAl OF CAAaTTEE (v
’ UMWA COAL MINERS POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE _ Perp,, =
i l ADORE SS (rumher ard weet)  Check § @lererd fhan preveusly repored W
8 I - vl- '.' ""
‘ 2 300 15TH STREET, N. W. ] coo13342. VM
2 £ |~ sTate ara o cOOE I T commiles Saed a8 + mALsom
; cormyreties OURING THES Aepartng Percg on
g WASHINGTON, D. C. 20005 1o
m
4. TYPE OF REPORT
..;:m!swﬁm Morahdy Aepont Due On.
7S _ Februay20 — e ~ Ocmber 20
Jgy 1S Quarnaery Regon = Mach 20 = Ay = novnwr 20
i — Mn Z At T Oscemowr 20
" Ocwmber 15 Quaneny Regon X_ My20 ° T Seperew®d T Jaruay )
T Jaruary 31 Year End Report :Tnmayrlunm
- (Type of Eiscaory
T ady 31 Mid Year Report (Non-elecson Year Orty) slecson on " f S of
o o e S
= __ Thwaem day repon folownyg @ Gerersl Elechon on
- " Termnanon Repon € o Stae of
0 ™ s 38 Report an Amendment? :YES _X—_NO
o SUMMARY COLUMN A COLUMN 8
S 8 CovewgPenod _5/1/92 o _5/31/92 s an A 2
T 'y (a) Cash on Heng Jeruary 1. 19 RS el S R
= ®) Cash on Hand at Begrveng of Reporeng Penod ... .. . 3 194,407.31
% {c) Total Receots (rom Lne 19) . : ., 4,944.09 $ 289,911.47
on (@ &m(duu“ﬂﬂthMAw ’
Lnes 6(a) snd Gi) r Coe ) ..o 199,351.40 $ 349,563.86
? Total Dabursements (Worm Ln® 30 ... o — i $ 62,725.00 $ 212,937.46
8  Cashon Hend at Close of Repertng Penod (sdwract Line 7 from Line &(d) ... $ 136,626.40 8 136,626.40
9. Oebs and Obiigasons Owes TO P Comvnmse
(Memize o on Scheduls C snder Schedule O) — ... s ::::-:_-n
10. Osd® and Cbigatiens Owed BY tre Commiine ¢ Do, v
(Mamize ol en Schedule C endir Schedute O) Watingn, 0C D4
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i Untemced
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~
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r-nh-mmcu-
M Loare Received

Loan Repaymenss Ascened
Olasts Te Oporatirg Expendires Mobrs. Asbams. o)

Rekncs of Corerutions biade © Federsl Candiiams andd Other Pofical Comwnilnes

bbbl

Ovwr Federsl Recepss (Daionds. et &)
Teansters om Nordedera Accourt iy ot Achly .
Total Recepss .. e S TV 12 11 u 15. 1( 17. 04 18 »

Yqimim i (R 0 1D R R ) >

{ Dlsbursemants

Operating Expenciures:
8 Shared FederaiMon-Fedarsl Acivly (rem Schedide M)
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i NonFeders Shee
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E
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S
D
g+

247
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Tansirs ® AlllandObw Poy Conniles

Coreusions © Federal Cardciame/Corwntines sl Oer Policel Cosundines
rcapendert Experciuses e Schedkds B

Coordramd Expendiures M by Pary Commiiees @ US.C. 44 1aich)) hee Schadis F) .

Losn Aspeywens M

(=1
Rebsrh of Cowrngors Te
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Tetnl Ontarsemerss
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Tom Corartautions (otw tan bars)(rom bne 11

Towsl Corwrtngon Relrs (om bre 204

:
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SCHEDULE A ITEMIZED RECEIPTS for each category of the / | 2
v Pog POR Uit masscn |

/14 g

wr'mwmmlw‘ﬂl-mmmh-ﬂuuhmwlummd.ﬁlb‘“uu.h
orpose other e uaing (he rerme ond address of sny poil el COMNITISD 10 sad< R COND Dutin s Frem aush ComeiTI. —cisl

NAME OF COMMITTEE (In Poml ‘ ~
MA COAL MINERS POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE

A. Pull Nasw, Adviren and TP Cods Nerne of Erglover Oums (memn, J——
WILLIAM FREDERICK BANTG et | A
11720 FERSHIRE ROAD UNITED MINE WORKERS
G'BURG, MD. 20978 OF AMERICA 5/15/92 25.42

OCocugstien
ey e re— L_TG""" QOMPAC DIRECTOR
[T] Oner Upacity): Aswepste Yaw t0-Oswe > 8 59},

Q. Pyll Name, Mualling Addren end ZP Code Neme of Employer Owte Umench, Aspurt of Egch
RICHARD TRIMKA - doy, yewr) Aeseipt this Pericd
13536 GLENN MILL ROAD INITED MINE WORKERS
POTOMAC, MD. 20550 QF AMERICA S5/15/92 31.60

ken
—— L . % BRES IDENT
[T] orner tspacity) Agwepne Yew-10-Ome > 284 .40

C. Full Noow, Maifing Addren ong 2P Cote Neme of Emgpioyer Oow imeneh, Amsum of Eoch
ROBERT STROPP, JR. UNITED MINE WORKERS doy, yow) R-'-t:'w
1373 CARPERS FARMAAY OF AMERICA
VIENNA, VA. 22180 L 5/15/92 32.16

| Occuostion MR
Pt For X[ Primery L Gorern GENERAL gg%
| ] Other tapecity): Aqpepw Yar<o-Ovee > 8 28944

0. Full Neme, Malling Addrem end 21P Code Nemne of Emplever Oow imeneh, Ameum of Eoch
JAMES GROSSFELD ! UNITED MINE WORKERS dnv. vesr) Aecept this Perod
2501 QUE STREET, N. w. $414 QF AMERICA 5/15/92 25.00
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20007

Occupsten JOURNEL

Recoe For: Kftrmey [ G | oppopren
~ [T] Cher tspacity). Agu ogte Yewrs0-Ome > $225,00

€. Full Naow, Malling Addres and ZIP Cote Neme of Empiover Owte imonrh, Ampum of Egcn
MICHEAL BUCKNER | UNITED MINE WORKERS dw, vew) Recsiot thn Perog

iy 5012 TIBBITT LANE | OF AMERICA 5/15/92 24.17
BURKE, VA. L=
| Occupston RESEARCH
Receipt For: Uhm :Gomru b
[] Owner (spucity): Arepste Yaw-®-Osm >3 204.5
F. Pull Name, Malling Addrem end ZiP Code Nerne of Empleover Oow (memh, Ameunt of Each
UNITED MINE WORKERS doy, vesr) Recapt thas Pov oo
46 GREEN RIDGE DRIVE CF AMERICA 5/15/92 27.52
STAFFORD, VA. 22554
Occupetion UM
Recwor For- i Primery UGw-i
[T]Other (specity): | Aewrepets Yeur-to-Oem > 8247,
G. Full Name, Malfing Addrem ond Z1P Code Neme of Empleyer Oete imemh, Amoum
MATTHEW MILLER ! UNITED MINE WORKERS duy. yeer) Recepr mo:f:::a
88 CARSON DRIVE | OF AMERICA 5/15/92
BROANSVILLE, PA. 15417 b i 22.29
| Ooccupstion  (YMPAC
Recmpt For: E IHM UG-url ADMINSTRATOR
[ ] Owner (spmcity): Aggregete Yawr-1-Osse > ¢ 200,
SUBTOTAL of Receipn This Page (aptionel) - : > 188.16
N 22,7




——\

. ’.N‘.|u Can,g g
SHEDULE A ITEMIZED RECEIPTS AW catopory o! tha i B
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ILA{

. Al on (D0-ed Fom mah Report end S® eI Mgy W1 B2 50T O weed Dy Ny DerIon lor the Ourpose @f woiciting CONIT OVt Ore or S
QO™ gy v -

oo St NN Ui NG 1he Nerme ond o amt @f 84Y POIIICH! COMM™ATI0 10 80::C ! CONI DD I10m M h cOMM.(ra

NAME OF COMBITTEL 'n Full)

"MAA CDAL MINFRS POLITICAL ACTION CCMMITTEE

A Pull Neme Msiling Addrem ond 21P Coate

Neme of Employer

[ Dste '/momn,

Aoy, ny of Ean

BRADLEY J. BURTON UNITED MINE WORKERS : Gav. vew) R0 1hs P g
1118 TOWER DRIVE GF AMERICA ;5/15/92
BOONVILLE, DND. 47601 | 22,29
Oxuoston i
r— Py [Jowws QRGANIZER | ;
[ Orter tepecityi Ag ogute Year-10-Onte > $200.61 3
8. Full Name. Muling Addrems ond 2P Code Neme of Employer Dot | Snmes s b
DONALD T. BARNETT UNTTED MINE WORKERS Gov.vew) | Receon i Peroo
4500 MAOCORKLE AVE. F AMERICA S/15/92 22.29
CHARLESTON, WVA. 24701 ‘
! Oxxupstion UMWA OOMPAC
Recewpt For Uhm UGN!..I COORDINATOR
f—:!o:-v ‘specity) ! Agwegste Yemr to-Date > $ 200
C. Full Nome Masling Addrem and 21P Code | Neme of Empioyer Oste imontn, Amount of €acn
dev. yesr) Feceot this P og
[
Cecupaton J'
lw'::v L,Thim.v UGM— L |
[ Other lapeity) Ageregete Yeer to-Oute > § =]
0. Full Name. Mailing Addren and 21P Cade | Neme of Emplover Dot (MOMR. |  Amcam of Eacn
av.yew) | Receot this Pwos
J Occuostion
Aeee For Uh-m ] Generw i
7 Cther laperaty) [ Agwegne Yew 100me >3
€. Full Nome. Malling Addreus and 20F Cote | Neme of Empioyer Oots (manrh, Arraum of Eacn
oy, yewr) Recmen thi Perog
Occuoeton i
Recnpt For P ] Prienary UMU | i
F Other (specify) | Agyegute Y ser-10-Oute > §
F. Full Nome. Mailing Addrum and ZIP Code | Neme of Employer Oute (menth, Arromant of Exch
L dov, yew} Recept the Perog
! Occupet on
Recnen For UPvM UG'!'O 1
~
{ Ot (specity) I Aguregere Vn--ro-Dou)S
G. Full Neme Maifing Addrem ond 21P Cads | Neme of Empiover Oete imemth, Amoum of Each
| dey, vear} Recogs thi Perod
L
Docupe on
Recmpt For Primery UM-
[ ] Ovrer tapecity). Ay sprts Yo <0-Oute > ¢
SUBTOTAL of Aecoons Th Poge laptiorall . ... ... & .> 44.58
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ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

L
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Owwried Sumvnery Pag

ahatvivd)

/[ | 3

m‘i' UMBE R

Ay oriorang o (SO0 [rem ach FAacur 3 =t |t arons mev 2ot b8 Wil & waBd by on v porIn for 0 parpem of BiCTING serTSaten w W

rpEsEs STREr " BNQ

1N A od srbdreen o' sy POHIICH LOMIRTER 19 MTA rtriDu e em auch earvhites

T\ MAME OF COMMITTEL (a P ua)

>

7 UNTTED MINE WORKERS OF AMEFICA (DAL MINERS POLITICAL ACTION TTTEE
A un—@unm—-zwc.a Purpese of Dmbursernent 0';‘":"‘ "'-"'nt:n
CAKAR . CONGRESS COOMMITTEL Prod
P. O. BOX 2781 OONTRIBUT ICN " 5/15/92 1,000.00
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20013 _lom"- L/ ey [ ] Generms
Other (wpecify)

Oute (mamn, Amanry of €och
8PS Namme, Mailing Addram ond 21P Code Purpose of Dubrursement -
OAKAR FOR OONGRESS OOMMITTEE | CONTRIBUTTON WL ee—T Y
P. O. BOX 2781 ' - = J 5/5/92 500.00
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20013 _.1°"‘m"'l"~'m o e

' Ot Lngmen, Amawrn of Esch
C. Pull Mame, Mailng Addrems and 2)P Cote Purpess of Oiursemem /
COSTELLO FOR OONGRESS '9: | OONTRIBUTION LT | ————rdy P
P. O. BOX 8250 o 5/1/92 200.00
BELLEVETLLE, ILL. 62222 j_e]m-"'t_."'m L] Geners
Wy
0. Full Mamw. Masling Addrems snd I!P Cose Pt o::o:-'n " ano;n?;«
FRIENDS FOR HAREY REID QONTRIBUTION H
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20013 ) ever (!
€. Pull Mame, Moling Addrem wnd 21P Cote Purpom of Outursement 9‘:":7* e by 4 e
FRIENDS OF SHERWQOD T EF.CPT SONTRIBUTION
P. 0. 30X C — e [ JPeey [ Geew| 5/5/92 500.00
UTICA, N. ¥ 13503 e —
#. Pul Name, Malling Addrem ond 2P Code | Arsom of Oisbursernamt :-u—n_' u-—-m.;::’
CITIZENS QOMMITTEE "R TREST QONTRIBUTION
F. HOLLINGS b= e ooau] 5/5/92 1,000.00
1211 CONNECTICUT AVE. ¢ 00 ’"imn-.—:mU (e
WASHINGIUN, D. C_ 22056
Q. Ful Mams, Mailing Addrem ond I1P Come Porposs ¢! ODutasrssment = h;l:'n M“T'::Tvo
JIM JONTZ FOR CONGFESS INTRIBUTION
P. O. BOX 2884 ] 5/5/92 500.00
L T 'O eturssrram for Uhm ,_g_[c.-w
WASHINGTON, D. C. 2001: i_l°"'"""’
1 4
" Fell R Malling Addrem and 2P Cods | Pwrposs of Oedurmament O:O'H;:I'L Mo‘nt:-:'-
PETE STARK RE-ELECTION "CMMITTEE CQONTRIBUTION
810 G STREET, S. E. $#20C } 5/5/92 1,000.00
: = O ebursemera l-.-[ ?rn-v Genersi ’ .
WASHINGTON, D. C. 200C3 '_E"" ' LJ
I. Pl Mome, Mailing Addrem ons Z'% Code [P o . — SA———
PALLONE FOR CUNGRESS | CONTRIBUTTON
P, O, BOX 3176 I ETUAWAY 5/5/92 500.00
- Owbursenent ter UHM l ICM
LONG 8RANCH, N. J. 07740 }—lo"‘“ﬁ.
b 700, 00

SUBTOTAL of Dbursement This Pege (cotieral)

>

TOTAL The Period (lest pogs the Jre muroer enly|

l




ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

a—lnv-wb““o‘*ﬂﬂm“—.bm,
e soix A o’ Dartudrd o™ auch esTwniTEN

wared OF MIYTII lia P )

UNTTED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA COAL UINERS POLITICAL ACTION M
] prpose of Dwtarsarnent Oure (ment®,
\ awy. yow!

A M-—.mm-—-zwc.-
HOOSTERS FOR TIM ROEMER

k OONTRIBUTTICIN
| SIRIBTIN 5/5/92

’:_10'” iapeciivi
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Chatlestan :awyer Ed
teBrook has misrepresented
Darrell McGraw's record in
1S negalive campaign for at-

'rney general. a McGraw sup-
<irter ~harges Mike Burdiss,

~=rtinater of the Coal Miners

i al Acuon Committee,
331d coadl uperators and big
business are pouring money
into ReBrook's campaign.

‘What voters see in that
negative ad blitz is a total dis-
torion of the truth,” Burdiss
said. He mentioned television
ad footage of a “scuffle” at the
Kanawha County J;ﬂmm
NcGraw and sheriff’s es.

“Why do you there
were reporters and cameras
when Darrell got into that
scuffle?” Burdiss said. ‘‘Be-
cause McGraw invited them to
Join him, to look at jail comdi-
uoas that led to the swicide of
the troubled teen-age prisoner.

. The scuffling broke owt be-
cause the deputies resented
McGraw making these deplor-
able conditions public.”

_COMPAC has endorsed Mc-

Graw in the Nay 12 Democrat-

IC_primary. "Tbere 3 an em-
arrassment all right in this
— campaign for attorney gener-
al.” Burdiss said, “but it cer-
‘ainly 1sn't Darrell McGraw.”

88 (325 / 7
O Meanwhile in Morgaatown,
McGraw received an award
—from the Monongalia County
Bar Association. The group
~gave McGraw, a former state
Supreme Court Justice, its Jus-
~—lice Ementus award “for out-
standing contributions to
pAmenican junsprudence.”

ReBrook raises
questions about
legality of ad

By PAUL OWENS
DAILY MAIL CAPITOL BURE AL

Ed ReBrook today questioned money
the United Mine Workers political action
comumittee has spent to
produce a television ad-
vertisement that sup-
ports Darrell McGraw,
his oppooent in the at-
torney general's race.

“If the cost of pro-
duction and the media
buy exceeded the $1.000
limut, and I believe it
probably does, then that
would be a serious vio-
lation of West Virgi-
nia's campaign law.”

ReBrook charged.

Thomas A. Knight. the Charleston con-
suitant who put together the advertise-
ments for the UMW. esumated the cost
of its production and broadcast to be
about $20,000.

But Knight said that money is an “in-

t expenditure.” and not subject
to the $1.000 limut on direct comtribu-
tions to candidates.

Bill Harnngton, chief of staff in the
Secretary of State's office. said state law
allows organizations such as the UMW's
political action committee to campaign
>n behalf of candidates as long as the or-
Zamzations do so independently

‘If 1t 1s 1n concert with a candidate,
then there 1s a problem Harnngton
saud.

Knight emphaticaliy denied that
McGraw played any part 1o the produc-
Jon of the adverusement. The UMW has
iong made a practice of campaigning in-
dependently on behalf of the candidates
it supports 1n West Virginia and other
states, he said

But at least two teievision stations,
WSAZ and WCHS. are refusing to run the
advertisement

T_ANTO ReBROOK '2B

ReBrook

STINUED FROM LB

The ad features Cecil Roberts.
unternational vice president of the
UMW. Roberts does not mention
ReBrook by name, but says,
“Judge McGraw’'s opponent is
being supported by big business
for only one reason: they know
Judge McGraw is not for sale.”

Don Ray, geperal manager at |
WSAZ, said that because the ad-
vertisement criticizes ReBrook, |
his station cannot rum it without |
authorization from McGraw. Oth-
erwise, he said, WSAZ could be
sued under federal law for the
conteat of the ad.

Dennis Adkins, general manag-
er at WCHS, offered a similar ex-
planation for his station's refusal
to air the ad.

Knight questioned their inter-
pretation of the law. And he said |
if McGraw were to authorize the
ad as the stations have requested,
it would no longer be an independ-

ent expenditure

Charleston Daily Ma:il
May /7, 1992
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ReBrook

questions

legality of UMW ads

THE ANSim DATHD PHESS

Democratic attornev gereral
candidate Ed ReBrook on
Thursday accused supporters
of opponent Darrell McGraw
2f violating election laws

ReBrook said the West Vir-
gima Coal Miners Political Ac-
tion Committee has exceeded
the $1.000 limit of campaign
Jonations in its support of Mc-
Graw. The commuittee paid for
television advertisements sup-
porung McGraw and ume on
three West Virgimia television
stauons. ReBrook saig

The secretary of state's ofi-
ice is investigating, said chies
{ staff Ball Harrington

Anvone can make inde-
endent expenditures on a can
lidate s behalf ana as long as
1 1S not :n concert with the
"andidate the $1,000 limit

2 pply Harrington

4Ll examine the commerciais
ahd lry ' determine whe
MceGraw ana the committee
Yere working together Har-
£ 'E""‘,"I Na :

D
O nvestigation

turned aver to Kana-

wha County prosecutor Bill
Forbes. Harrington said.

Miners committee director
Mike Burdiss said be has not
violated any election laws.

‘Ed ReBrook wants it both
ways. Several years ago he ran
for the House of Delegates and
received all the benefits of the
support of the United Mine
Workers with no complaints.
Now he's a desperate candi-
date trying to heighten his
stature.” he said.

McGraw did not return a tel-
ephone message to his home
Thursday

in other campaign news,
Democratic presidential hope-
ful Jerry Brown on Monday
plans a second visit to West
Virginia

The visit will center on the
environment, said Jay Hol-
comb Brown's state campaign
coordinator

Holcomb said Brown tenta-
tiveiy s scheduled to go on a
*hitewaier rafting trip on the
“ew River and attend rallies
it 1230 pm. 1n Huntington, ¢
om at West Virginia Wesley-
in in Buckhannon and 6 p.m
it Northern West Virginia
Community College in Wheel-
Ing

—

|

J




THE ASS0OCIATED PRESS

The Secretary of State's office
has found nothing to justify a
complaint by attorney general
candidate k4 ReBrook that his op-
ponent’s supporters have violated
campaign expense laws, an offi-
cial said

ReBrook on Thursday said the
United Mine Workers union’s pol-
itical arm, the Coal Miners Politi-
cal Action Committee, has ex-
ceeded the §$1,000 limit on dona-
tions per candidate

The committee paid for televi-
sion advertisements supporting
Darrell McGraw, ReBrook said. A
consultant said the cost was about
$20,000

The Secretary of State's office
1s investigating, chiel of staff Bill
Harrington said Thursday.

“Right now, we have no evid-
ence to support the allegations,”
he said

The secretary of state’s staff
will examine the commercials and
try to determine whether McGraw
and the committee were working
together, Harrlnﬂo: said.

“Anyone can make independent

nditures on a candidate’s be-

and as long as it is not ia con-
cert with the candidate, the §$1,000
limit does not apply,” Harrington
said.

oM 4\(6\(“/

Office probes allegations about ad

B Summary

Attorney general candi-
date Ed ReBrook claims a
miners PAC exceeded the
$1,000 limit on donations
by paying for his oppo-
nent's TV ads which cost
about $20,000.

“If there was coordination with
the McGraw campalgn and the
UMW, the limit does apply,” he
said. “If there wasn't any coordi-
nation, the limit does not apply.”

Mike Burdiss, director of the
UNW group, said ReBrook
showed his ignorance of election
laws when he made the complaint.
Burdiss’ group has endorsed
McGraw in Tuesday’'s Democratic

ry.
‘“Ed ReBrook wants it both
ways,” Burdiss sald. ‘‘Several
be ran for the House of
and received all the
of the

(]
'§ ighten his stat-

McGraw di t return a tele-

fl)_hone message left at his home
ursday
In other campaign news
Kanawha County Prosecut

echler used his office

plies for his campaigr
cratic challenge
on Wednesday j

lated |ette

But For
Susman an
man’s compl
investigation

Susman’'s ¢
“that the silly
that the last
campaigning a
and percelv
dates,” For

e was a sign
30N IS upon us in
rate hours of

can form Af democrycy, incum-

bents Inhgrently have\an advan-

is, good or bid na rally
to be an overlap.”

was pleased by Fo

d he said he nearly lost h)
bi¢akfast this morning when je
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WleGraw

By Fannay Seiler
STAFF WRITER

Democratic attorney general

sominee Q.#rrell McGraw has
raised $43, and spent 338244
o0 his election campaign, based
oo his committee’s financial re-
port filed Wednesday in the secre-
tary of state’s office.

McGraw $30,847 between
May 2 and Jube 5 — $25,010 of
which was paid to Media Strate-
gies & Research of Washington,
for televimon.

Michael Lipton, the candidate's
press spokemmnan, was paid a §1.-
000 fee, and Mike Burdiss, the
state tor ni

3 ti-
mﬁ‘

—bursed $438.80 for trave
Andlogpag

~ The committee received a $500

contribution from Matt Reese, a
~<McLean. Va., political consultant.

who formerly lived in West Vir-
~xinia. Former state Democratic

Chairman William Watson also
~donated $500

Several $1.000 donations were

“made by various organized labor
political action committees. in-

~rluding the American Federation
of State, County and Municipal

—Employees Local 2250 at Forest-
“ville. Md: the New Jersey Public

rAEmployees Council of Trenton,
N.J.. Communications Workers of

~America District 2 in Washington;
Security and Law Enforcement
Employees of Albany, N.Y.. and
United Food and Commercial
Workers International Union.
Washington, and Teamsters Local
175 in Charleston.

George M. Suspanic and Mary
Smartt, investment bankers with
Goldman Sachs in New York City,
gave $300 and $250, respectively.

The committee refunded $900

_to the UMW's non-volunteer fund

in Waslugg
UMW Vice Prwdent Cecil Rob-

—msmm__v“ucwnw_c@‘e_
—pendent campaign for McGraw,

filed by Roberts

Bill Harmington, chief of staff in
the secretary of state’s office.
made inquiries about the inde-
pendent campaign &nd said Be
could find no ties between Mc-
Graw's campaign and Roberts

Independent campaigns are per-
mitted by law, but reports have
been requured in the past.

Madalin Jackson of Huntington.
the Republican candidate for sec-
retary of state, reported receipts
of $771.32 and no expenditures.

Republican attorney general
candidate Robert James Gould
raised $5,245 in the latest penod
for total contributions of $36.520.
Gould spent $2.969 for a total of
$5,327. Among the donors was
Charleston lawyer Thomas Potter.

The t Iurl« ston Gazette. Thundu\ Junt 11

who gave $1,000

Gould listed debts of $25.000 to
himself.

The state chapter of the Nation-

al Organization for Women on
Wednesday reported income of

GET $30 OR MORE
FOR YOUR OLD MOUNTING

OF CENTER DIAMOND

MANY SYTLES TO CHOOSE FROM
ALL DIAMONDS SET IN OUR STORE
PRESENT THIS AD AT TIME OF
PURCHASE FOR FREE SETTING

campaign spent over half on TV

$1,370 and expenditures of
It donated $125 to gubern
candidate Charlotte Prit
each to Bonnie Brown a:
White in House of Dele
races.

e ————
PROTECT YOUR VALUABLE DIAMONDS
WITH A NEW MODERN MOUNTING

4K YELLOW L3 CT
SOLITAIRE MOUNTIN,
LESS TRADE IN
YOU PAY
o DOWNTOWN
310 Capitol Street
o KANAWHA CITY
3716 MacCorlde Ave., SE

1t _no financial report has been

-neérlestop Gazette
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Union targets Palumbo’s office

The West Virginia State Em-
ployees Union has mailed letters
to all employees in the attorney
general’s office, trying to organize
them. Mary Ann Uzelac. a staff
representative for the union. said
the constitutional office is one of
three or four agencies being tar-
geted.

FANNY SEILER

“We target different agencies at [~

different times," she noted. The
letter said: “‘We represent law-

yers. engineers. secretaries and__tee listed total receipte of $591.-

dozens of other clasmfications in
every agency of state govern-
ment. We want vou to join.

“For the last few years, work-
Ing 1n the office of the attorney
general has been. to say the least.
unstable. There have been differ-
ent demands upon you and you
have had to prove vourself over
and over again, with no regard for
your years of service the letter
a

It was signed by Uzelac and
Marilyn Kendall. also a staff re-
presentative. The letter said the
union was committed to creating
a stable work force. There have
been three attorneys generai since
1985. The Democratic nominee
for the office. Darrell McGraw,
has had labor backing when he
ran for public office. Uzeiac said
employees who work for a consti-
tutional officer have no grievance
protection and have fewer rights
than Civil Service employees. ..

John Yoder, the attormey who
filed a federal lawsuit challenging
the conflict of interest exemptions
for public school system employ-
ees serving in the Legislature,
says Judge Robert Maxwell told
the two sides he would make his
ruling prior to Nov. 3, so voters
will know the outcome before the
general election. The judge said
voters are entitled to know since
the lawsuit has caused a lot of un-
certainty, according to Yoder,
who s himself a candidate for the
state Senate. .

506.18 and expenditures of $626.-
138.60 on its financial report, filed
tn the secretary of state’s office,
without much explanation of
where the money came from and
what 1t was spent for. Ben
Greene, president of the West Vir-
ginia Mining Reclamation Asso-
ciation, questioned how COMPAC
could file such a report. calling it
“blatantly wrong."

Neither the UMW nor Vice
President Cecil Roberts filed a re-

port for an j
that was undertaken on behalf of

Darrell McGraw. Bill Harrington,
chief of staff in the secretary of

state’s ofﬁ_ce. said he has called

Mike Burdiss, the QgAC state
coordinator, and the in
“Washington, |

ington. but hasn’t received a
reply.

Harrington said questions were
raised by the report and further
fact-finding 1s warranted. Greene
quipped that Secretary of State
Ken Hechler ought to be on his
side this time, since the UMW did
not endorse Hechler this year.
Greene’s insistence that the UMW
follow the same rules every one
else followed led to the election
law being changed last year. . .

Secretary of Transportation
Arch Gleason had the wallpaper
in his and three other staff mem-
bers’ offices painted over, and
new carpet was installed.

The wallpaper (at a cost of §3.-
686.76) was installed in the fall of
1985. But it was too “dull and dir-

ty-looking" to suit the current ten-
ants. The carpet, which

new carpet laid in 198%, cost
$835.46 in Gleason's office, and
will cost about $650 in three other
offices. The Division of Highways
will ask the Department of Ad-
ministration to reimburse it for
Gleason's carpet because the old
carpet was damaged by a water

The United Mine Workers Coal leak....
. Miners Polit h’tsl_AJsﬁwmt;_ Kelli Willard, daughter of Mike
Charieston

Willard, who owns the
advertising and public relations
firm of Willard & Associates, is
working in the office of Assistant
Highways Commissioner George
Sidiropolis for $866 a month. Sidi-
ropolis lost his secretary, Kim
Houghton, to the liquor commis-
sion, where her promised $39,000
salary was reduced to $27,500 by
Tax and Revenue Secretary Jim
Paige, who said he didn't think she
should be making more thaa his
secretary. The Alcohol Beverage
Control Commission is under
Paige's jurisdiction.

Houghton is being replaced by
Shelia Samms, who in 1988 tape-
recorded Joe Shelton, amother
highways employee who works
closely with Sidiropolis, making
campaign arrangements on his
state phone on state time for 2
trip Gov. Caperton was makiag to
Pocahontas County.

Speaking of Kelli Willard, she
recently purchased a car. The
first week she had the car, she
had an accident in Ohio that put
her boyfriend in the hospital. Mike
Willard says insurance will cover
repair charges. . ..

House Speaker Chuck Cham-

- ] bers, D-Cabell, attended a Nation-

al Conference of State Legisla-
tures’ executive committee meet-
ing at the Lake of The Ozarks
April 24-26 at a cost of $1,428.47
He attended a meeting of the ex-

See SEILER, 5A

N
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Candidate challenges UMW expense

By Fanny Seller
Trrk WRITER

A Charleston political consult-
it was pald $20,27% by the Unit-
4 Mine Workers Coal Miners Pol-
.ical Action Committee to pro-
duce and place television ads as
an independent primary expendi-
wure for Democratic attorney gen-
rral nominee Darrell McGraw.

Whether the COMPAC expendi-
taure was legally Independent has
‘«+n challenged by McGraw's Re-
yublican opponent, Robert Gould,
«hn asked Kanawha County pros-

ter Bill Forbes to investigate
114 also said Tuesday he has at-
rneys looking into whether he

i hring civil action against the

R

Herords 1n the secretary of
tate s office show that COMPAC
mually donated $900 on April 10
o McGraw

But McGraw's committee re-
tunded it on May 11, seven days
after the $20,275 check was sent
to Target Malling Services, owned
by Thomas Knight and Laura
Phillips, partners in Knight Phil-
lips Assoclates.

Target Malllng deposited the
~heck on May 7, according to a fi-
nancial disclosure report flled
Tuesdsy, 12 days after the filing
deadline. Target Malling made
$3.112.25 in production fees and
commissions, and spent $17,182.7%
to make media buys at seven sta-
tions and on production costs.

McGraw's committee reim-

| bursed Mike state COM-
PAC .80 on June
or o and lodging ex-

penses incurred while traveling
with McGraw on the campalgn
trail

|
b .

Y

R | question of Indopond'o’E! B

The UMW's podltical action committee pad a consuitant $20 275 to
produce and place telavision ads supporting Darrell McGraw lor attor
ney general in the prmary election McGraw's GOP challenger con
tends the ads ware not an independent expenditure

Gouid cited a federal law that
u{: an “expenditure made on be
half of a candidate but directed by

a person who has received
compensation or reimbursement
from the campaign Is presumed
not to be independent "

He also cited a state law that
says unlimited independent ex-
penditures may be made by pohti
cal action committees provided
the expenditures are made with
out cooperation or consultation
with, or at the suggestion of the
candidate. If cooperation, consul-
tation or suggestion exists “an
in-kind contribution results which
then is subject to the contribution
limits” of $1,000 per election, the
law said.

Gould belleves the reimburse-
ment to Burdiss by McGraw's

committes negated e“indcrend-
ent expenditure’” by showing a
coordination of efforts with the
candidate. He sald all but $1,000

of the $20,27S should be returned.
However, Bill Harrington, chief
of staff in the secretary of state’s
office, said McGraw and Burdiss'
traveling together was not ade-
quate to show a coordina-
tion of efforts with the candidate.
Gould said the tor and
the state Election ission are
the legal authorities to determine
whether the law was viclated, and
witnesses and telephone records

between McGraw and COMPAC
should be subpoenaed.

Forbes is on vacation and
couldn't be reached. Gould said he
wanted Lo see If the state system
worked, but wouldn't hesitate to
go to the U S. attorney's office
. McGraw said Burdiss was reim:
bursed for out-ol-pocket expenses
just a3 other Indlviduals were who
ancurred expenses, When COM-
PAC did the independent cam-
paign, his committee returned the
$900 contribution, McGraw added
He saild he had confidence in his
financial agent that expenditures
were bandled properly.

COMPAC flles a federal rerort
and a state report. The federal re-
port listed the $20,276 disburse-
ment to Target Malling as an “In-
dependent expenditure, TV ads.”
without additional Information. *

Laura Phillips said COMPAC
made the independent expenditure
on behalf of UMW Vice President
Cecil Roberts

arget

a_ma or AC to its
members, communicating un-
on's rsements in the prima-
ry. But neither COMPAC nor Tar-
get Malling reported the expendi-
ture and Phillips said she did not
know the cost.

Harrington said the expenditure
should have been reported

COMPAC's last state report
showed ex itures of $6.882.50
between May 2 and June §, but
only one expenditure for $162.59
— a donation given to the Raleigh
County Democratic Executive
Committee — was listed. In-kind
contributions were lumped togeth.
er in one sum without a break-
down

Harrington said COMPAC a9
not comply with a law passed (wa
years ago that required 1t to 1.
port the transfers from coal com
panies of miners’ dues If ea !
paid $25 or less by showing 1
amount required from each nier
ber and the number of members

The law was passed after Ben
Greene, president of the West Vir
ginla Mining and Reclamauon As
sociation, said COMPAC was not
complying with election laws by
reporting a lump sum from var
ious coal companies.

COMPAC reported lump sums
agais from tions, and a Lo
tal expenditure of $626,138.60 on
its state report for the campaign
to date. Greene said Tuesday i
COMPAC had given $1,000 to
each candidate running in the pri-
mary it would have only totaled
$117,000.

Greene also questioned whether
Roberts was going to report the
$20,275 on his income taxes

Harrington said Burdiss calied
him Tuesday afternoon and indi-
cated the necessary information
would be reported.




U.S. attorney got McGraw fund information:

By Fanny Sellor
STAFY WRITER

o ¥ O
The chief of the US. attorney's committee on April 10, but the
criminal division saild Thursday donation was refunded when
Republican at general can- COMPAC made the independent
didate Robert Gould contacted the "expenditure.
office and provided information Donations that aren’t independ
on an Independent expenditure on .. oypenditures are limited to
behalf of his opponent. $1,000 per election

“We've received the informa- Gould said he provided Hill with

tion,” said Nancy HIll, who de- (.t al Information on flnanclal
clined further comment In keep- f)ngy by COMPAC and McGraw

ing with the office’s policy. with the secretary of state's off-
Gould maintains a $20,275 “in- |ce.

dependent expenditure’ by the
“I just advised them of the is-

United Mine Workers

on sue,” Gould said. Gould sald he
balf y r- was informed Thursday by the
rell raw was negated when Kanawha County prosecutor's off-

McGrdiw’s campe mmltm ice that assistant prosecutor Rob
] Sehulcnbou l:;d been glvBe“?
, for tnv- Gould's request of prosecutor
Forbes

expenses.
B!ﬂllg Ed_&uﬂ!ﬂ with rm has bn;, ::t “:c;tm
| ﬂm— dﬂu lorltlolumthorwul

Gould sald be also had contact-
ed the 1 Elections Commis-

n.

COMPAC files both a federal
and state financial report.

The independent expenditure
was listed on only the federal re-

rt and did not indicate on whose

behalf it was made

The 820 275 was for the pur-
chase and production of TV ads

The Federal Elections Commis-
sion Issues advisory opinions on
questions to it, and In one
case the beld that an individ-
ual associated with a presidential
campaign ‘was barred from form-

a political committee to m&
¢ =

th.!nndl h knew what the*
date’s needs were.

Since MI- trnveled ﬁith

The candidate cannot know any-

thing about an independent ex-

ture, which is based on what
s0meone else determines to be the
candidate's needs

McGraw said earlier this week
he refunded the $900 contribution
when COMPAC did the independ
ent expenditure, and Burdiss was
reimbursed for out-ol-packet ex-

nses just like evervone else in

his ERMpaign.

While he appreciated COM-
PAC’s support, McGraw said he

was not Mﬁgble for what the
(o] ttee did.

Gould sald the facts stated by
McGraw proved there was not an
indepepdentsazpenditure, and the
fact that Burdiss was reimbursed
like everyone else in the cam-
paign was irrelevant.

A disclaimer on the TV ads,
which told who was responsible
for them, also was irrelevant,
Gould sald.

Charleston Gazette
June 26, 1992




By PAUL OWENS

Yy MA[ ¢ un 8

“ecretary of State Ken Hech-
ier's office 1s agaln looking into

the question of

PAC contrib

UREAU

—"\51- fi
ton, chief of staff in Hechler's off-
ice, on Modday-sald he was gath-
ering facts to delarmine whether
$20,275 spent during the primary

election campaign by the United
Mine Workers Coal Miners Police

On tc

(i VRl I I

0

Secretary of State’s Office to in-
vestigate Harrington concluded
there was Insufficient evidence to
link McGraw's campalgn with
COMPAC’s commercials

But a spending report filed by

whether a politi-
al action com-
nitlee vinlated
tate law when 1t
peonl more than
120,000 on telev)-
syi0n commers-

cials supporting
Democratic at-
torney general
andidate Dar-
rell McGraw

i1l Harring-

Charlestob Daily Mail
June 30,

1992

McGRAW

Action Commlttee on the com-

merclials was "an independent
expenditure.”

State law limits private individ-
uals and political action commit-
tees to s ing $1,000 on behalf
ofa te unless the expendi-
ture is made without the partici-
pation of thé candidats.

Whea news of COMPAC's ex-
penditure broke before the May
primary, McGraw’'s Democratic
opponent, Ed ReBrook, asked the

w_since then indicates his

McGraw

- -.-rr."h_-i "6 '1
McGraw oo Mooday strongly
denied that he had anything to do
with COMPAC's comrercials. He
also denied that Burdiss had
worked for his campaign

_McGraw said Burdiss was pad
for allowing McGraw to ride with

‘him to evenls where

COMPAC's West Virginia coordi- “McGraw was Interested in cam-
nator, more than $400 for travel, Eﬂrl?“l- But McGraw denied [hat
an ng cosls incurre urdiss was a scheduler or

during the ¢ :
arrington sald the spending
report prompted him to revisit
the issue, but he downplayed the

depth of the inquiry.
“We try to go on a little bit of a
fact-finding mission before we

take action,” he said

spckesman for his campaign.
Independent expenditures are
not a new development in West
Virginia politics, McGraw said.
He accused bls critics of other

TURN TO McGRAW/9A

McGraw

CONTINUED FROM 1A

A e me————

motives in raising the issue.

“This is an effort to chill the
speech of the labor leaders speak-
ing to labor folks in the general
clection,” McGraw charged.

Harrington said he has contact.
ed COMPAC officlals, McGraw’s
campaign treasurer and Thomas
A. Knight, the Charleston consult
ant who produced the advertise-
ments for COMPAC. McGraw's
campaign and Kmght have al-
ready responded, but Harrington
said he does not have enough in
formation yel to draw any conclu
sions

Harrington sald he would finish
his “fact-finding" well before the
election.

“I don't anticipate this being a
lo?l'b' drawn-out process,” he said.

- The Secretary of State’s Office
does not have prosecutorial pow-
ers itself. Harrington 3sid he

~would ask the office of Kanawha

County Prosecutor Bill Forbes to
look into the matter If the facts
indicate an Investigation is war-
ranted.

But McGraw’s Republican oppo-
nent, Robert Gould, has lost pati-
ence with the Secretary of State's
Office, and written Forbes direct-
ly to ask for action

“I'm counting on Hill una I'm
hoping he will make every effort
on this because the Secretary of
State's Office has done nothing on
this,” Gould said Monday "I feel
it's a wrong that needs to be
righted ”

In a letter date June 15 Gould
cited sections In both federal and
state law that he contended show
that COMPAC’'s commercials
could not have been independent
expenditures if Burdiss was reim-
burldb{.!lcauv’l cunpdf:

State law says only “political
agents” can be reimbursed for
travel expenses, Gould wrote. But
federal guldelines also say a polit-

ical action committee's expendi-
tures are not independent if they
are made with the ‘‘cooperation
or consultation with, or at the
suggestion of, any candidate or
any authorized committee or
agent of such candidate.”

Burdiss was out of town Mon-
day, and could oot be mcbed_H_;
has previously acknowledge

campaigning for McGraw .
fmm.
PAC, bul denied playing any role
in the production of COMPAC's
advertisement

Forbes has been out of town,
but has referred the case to an as-

sistant, Rob Schulenberg Schulen-
berg could not be reached Mon-

day.

é«ndmneu-tmuwnn
another few weeks before be asks
{ederal tors to take action
He Is considering bis
own civil suit to block PAC
from making further expenditures
on McGraw’s bebalf
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COMMENTARY BY
MARK POLEN
VICE PRESIDENT OF LEGISLATIVE, GOVERNMENT AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS

it's been reveaied :n tederal clection reports that the Unuted Mine Workers spent more
than $20,000 on behaif of Darreli McGraw's campaign tor Attorney General dunng the May
Primary Election. The money spent by the UMW on television ads and direct mail benefiting
McGraw were reported as independent expenditures” unconnected with the official campaign.

Politicai contnbutions o candidates are immated by law to $1,000, but there are no limits
on how much can be independently spent for or against a candidate. The only real restriction on
these political spending activitics is that thev have absolutely no connection with a candidate’s
Lampaign orgaruzation.

Of course, we may never really know the true circumstances surrounding the UMW's
520,000 spending deasion. ['m certainly not :n a posihon to allege that any wrongdoing took
place, but it does seem quite :ronic and mysterious that the coordinator of UMW political
activites in West Virgiua traveiod extensively with McGraw during the campaign and was
reimbursed for his expenses bv the campaign comnuttee. Neither does it make much sense to
me, unless therc was a rear of 2 connection being made between the “independent’ campaign
and McGraw, that a lawiui 3300 conmbunon was returned to the UMW just as the
“independent” cfforts were beginning.

l

4

In my view, this episoce typifies Darrell McCraw's feelings about the spirit and the soul
of the law. Just as the modificanon of Supreme Cour: travel regulations "lawfully” increased his
expense allowarces before traveliing with hus famuly 0 a judicial conference; and st as he
“lawfully” authored a deasion o increase hus judicial pension by $900,000, Darrell McGraw has
again shown his willingness to reconnigure the aiphabet to his own liking when interpreting the
letter of election laws.

—
0
o

Sadly, but predictbly, the former TPeoples 'udge” who now wants (o be the “Peoples’
Lawver has again demonstrated nis contempt for the people

2 3 0 4

Thus 1s Mark rolen on West Virginia Fub..c Radio.

JUNE 26, 1992




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, O C 20463

July 17, 1992

Robert J. Gould
Route 2, Box 78
Greenville, West Virginia 24945

Dear Mr. Gould:

This is to acknowledge receipt on July 15, 1992, of your
letter dated July 14, 1992. The Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act") and Commission Regulations
require that the contents of a complaint meet certain specific
requirements. One of these requirements is that a complaint be
sworn to and signed in the presence of a notary public and
notarized. Your letter was not properly sworn to.

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

, 19 ." A statement by the notary that the complaint was
sworn to and subscribed before him also will be sufficient. We
are sorry for the inconvenience that these requirements may
cause you, but we are not statutorily empowered to proceed with
the handling of a compliance action unless all the statutory
requirements are fulfilled. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g.

Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled "Filing a
Complaint." I hope this material will be helpful to you should
you wish to file a legally sufficient complaint with the
Commission. The file regarding this correspondence will remain
confidential for a 15 day time period during which you may file
an amended complaint as specified above. 1If the defects are not
cured and the allegations are not refiled, no additional
notification will be provided and the file will be closed.

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

erely,

/cw%a

Retha Dixon
Docket Chief

Enclosure
cc: United Mine Workers of America Coal Miners PAC
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FEDERAL FLTCTION COMMISSION
OFFICE e
RoBErT JAMES GouLD
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOR AT Law g2JuL 2l PH2Z20U
Route 2 Box 78
GREENVILLE, WEST VIRGINIA 240485

(a04) 802-6414

MuR. 36¢ \

July 20, 1992

EXPRESS MAIL

Retha Dixon

Docket Chief

Federal Election Commission

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

United Mine Workers of America
Coal Miners PAC

Dear Ms. Dixon:

Pursuant to your letter of July 17, 1992, enclosed please
find a duly sworn and subscribed complaint in the above matter.

I have every confidence the respondent will be held to the
same scrupulous standard of reqgulatory compliance you impose on
complainants.

Please let me know if I can be of any further assistance in
your investigation of this matter.
Sinc ly

obert

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ©7 j% 07 il 3:09

SENSITIVE

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

In Re:

United Mine Workers of America
Coal Miners Political Action COMPLAINT mu( 3 6(ﬂ|
Committee ("COMPAC")

F.E.C. Identification # C0013342

Robert J. Gould, residing at Route 2, Box 78, Greenville,
West Virginia 24945, upon information and belief, hereby alleges

and complains that:

THE RESPONDENT

1. The Respondent, United Mine Workers of America Coal
Miners Political Action Committee ("COMPAC"), with offices at
900 15th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005, is a qualified
national non-party committee, connected to the United Mine
Workers of America International Union. Source: F.E.C. Form 1,

Statement of Organization, August 19, 1991.

r 8 COMPAC is a "political committee"™ as that term is
defined in the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 (Pub. L.

92-225), as amended (the *Act"). 11 C.F.R. 100.5(a).

3. COMPAC is a "multi-candidate committee" as that term

is defined in the Act. 11 C.F.R. 100.5(e)(3).
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RELEVANT STATUTORY AND REGULATORY PROVISIONS

4. Each organization . . . which finances political
activity in connection with both federal and non-federal
elections and which qualifies as a political committee under 11
C.F.R. 100.5, shall either establish a separate federal account,
or . . . establish a political committee which shall receive
only contributions subject to the prohibitions and limitations
of the Act, regardless of whether such contributions are for use
in connection with federal or non-federal electiomns. Such
organization shall register as a political committee and comply
with the requirements of the Act. 11 C.F.R. 102.5(a)(1)(ii),
2 U.8.C. 433.

5. Political committees other than authorized committees

shall file reports on F.E.C. Form 3-X. 11 C.F.R. 104.2(e)(3), 2
U.s.c. 434.

6. Bach report filed under 11 C.F.R. 104.1 shall disclose
the total amount of all disbursements for the reporting period
and for the calendar year and shall disclose the information set
forth at 11 C.F.R. 104.3(b) (1) through (4) . . . in each of the
following categories: . . . (v) contributions made to other
political committees; (vii) independent expenditures made by the
reporting committee; and (ix) other disbursements. 11 ¢.F.R.

104.3(b) (1) (v), (vii) and (ix), respectively, 2 U.S.C. 434(b).

Ta For each independent expenditure reported, the

committee must also provide a statement which indicates whether




such independent expenditure is in support of, or in opposition
to a particular candidate, as well as the name of the candidate
and office sought by such candidate . . . , and a certification,
under penalty of perjury, as to whether such independent
expenditure is made in cooperation, consultation or concert
with, or at the request or suggestion of, any candidate or any
authorized committee or agent of such committee. [This
information] shall be reported on Schedule E as part of a report
covering the reporting period. 11 C.F.R. 104.3(b)(3)(vii), 2
U.S.C. 434(b).

8. Any independent expenditures aggregating $1,000 or
more, made after the 20th day, but more than 24 hours, before
12:01 A.M. of the day of the election, must be reported within
24 hours after such independent expenditure is made. Such
report shall be filed with the appropriate officers listed in 11
C.P.R. 104.4(c) and shall contain the information required by 11
C.F.R. 104.3(b)(3)(vii). 11 C.F.R. 104.4(b), 2 U.S.C. 434(c).

9. A copy of each report and statement required to be
filed by any person under the Act shall be filed . . . with the
Secretary of State of the appropriate State. 11 C.F.R. 108.1,
2 U.S.C. 439(a)(1).

10. The provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, and rules and regulations issued thereunder,
supersede and pre-empt any provision of State law . . .

concerning the -- (1) organization and registration of political

committees supporting Federal candidates; [and] (2) disclosure

3




of receipts and expenditures by Federal candidates and political

committees. 11 C.F.R. 108.7(b) (1) and (2), 2 U.S.C. 453.

11. "Independent expenditure" means an expenditure by a
person for a communication expressly advocating the election or
defeat of a clearly identified candidate which is not made with
the cooperation or with the prior consent of, or in consultation
with, or at the request or suggestion of, a candidate or any
agent or authorized committee of such candidate. 11 C.P.R.

109.1(a), 2 C.F.R. 431(17).

12. "Made with the cooperation or with the prior consent
of, or in consultation with, or at the request or suggestion of,
a candidate or any agent or authorized committee of the

candidate" means --

(i) Any arrangement, coordination, or direction by
the candidate or his or her agent prior to the publication,
distribution, display, or broadcast of the communication. An

expenditure will be presumed to be so made when it is --

(A) Based on information about the candidate’s
plans, projects, or needs provided to the expending person by
the candidate, or by the candidate’s agents, with a view towards

having an expenditure made;

(B) Made by or through any person who is, or has
been, authorized to raise or expend funds, . . . or who is, or

has been receiving any form of compensation or reimbursement




from the candidate, the candidate’s committee or agent. 11

C.F.R. 109.1(b)(4)(i), 2 U.S.C. 431(17).

13. "Agent"” means any person who has actual oral or
written authority, either express or implied, to make or to
authorize the making of expenditures on behalf of a candidate,

or means any person who has been placed in a position within the

campaign organization where it would reasonably appear that in

the ordinary course of campaign-related activities he or she may
authorize expenditures. 11 C.F«R. 109.1(b)(5), 2 U.s.C.

431(17).

14. An expenditure not qualifying as an independent
expenditure shall be a contribution in-kind to the candidate and
an expenditure by the candidate, unless otherwise exempted. 11

C.FP.R. 109.1(c), 2 U.S.C. 431(17).

15. Any person who believes that a violation of any
statute or regulation over which the Federal Election Commission
(the “"Commission") has jurisdiction has occurred . . . may file
a complaint in writing to [the Commission, in substantial
compliance with 11 C.F.R. 111.4(b) - (d)}. 11 C.F.R. 11ll1l.4(a),

2 U.S.C. 437g(a)(1).

PARTICULAR FACTS

16. At all times relevant to this Complaint, MICHAEL
BURDISS and DONALD T. BARNETT were employed by the United Mine

Workers of America International Union as COMPAC Coordinators.




17. As COMPAC Coordinators, MICHAEL BURDISS and DONALD T.
BARNETT had apparent and/or actual authority to direct and/or

participate in directing the expenditure of COMPAC funds.
18. In or about May, 1992, COMPAC made expenditures for:

a. A television advertising campaign, featuring
United Mine Workers of America International Union vice
president Cecil Roberts, expressly advocating the election of
DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW as Democratic nominee for the office of

attorney general of the State of West Virginia.

b. A direct mail advertising campaign expressly
advocating the election of DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW as Democratic
nominee for the office of attorney general of the State of West

Virginia and other primary candidates seeking other offices.

19. Commencing in or about February, 1992, MICHAEL BURDISS
and/or DONALD T. BARNETT were agents of DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW
and/or DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW’s authorized campaign committee,

McGRAW FOR ATTORNEY GENERAL ("McG.A.G.").

a. Said agency was established by one or more of the
following facts:

(1) MICHAEL BURDISS and DONALD T. BARNETT each

made and authorized expenditures on behalf of DARRELL VIVIAN

McGRAW, a candidate, for food, lodging and travel for which

payment or reimbursement was subsequently made by McG.A.G.

(A) Pursuant to West Virginia Code, Chapter




3, Article 8, Regulation and Control of Elections, reimbursement

for such expenses is permitted only "[flor the necessary

traveling and hotel expenses of candidates, political agents and

committees . . .."” W.Va. Code 3-8-9(a)(5).

(ii) MICHAEL BURDISS and/or DONALD T. BARNETT
provided valuable assistance to DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW and/or
McG.A.G. in connection with various campaign-related activities,
including but not 1limited to service as: (A) drivers; (B)
schedulers; (C) advance men; (D) fundraisers; and/or (E)
spokesmen, at the direction, and/or pursuant to the delegated
authority, of DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW and/or McG.A.G, as agents-
in-fact.

(iii) DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW publicly stated
that MICBAEL BURDISS was reimbursed "just like everyone else in
{his] campaign,” in an express ratification and acknowledgment

of MICHAEL BURDISS’ status as an authorized agent of McG.A.G.

20. In addition to their status as agents, MICHAEL BURDISS
and DONALD T. BARNETT were each in a position to know the plans,
projects and/or needs of DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW and/or McG.A.G.,
as a result of numerous and extensive meetings, conversations

and joint appearances with DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW.

21. (a) In addition to their status as agents, and their
actual or constructive knowledge of certain plans, projects
and/or needs of the candidate, payments to MICHAEL BURDISS and

DONALD T. BARNETT were made by McG.A.G. in or about June, 1992




and duly reported to the Secretary of State of West Virginia.
Said payments were reported as disbursements for "Travel, Food
and Lodging” and "Travel" in the amounts of $438.80 and $77.50,

respectively.

(b) As a consequence of such payments, and in accordance
with such filings, the presumption of non-independence as set

forth at 11 C.F.R. 109.1(b)(4)(i)(B) applies as a matter of law.

COUNT ONE

I Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint are
realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in this

Count.

> B On or about May 4, 1992, in the Southern District of
West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with its activities as an F.E.C. registered and
qualified national non-party political action committee, and

otherwise than as provided by law for the proper conduct of an

independent expenditure, did knowingly and willfully cooperate,

consult and/or act in concert with, or at the request or
suggestion of, DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW, McG.A.G. and/or his or its
agent, and in so doing provided an in-kind contribution to
DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW in excess of the applicable legal

limitation of §1,000, in violation of 11 C.F.R. 109.1(a).

COUNT (0]

1. Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint are

8




realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in this

Count.

I On or about May 5, 1992, in the Southern District of
West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with its activities as an F.E.C. registered and
qualified national non-party political action committee, and
otherwise than as provided by law for the proper conduct of an
independent expenditure, did knowingly and willfully fail to
report the information required by 11 C.F.R. 104.3(b)(3)(vii) to
the Federal Election Commission, and to provide a copy of such
report to the Secretary of State of West Virginia, a purported
independent expenditure aggregating $1,000 or more, made after
the 20th day, but more than 24 hours, before 12:01 A.M. May 12,
1992, the day of the West Virginia primary election, in

violation of 11 C.F.R. 104.4(b) and 11 C.F.R. 108.1.

COUNT THREE

1. Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint are
realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in this

Count.

as On or about and June 5, 1992, in the Southern District
of West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with its activities as an F.E.C. registered and
qualified national non-party political action committee, and

otherwise than as provided by law for the proper conduct of an




independent expenditure, did knowingly and willfully make and
caused to be made a materially false, fictitious and fraudulent
statement and representation, and made and used a false writing
and document, knowing the same to contain a materially false,
fictitious and fraudulent statement and entry, in that COMPAC
made and caused to be made, and used and caused to be used a
"Report of Receipts and Disbursements", F.E.C. Form 3-X, 1in
connection with its monthly reporting of receipts and
disbursements as required by law, which statement was filed by
mail with the Federal Election Commission and with the Secretary
of State of the State of West Virginia, in which Report COMPAC
knowingly and willfully made and caused to be made the following
false, fictitious and fraudulent statement regarding a material
fact:

[SCHEDULE B Itemized Disbursements Page 1 of 1 for Line 29]

TARGET MAILING INDEPENDENT 5/4/92 $20,275.00

26 BRADFORD STREET EXPENDITURES

CHARLESTON, WVA. TV ADS
when in truth and in fact COMPAC knew that the expenditure was

made in cooperation, consultation and/or in concert and/or at

the request or suggestion of, DARRELL VIVIAN McGRAW, McG.A.G.

and/or his or its agent, in violation of 11 C.F.R. 109.1(b)(4),

2 U.S.C. 434(c)(2)(B) and 2 U.S.C. 437g.

COUNT FOUR

y Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint
realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in

Count.




2. On or about and June 5, 1992, in the Southern District
of West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with its activities as an F.E.C. registered and
qualified national non-party political action committee, and
otherwise than as provided by law for the itemized reporting of
independent expenditures made during the reporting period, did
knowingly and willfully make and caused to be made a materially
false, fictitious and fraudulent statement and representation,
and made and used a false writing and document, knowing the same
to contain a materially false, fictitious and fraudulent
statement and entry, in that COMPAC made and caused to be made,
and used and caused to be used a "Report of Receipts and
Disbursements”, F.E.C. Form 3-X, in connection with its monthly
reporting of receipts and disbursements as required by law,
which statement was filed by mail with the Federal Election
Commission and with the Secretary of State of the State of West
Virginia, in which Report COMPAC knowingly and willfully made
and caused to be made the following false, fictitious and
fraudulent statement regarding a material fact:

[DETAILED SUMMARY PAGE OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS]

II. Disbursements . . .

24. Independent Expenditures (use Schedule E) Q= ==

when in truth and in fact COMPAC purported to have made an
independent expenditure in the amount of $20,275, which was
required to be reported on said Line 24, as well as reported on
Schedule E, with a certification, under penalty of perjury, as

11




to whether such independent expenditure was made in cooperation,
consultation or concert with, or at the request or suggestion
of, any candidate or any authorized committee or agent of such
committee, in violation of 11 U.S.C. 104.3(b)(3)(vii), 2 U.S.C.

434(b), 11 C.F.R. 104.4(a), 2 U.S.C. 434(c) and 2 U.S.C. 437g.

COUNT FI

1. Paragraphs 1 through 21 of this Complaint are
realleged and incorporated as though fully set forth in this

Count.

2 On or about and June 5, 1992, in the Southern District
of West Virginia, and in the District of Columbia, COMPAC, in
connection with its activities as an F.E.C. registered and
qualified national non-party political action committee, and
otherwise than as provided by law for the itemized reporting of
disbursements made during the reporting period, did knowingly
and willfully make and caused to be made a materially false,
fictitious and fraudulent statement and representation, and made
and used a false writing and document, knowing the same to
contain a materially false, fictitious and fraudulent statement
and entry, in that COMPAC made and caused to be made, and used
and caused to be used a "Report of Receipts and Disbursements",
F.E.C. PForm 3-X, in connection with its monthly reporting of
receipts and disbursements as required by law, which statement
was filed by mail with the Federal Election Commission and with
the Secretary of State of the State of West Virginia, in which

12




Report COMPAC knowingly and willfully made and caused to be made
a false, fictitious and fraudulent statement regarding a
material fact in that COMPAC knew that its disbursement in the
amount of $20,275 did not qualify as an independent expenditure,
and in accordance with 11 C.F.R. 109.1(c) should have properly
been reported as a contribution in-kind to a non-federal
political committee, McG.A.G., in the amount of $20,275, and
itemized as part of line 29 as an "other disbursement", and
COMPAC knowingly and willfully failed to report said
contribution in the manner required by law, in violation of 11

C.F.R. 104.3(b)(1)(ix), U.S.C. 434(b) and 2 U.S.C. 437q.

AFFIDAVIT
The undersigned affiant states that:

1. Upon information and belief, the facts stated at

paragraphs 1 - 21 of this Complaint are true.

s WHEREAS, it is the reasonable belief of the affiant
that COMPAC and/or other individuals committed one or more
violations of statutes and/or regulations over which the Federal

Election Commission has jurisdiction.

3. WHEREFORE, the affiant hereby respectfully requests
that the Federal Election Commission promptly take action to
fully review and investigate this matter and determine whether
any violations occurred, including but not limited to those set
forth as Counts One through Five hereof, and that the Federal

13




Election Commission refer for further investigation and/or
prosecution any violations disclosed in the course of such
inquiry and investigation to the appropriate administrative or

legal authorities in a timely manner.

g

IR

Robert J.-Gowld T R

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA )
) ss:
COUNTY OF MONROE )

4

4

SIGNED, subscribed and sworn before me on this 20th day of

July, 1992, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the

-~
O
(&8

State of West Virginia, in and for the County of Monroe,

by Robert J. Gould, appearing personally, known to me to be the

()

person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and

4

acknowledged that he executed the same for the purposes therein

3 U

contained.

7

U

Notary Pupllic /|

My Commission expires: p3-2/-/¢

SEAL
& NOTARY PUBLIC
TATE OF WEST VIRGINIA
AARON E. JUDY
HC 81, BOX 11E
.. UNDSIDE Wv 24581 s
My Commession Expires March 21, 2000
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In.King Disbursements 28

0 4

9 hemiuzed Expenditures 2C
10 TOTAL EXPENDITURES
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DARRELL MCGRAW FOR wTIT0ORNE

SCHEDLL ! ¥
TOMNTRIBUTION S

NAME /s ADDRES: OCCUF 4T 10N

MATTHEW A. REESE FOLICTICAL
1040 BELLVIEW FL CONSUL TANT
MCLEAN, VW 22102

WILLTIAaMm J. [THLENSELD AT TORNE
=11 POARD OF TRADES BLDG.
WHEEL ING, WV cECG2
STEVE LORENZE. JIR.

1097 WINDSOF &VE.
MORGANTOWN ,, W I

T TOCHFEY

FRANK ELL ISON
62 AVE. C.
MADISON, WV eS130

AT TORNE ¢

GEORGE M. SUEFANIC
530 E. 83TH S7.
APT. 4A

NY, NY 10028

INVESTMENT
BROKER

WILLIAM E. WATSON
800 MAIN STREET
WELLSBURG. WV chHu70

ATTORNEY

NEW JERSEY FUBLIC EMFLOYEES
COUNCIL 1 SEG. FOL CONT. ED.
3635 QUAKERBRIDGE RD.
TRENTON, NJ 08615

COMM. WORKERS OF AMERICA
DIBY. 2 PEC

S01-3RD ST. N.V. SUITE 2590
WASHINGTON, DC 20001-2797

DAVID BURTON
F.0. BOX 5129
FRINCETON, WV 24740

ATTORNEY

MARY SMARTT
12 WINDING WRY
SHORT HILLS, NJ 07073

[INVESTMENT
BROKER

ACE/AFSCME LOCAL 2250 AFL-CIO
8008 MARLEBORO HIHE
FORESTVILLE . ™MD cnTe7

SENERAL

i OYER AMOINT

REESE COmmM.
MCLERMN,
JA e21o02 S0, O

BELF

GOLDMAN, SACHS
8% EBEROAD ST,
256TH FLOOR

NY, NY 10004 300 .00

SELF

SO0, 00

1,.000,00

1,000,00

SO0, 00

GOLDMAN & SACHS
85 BROAD ST.
26TH FLOOR

NY, NY 10004

250,00

1,000, 00




DARRELL MUSGEAW FulR AT VIRME Y GEHERAL

GOCHEDWLE 10
IMTRIRBUTIONS OV RS T,

HLDDRES S DS LR AT TON

INTERMAT "L BROTHEF HOOD OF TEAMSTERS
LOC. UNIGN #1735

6515 MACCORELE AVE SR

CHARLESTON, WV US304

SECURITY & LAW ENFORCEMENT EMFLOYEES
COUNC 1L #852

HOLLIS V. CHASE BLDG.

L3 COLVIN AVE,

ALEANY . 1Y 12206

CHESTER R. WRIGH! A ITTORNE Y
734 GRAVE AVE.
CHARLESTON, WY

UMWA-COMFAC NON. VOL FO
OO0 158T., NV

WASHINGTON, LC ce0nos

UNITED FOOD & COMMERCIAL WORKERS

INTERNAT 'L UNIDON AFL-CIO/CLC

1778 ¥X.. ST. NJ

WASHINGTON, DC 20005-1598 1,000,030

TOTAL
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DARKELL MCGHGU FOR STTORMEY SEMERAL

PGS

rAME
WILLIAM B, MCGINLE Y 21 0HD O
QLUMBIA BAS EMFLOYEES POL. ACT. FD. BOG 00
Tan ROSENFELD 200,00
CARMEN GOMEZ i
Tl S. TOFOREM
anAar SHERMAN
ERAMNCIS J. INGRASSIA
FaRRY K. GOTRIED
CHARLLEY MEDLE'Y
WILLIAM LESTER
MaRY STONE
JEERT BGAINES 0.8 3% 3
rMHAORTION COOFPER 25 .00
BROTHERHDOOD LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS 10680 . 00
/13 NORTH CENTRAL-W\ ELDG. & CONGT. COFE Fi:. 150,00
T FHILIF SLOAN 25 .00
LAEDRER™S INTNAL ‘L. UNION OF NO. AMER~-FALC. 150 .00

TOTAL 1 ,900.00
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CUsSTOM BUSINE
F.O. BOX 4304
CHARLESTOMN,

MICHAEL L_IFTON
CHARLESTON, W\

DAVID MEADE
CHARLESTON, WV

FRESTON FYAN
CHARLESTON, WY

CONNIE SLOAN
CHARLEZTON, WV

US FOSTHMASTER
CHARLESTON., WV

VIORME ¢ GEMERAL

ki Lo eIl
FURFOSE LD

i RESEARCH

TELEVISION

SO0

CLIFFING SERVICE

SERVICE

ZERVICE

FEE

EXPENSES

EXFENSES

EXFENSES

FOSTAGE

LONG DIST. TELEFHONE SAVERS

F.0. BOY 17&0

ASHLAND, kY 41105

GRUNNTH]

1,000, 00

150,00




LINES

UMNION BLTN. FENT
i, WY cSH301 TELEFHOMN

ADIUSTMENT FREVIOUS FERIOD  RENT

ITY NATICNAGL BAN
CHARLESTON, WY CHARGES

MIFE BURDISE TRAVEL. 700D & LODGING

4

DONALD BARNETTE
4500 MACCORKLE AVE. E
CHARLESTON, W\ 25304

/

RICHARD STONESTREET
106 F. WHITE S7
CHARLESTON, WV 293082 TRAVEL.

JOHN J. MCOWEN
538 FIFTH AVE
HUNTINGTON, WY

NOBLE ATKIMS
F.O. BOX 2
RAVENSWOOD, W-

“yemy
o |

-
O
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Michael Farber

Sutton, WV

E :1C'F'ELL M‘:|3F|'i‘-|lr- F (L I P‘“B FEECS . TR’;VEL 'Y
LODGING & EXFENSES
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(Remize ol on Schedule C endr Schedute O) — wnu
i £y - ~y . s 2001120
Type or Print Name of Treasurer
NOTE of faige. o incompiets siormation may subyect e person sgreng this Report 1 the peraliss of 2 USC. §aIy
; ; FEC FORM 3X
i ' (roviesd VA1)

\;—




PAGR 3, FEC FOMM 3X bovned V1Y)
‘ el OF COMMITTER . AEFORT COMRBNg FERCD 3
%‘ T )
] |
L fossp Yol This Purtey Cutondar Your |
11 Coretusons oher fen el Frem |
2 ndvdsiPersore ORe Then Police Conmilnes
. wresdieeScedmA. . - 232,74 2,387.78
I ¥ 1 —— A6 2
i Tew - i sd d > 4,421 20 2871397 08
b Pelicel Peryy Commtines SRS == -
r. Oher Polical Commiines (ach a8 PACS) ol S 1
Yot Coreutiore gaidewq > 4,421 20 287,197 08
12 7.-nn-u-a-ma-—- =0 o5
13 A Laars Ruceived =0 -
14 Lo Apey™erss Receved =) i
1S Oiess Te Operating Expendires Folnd. Asbaam. o) =0 S
16 Ashunds o Coreugions tiage B Federy Candiiams and Other Poflicel Comvniines =0 ol
17 Qiwer Federsl Receps (Dvcnds. Fisredt. o) =5 -1 522 89 2.514.139
16 Tarwiers bom Nordederd Acourt i ort Ay . . b -
19 Towl Receps .. e e (A 121214, 15 16, 17. 0 18} > 4,944 .09 289,911 47
2 T‘Fﬂim e (SOTR O 18N 1M > 4,944 .09 289,911.47
L Osburaemeats
2. Operuing Ependiures
s Shered FederaiNon-Federal Achviy (em Schadude Hd)
+  Fedord Sen - -0 -
i NonFeders Sen -0~ -0~
3 Ohe Federsl Operairg Eporrws =0 162,46~
¢ Tewl Operaing Epondew Aadsisl vl > =0 162.46
2 Taies » AllandObe Puy Connilen =0~ =0~
2 Cowbuiors b Feders CarddameConmitiess s Owr Pelical Comniless 26,450.00 157,375.00
M. apendent Ependuses e Schedde B Q- =0~
& Cooxfnated Expercises tiade by Pary Conmniines (2 US.C. 4410} oo Schedd F) . B 0
& Len Apeyrers ek -0~ =0
T lows ik == 0 =0~
R Ak o Cosbagos s
L ndvidushvPersors Ofwr Nhan Policsl Cemeniines b ¥ o ~0-
b Policsl Pury Commitess =0- =0
¢ Owr Polical Commiess (nch & PACE) - Sl
¢ Tow Coraugon ebrés Addadadc)» - =0
3 Ohw Dsbursemers 55,400,00
0 Tew Ostursemerss 2 2.8 2.5 8.7.24 od 2> 62,725.00 212,
3 Towd Feders Osburmenns traabeNsita e >]  62,725.00 212,937.46
& et CortrbutionsOperating Expendies
2 Tow Cowtausors (ofer han bas)(Yon be 114 = 4,421,.20 287,397.08
£ Tow Corstagon Rekunds (bom tre 204 - —o-
30 Mat Cotrtasons (ofw s bersiauteat be 13 bem 30) 4,421,20 287,397,08
3% Tetd Federsl Operating Eperdres aTigiad 214> -0 162. 46
3 Ofed b Operuting Expentises frem by 1) (e 0
e tnwact tre 2 tpm 39) » i 162.46
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;---M PAGH e
SCHEDULE A ITEMIZED RECEIPTS =t criepery of e W
Ovmsied Summary Poor  [50R LSt NURSST A

/a4,
riormecion copied frem much Rco---ndlhmmMh.ﬂun‘hmvml‘ymm.ﬂwhmuh-~
orposss other hah uiing the nerme s~d eddbems of ony politics) cormmirum » lct conty Butions frem sush comenitae. ol

NAME OF COMMITTEE (n Full (%
UMA COAL MINERS POLITICAL ACTION QOMMITTEE

A el . Addéren end LIP Code Neme of Employer (ononeh
WILLTAM CK BANIG =l -
11720 FERSHIRE ROAD UNTTED MINE WORKERS
G'BURG, MD. 20978 OF AMERICA 5/15/92 25.42
OCocupation
Recelpt For: UMv UGM QOMPAC DIRECTOR
[] Other tepecity). Agw eprte Yeur to-Oste > 8 22)
8. Pull Name, Mulling Adérens snd Z¥P Code Neme of Employer Dute Umeruh, Ameurs of Eoch
RICHARD TRUMKA — oy, vewr) Recsipt this Period
13536 GLENN MILL ROAD UNTTED MINE WORKERS
POTOMAC, MD. 20550 aF AMERICA 5/15/92 31.60
lon
—r i g~ % BRESIDENT
[ ] orrer tapecity) Agwegste Your-10-Dste > 8 284 .40
O C. Full Nomw, Muling Addrem end ZIP Code Neme of Emgloyer Owae month, Ameunt of Egch
ROBERT STROPP, JR. UNITED MINE WORKERS dey. yew) Reosipt this Pariod
1373 CARPERS FARMAAY CF AMERICA
& VIENNA, VA, 22180 5/15/92 32.16
. Occupetion [ IMNA
<5 Receipt Fer: [[x] Primery L] Gonerst
. T Other (apecity): % 289.44
=9 0. Full Nemwe, Maliing Addrem end 2P Cade Neme of Emplover Ovw (mench, Ameunt of Each
JAMES GROSSFELD UNITED MINE WORKERS doy. yow) Recsipt thia Perod
2501 QUE STREET, N. W. #1414 OF AMERICA 5/15/92 25,00
— WASHINGTON, D. C. 20007
mﬂ
< P P Ao TS L mm
[] Cther tspecity): Aow opete Yeur-w0-Oute > § 225,00
€. Full Name, Malling Addrem end 2P Code Neme of Empiloyer Owte Imonth, Amaum of Each
MICHEAL BUCKNER UNTTED MINE WORKERS dey, yewr) Recsigt thre Persod
2 5012 TIBEBITT LANE OF AMERICA 5/15/92 24.17
BURKE, VA.
Ocxupstion RESEARCH
Receior Fer: Prevery | JGeewrs  |DTRECTOR
[] owher tapacity): Asy et Yo -Ouve ~ ¢ 204.9
F. Pull Neme, Melling Address end Z¥ Cade Nerme of Emplover (menth, Arngunt
CBC1L UNITED MINE WORKERS o::.nﬂ Recape c:n-e‘:n
46 GREEN RIDGE DRIVE OF AMERICA 5/15/92 27.52
STAFFORD, VA. 22554
Occupstion | MJA
Rece:ct For- X ]rrimery L] Geners
[ ] Other tapecity)- Asrwpme Yeur-t0-Dete > 8247,
Q. Full Neme, Malling Addrem and Z1P Code Neme of Employer Oete (month, Amoumt of Eech
MATTHEW MILLER UNITED MINE WORKERS dey, yeer) Receot this Period
88 CARSON DRIVE OF AMERICA 5/15/92
. BROWNSVILIE, PA. 15417 22,29
Occupetion  CCMPAC
Receipt Fer: ] primery ] Generni ADMINSTRATOR
[] Owher (spmcity): Agyegete Yesr-to-Oewe > ¢ 200,
SUBTOTAL of Receipms Thia Page (aptionsl) ; iy 3 = e o T B R > 188.16
TOTAL This Period (Last pege this line mumber only ) : s > 232.74

1”




~W' sched dwial | T Wi
RECEIPTS te. ategory ef the _E:L J 2

(a) Laa 4 g
ted S v Pogn €0A Ling RONGt A

o . .

.Mwor (003 I mx N Ropor 1 orvd St rements may "ot Be 0D or used Dy eny Poron (or the DurDose of 01 €sTNG CON I Dt org o e
DurDOsEL 1har Then Uiing tRe neme §nd eddr s @f eAY politacal COMMATE 10 1OIiC ! CONTI BITONS 170M s h COMM.TTeR b

SCHEDULE A ITEMIZE

NAME OF gotun_'v'!'?l.; r:n-l_— e 2
7 M ODAL MINFRS POLITICAL ACTION (XMMITTEE
A Full Name, Marling Addrem end 21P Cade Neme of Employer Oste ‘momn, Y Amouat of £an
BPADLEY J. BURTON UNTTED MINE WORKERS day. yewr) R0 (hs Perog
1118 TOWER DRIVE OF AMERICA $/15/92
BOONVILIE, IND. 47601 22.29
Ocupeton
Recewt For Mhiﬂwv l IGM".' ORGANIZER |
[—] Other lspecity) Agyr sgete Y-v-n>0.|.> $200. '
8. Pull Mame. Mailing Address and 2P Cade Neme of Employer Oste (momn, Amoum of Egch
DONALD T. BARNETT UNITED MINE WORKERS dov.vesw) | Receon this P
4500 MAOCORKLE AVE. OF AMERICA 5/15/92 22.29
CHAFLESTON, WVA. 24701
: Oxcupstion UMANA QOOMPAC
Recot For Urrm UGOG..I ICOORDINATOR
j 101- (specityi Agyregate Yeer-10-Date > $200.
N C. Full Neme, Mailing Addram and ZIP Code Name of Employer Oate (month, Amount of Each
day. veer) Feceot thit Per og
Tl Occupaton
feF Receont For U Primory UG«-r-l
- [] Otner tapscity) Agoregete Yeur-10-Onte > §
0 0. Fullt Name_ Msiling Addrem and ZIP Cade Neme of Emplover Dete (momhn, | Rty of Bach
doy. yew) i Recept this Perog
>~ ' !
B |
Occupstion
1% Recept For l lﬁm Uw
[ Caner (apacity): Agy egete Year-1o-Date > ¢
C €. Full Nams, Malling Addres and ZIP Cote Nome of Employer Oete (month, Amoum of Esch
oy, yesr) Recmen this Perod
o
e i -
rk\“[m |
Recept For U Primery | I Genersl '
[ ] Orer tapecity) . Agyr sgeie Y eer 10-Oste > §
f. Full Name, Mailling Addrem snd TIF Cade Neme of Employer Oste (merth, Amaount of Each
doy, vew) Recept thas Peroad
- Occupetion
Recept For Primaery Geoneryl
[T O1her tapecityl L H -
1l wpecity Agoregete Yeer '0-00n> ]

G Full Name Maifing Address ond ZIP Coe Neme of Emplover Oste (momh, | Amount of Each
| dev, vesr) | Recegr thiu Pwiog
|

. A _ == I Occupe tion
Recwpt For l lhlm-'v | lo-nrd
m Other (specity) Agyregete Yesr40-Oste > 8
SUBTOTAL of Recewts Tha Pege loptionall . ... ... PRy > 44.58
TOTAL Tha Period [lert pege this fing resmber enbyi . . .. . . il s e e e S >
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CHZOULE 8

ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

. race , “or
for anch entegery of the / | 3 J
Owvtaried Summery Puge mh.'““. 1

Any dgrmgt @ (000d lrem ach Rgpes 17 srd l-.-.-.-nymunn-\.—dh—vwwﬂmd-&nﬂm.g.wl .
P PEsEl ORI RON WINQ (Pe Aee o] sidrva of ey POIICH CEMETVTIEN 18 SOl oAt i tine frem such semwnirie

NAME OF COMMITTEL (in F i)

UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA CDAL MINERS POLITICAL ACTION QOMMITIEE
A Ful Mame. Meiling Addreamn and 2P Cod Purpese of Duburserment o::lm':r'u Arncnry of Eoch
OAKAR FOR CONGRESS OOMMITTEE ’ Tha Perod
P. O. BOX 2781 QONTRIBUTION 5/15/92 1,000.00
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20013 310-'--—"- Lx/Pemery [ JGenen
Othev (apecify)
0 Fuf Name, Mailing Address ond 2P Code Purpose of Dudursermen 0::'«:'! M.;:‘:'
OAKAR FOR OONGRESS COMMITTEE COONTRIBUTION ‘ « Pwog
P. O. BOX 2781 . 5/5/92 500.00
¥ Oubursavem for [ Gernarel
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20013 g vl ey ]
€. Fufl Name, Mailing Addrems and 2W Cote Purpose of Didursemem D:-’U:w’h. An--o;_:ua
OOSTELLO FOR CONGFESS '92 OONTRIBUTION = “ Perod
P. O. BOX 8250 5/1/92 | 200.00
-~ | BELLEVEILLE, mL. 62222 _glm-'"u'-m L Genern
Wy
D. Full Noma, Meiling Agdras snd ZIP Code Purpose of Dvadursement D:o"lf'::l'l. Mlg;:::v«
FRIENDS FOR HARRY REID QONTRIBUTION
P. 0. BOX 1180 Dstursement for | Prmary | _JGonerwi | 5/5/92 1,000.00
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20013 —]w_,w,,,
4. Pufl Nams, Malling Addres and 2IP Cotn Purposs of Dwburserment D;c"h:'n o.::.;::g
FRIENDS OF SHERWOOD RCEHLERT QONTRIBUTION
P. O. BOX C - - - 5/5/92 500.00
Digbursement for: Prmery Genersl .
UTICA, N. ¥ 13503 —Jo,___,,,,u L
F. Pull Name, Mailling Addren ard 23 Code Aurpose of Oisbersement Q:'.M_' MM:‘.":::.
CITIZENS QOMMITTEE FOR ERNEST OONTRIBUTION
F. BOLLINGS - . - 5/5/92 1,000.00
Durewent for Primary X| Gereret .
1211 CONNECTICUT AVE. $700 P S d
B . 20034
mm‘“ll’m Purposs of Dusburserment - &:'(:l'h m';_::c:.o‘
JIM JONTZ FOR CONGRESS OONTRIBUTION
P. O. BOX 2884 = = = B 5/5/92 500.00
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20013 —-]“'O'_"" . i
M Full Neme, Malling Adéress ond Z P Code Purpom of Dsburmament O::MT Armour of Esch
E Outrursasrgrt The Pw x
PETE STARK RE-ELECTION CCMMITTEE QONTRIBUTTON il
810 G STREET, S. E. #200 5/5/92 1,000.00
abursement : Generel ’ R
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20003 Pjgm-(o-::) L]
1. Pef Nome, Meiling Addres snd Z!P Code Purpose of Disrserrem Dete (month, Arraurn of Eacr
dey, ) Dutbnsrapmers ~
PALLONE FOR CUNGRESS OONTRIBUTTCN - Yoy
P. O. BOX 3176 547 A WAY - 5/5/92 5S00.00
tar / « UL
IONG BRANCH, N. J. 07740 _1°‘m" o) Frinary | Goars

SUBTOTAL of Dsbursement This Pege {optional!

b 700, 00

3

TOTAL Tha Period (lest pege thu Tne mumOer enly)




SHEOULE 8

‘\

ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

for emch eategary of rre
Ovtaded Srvaery Puge

L . T1]

y—
4

Ak ]

FOA L mumagen

AGt

twj

Ary orbermg wn CODE Ir0M Bch Repor T 6nd Sutemers may =o' 50 woud & wend by on v BOVON Fer 0 PurPpEEs o Wi CONY Bt wu o
PDesEt eThEy PN WiNg 1he nerma ond sidrem ¢f By POHITH (Ol ER ‘0 MOIR A OB DT I0rE oMM B eerTY T TN

Yo corrvmencusl

)

NAME OF COMMITTIL lia Felt)

UNTTED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA QOAL MINERS POLITI

A Pul Nasw. Meding Addrem snd 2P Cote
HOOSIERS FOR TIM ROEMER

' = ‘—IQLW__‘
. vewr) | Dm'mw

B ——

283102

| | Owher tiperaty)

555 NEW JERSEY AVE., N. W. §201 CONTRIBUTION 5/5/92 50
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20001 Owtursement tor | [hemary | o Gonaret : 0.00
jov- (mpocify)

0. Full Neme. Maling Addrum ond 2P Code Purpose of Dutrr serment Oste 'mantn Amcnrt of Each
COMMITTEE FOR OONGRESSMAN (CHARLIE 1 JONTRIBUTION @v. vl | Ormmem The Peoo
ROSE [T —— - U”. 5/5/92 500.00
P. 0. BOX 1891 { e mery [ | Genarst

FAYETTEVILIE. N. C_

+
Oure imonmtn, |

C. Full Movae. Malling Addrem and ZIP Cote | Purpoes of Disburserment & o
WELLSTONE FOR SENATE | OONTRIBUTTON ®y.yeer) | Otarsemers The Penog
517 C STREET, N. E. - 5/5/92
~ | WASHINGTON, D. C. 20002 joeovrsement tor | [Avemery [ o Genern 1,000.00
ﬁor'.' (spcfy) _1990 i } i
O Full Name. Mailing Addrem snd 21P Code | Purpose of Drsturrement Dwte (mamh, | Sy of e
ol @&v.yer) ' D
<~ | WHEAT FOR CONGRESS CONTRIBUTION R R
2000 M STREET, N. W. $400 f TRF J /592 | 00
- | wASHINGTON e gt Ty Dt * ‘
» D. C. 20036 ) Ovver tapcatyl 0o
€. Full Mesme, Malling Addrem end ZIP Code | Purpose of Destsrsament Dete Lmonth. P———
&y, yewr!
;‘Rrgmgogr*l?;n, SHARP COMMITTEE CONTRIBUTTION $/5/92 SRR e
v W WS [T p——— i
MT. imary Geners! 1,000.00
VERNON, VA. 22121 T U
F. Pull Neme, Mailing Addrem end ZIP Code TWMDMW Oom (menth, Ameur of Each
MCCLOSKEY FOR CONGRESS CONTRIBUTION e
P. O. BOX 70
BLOOMINGTON, IND. 47402 | Osoursemene ter | JPremery | x Ganarwt | 5/27/92 1,000. 00
| ] Orner tapecityl
Q. Full Name, Moliing Addram ond 2IP Cotn Purposs of Ouwsbu rement Owte (manth, Arrouge of Each
EARL. POMEROY FOR CONGRESS CONTRIBUTION CERAREY | § TH—
P. O. BOX 746 ,
BISMARCK, N. D. 58502 Owtursement tur: | x| Mrimary [ JGenersi | 5/27/92 1,000.00
;_]oumlmp
M. Pull Namse, Malling Addren end 2% Code 1ch’0'¢ur-v-m Oste imenth, Armouss of B
POOFE FOR QONGRESS | C &y, yeorl Outrrsernee The Pwog
7101 DIXIE HIGHWAY s = i 3/21/92 1,000.00
(]
FLORENCE, KY. 41042 : | N uJ
I Pull Neme Molkng Addres end Z1P Code " Purpose of Debursemen e —— e
,"’;‘“‘:'“‘;;:%]‘:ng CUNTRIRUTION duy, yeer} Oarsrsenemt Tha Porod
13505 oA BLVD. S —— =
GARFIFID HGTS, CHIO 441.° Osourrement for [xFumary | JGenermi | 5/19/92 5,000.00
oy ﬂom- (apacity)
SUBTOTAL of Onbursementu Tha Puge (aptoned! ' l 600'00 . > i
TOTAL This Period (last page this Une marder enly) > i
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s pory of e
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ITEMlZE&URSEMENTS
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FOR Lt mumagen
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. MAME OF COMMITY(E (ia Fua!

.-‘o«-v\a-o-'-uo‘o..w- ».alqyuﬂlumn'wu“-‘lhu'w&“m.qm“m.. o
FAPAIBE I e, Mg ' e and e ol 0f oy DOtk crTvTiien e KA GOt B Lioe N oM Buch corvwTa Teee . -

UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA (UAL MINEFRS POLITICAL ACTION ¢

A Pull e, Vehrg Addrem and 2P Cod Prpose of Desyr ement Owte tngnth, Aoy m of Cacn
FRIENDS OF FAYE BAGGIANO y. rew) Detursernent Tha Pees
P. O. BOX 24018% 5/15/92 2,500.00
MONTGOMERY, AL. 6124 Oetrraoment for Prenery l lcm

Other lepecify)

8 Full Name, Mmhng Addram ond ZIP Code Parpose of Dwidur serment Owte fmonth, Amoum of Each
COMMITTEE FOR AMERICA'S FUTURE QUNTRIBUTICON v rel | Omurmement The free
WASHINGT'N, D. . 20013 Omtbursemem tor [ x[emery [ Geners

{ | Other inpecity)

C. Pufl Mums Mailng Adtrem and 21 Come !’wpo- of DxiDurssrnent Dete 'momhn ; Amour of Eacn
AICOIN (YMMITITFE ! OONTRIBUTION @y rewr) | Outursemem Tha Pyec
809 N.E. “TH STWEET SUITE 304 1 . 5/6./92 1,000.00
PORTLAND, OR. 97232 Davrsement tor L) merary | ] Gorernt - 0C

| | Ovher lupecstyt |
O Full Name Malwng Addram ond 21P Code | Purpose of Dribursament Oste (momn, i Amount of Eacs
sz A . dey. ) Oty rapmen
MURTHA PR REELECTION CUMMITTEE CONTRIBUTION i ’ e
P. O. 80X 1091 b 5/5/92 0 0n
JOHSTOWS, PA, 15907 (Osoursement tor | Prmary [ JGorarwi | 3/5/ £:300,00
| | Other (mpecaty)
€ Full Mome Mading AdS am end ZIP Code ! Murpome of Dratrursermen Dete Umenth, Amount of Each
| dnv. ) ™
CONGFESSMAN MURPHY CAMPAIGN CMTE. CONTRIBUTION T
3333 RANOYMEDE PLACE, N. W. r 5/5/92 259.00
e st Ostursement for | JPremary || Genernt 29.
WASHINGTIN, D. C. 20015 I—]D Smatil
F. Pull Neme bisikng Addrem end 2P Code 7,\#:0-0'0"-4“: Oow lmeneh, Amount of Eecd
| @oy. yaw) Outarrement ™a Poreg
|
|
| Outrarsermen tor Pronary UG-n-'l
hom-tumm
g Q. Pull Narre Musking Addrems ond 21P Cotn 7W.'D¢uwx Oure {month, Arroym of Each
i’ dey, vesr) Ontursernent Tha Pured
r—low(—mm
MW Pl Nama. Meding Address snd 2P Code Aorpose of D ey rement Oete Lmonm, Amoum of Egch
dwy. yesr) Outrursement T Poog
Datrarsermere for l lhm UGM
] Otrer tapacity)
1. Fall 'cu-T.:.\.q AdNems snd Z1P Codn | Purpose of Disou raermenvt Oete (month Amoure of Eecd
‘ Wy, vesr) | Dtrremens ™ha Pwros
| AT r =il = ———
| Dadursermem for I..J N mary [ lcm '
hom-(oc:‘v!

BB TOTAL o' Data~mmeny Tha Pags (0o« mwwll

p———— — e

TOTAL Tha Perxd et page thu Bne marder enly)




SHEOULE & ITEMIZED D

RSEMENTS

YL AME OF COMMITTEE lin Fult)

Ay wioreg on coped fromm axh Reporu ond Swnemene ey Aot bt toid or and > o v perven ler PO prpam of Wi oy BnAiovn o o
PIDEsEE STRE e Wing (Mo "o ord sOdrem ¢f ety PR IT S CETNITATER 16 M K A o Wy 110 PR Bt e 1vee

-

e e e e e —

SUBTOTAL of Dubusement The Page op el

TOTAL Thig Period (lest pege tha 1ne ~mOe onlyi

v i w105
| D o sarneen for

j O ‘M)I_J'.M

UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA (DAL MINFFS I+ LITICAL ACTION OMMITTEH:
A Pufl Waawn. Meding Addrem and IIP Cote Purpoes ¢! Deadyrwarnent Owte maonth, Amaur of Each
HEIGAARD CAMPAICRN &y rew! Dutnsrwement The Peres
P. O. BOX 2662 F ) QONTRIBUTION 5/21/92 |
BISMARCK, N. D. 58505 Dubursement tor LXJNM UG“‘l 1,000.00
Other lapecity
8. Pull Name, Makng Addram end 1P Code Purpose of Ot sermen Onte imonih Poe————
DEMOCRATIC NATICNAL COMMITTER ay. reus) Dutarsamars The Peos
430 SOUTH CAPITOIL. STREET, S. E. Dedurrement for Uhm UG-u
WASHINGTN, D. C. 20005 ] O twwertyi e nep FETEDar |
€ Pull Marme. VMalling Addres and 2P Cote Purpose of Dl sbwrmrmem Dwre ' momth, i Amouen of Each
TARGET MATLING TNDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES @v rew) | Ouburswners The Pewoo
26 BRADFORD STREET — . - —5/4/92 20,275.00
(HARLESTON, WVA. Outurmeem te || Wmery |_JGuens
Other 'specity: TS/ ADS | I
O Pull Name Mauling Address snd Z1? Cade | Purpose of Orabusermen: Dete imanth, '[ Amoure of €Eech
asy yesr) Ondursament The Puoc
'Doun-n-nl tor ._jhm YL..JIGN"J‘
hOth- {specity ) L
€ Full Mame,. Meding Addrem and IIP Cods | Purposs of Drabursermers } Dete !month, Ameurt of Each
’ =y, vewr| Oubursement Thae Perog
|
' D abursermnent for UHM UCﬂ\-ru
nOm- ety
P Full Nome, Malling Aderem snd 1P Code | Murposs of Olate rement Ouwte Umoneh, Amaur of Each
| dwy. yesr) Obtasrwmert The Pores
| Dwbursement for Prunery Generel
HOIM' U U i
s §i {spacrty i .
QG Full Nume Myifing Addres snd I1P Cote “Nﬂnn- of Dt rsrment - Dsre imonth, Armoum of Each |
I v yesr) Orsbasrmarnert The Pwod
D atursement tar Uhm UG-'\-uﬂ H
_]OW (epecrty )
M Full Narma, Maling Address and I P Code l’vrﬁo—o'OOu"“t Dete month, Amoum of Each
' oy, yeer) Dutrsrsmners The Pw od |
. f
O @bursernen for Uw Ucnu !
bjo‘m’ (spacity|
I Fud Nome Maling Addrem ond 11P Code Purposs of Dwbe rseme | Owte [momin, Amoure of Esch
Ty yvew! O-tbursernert Tha Peros

36,275.00

36,275.00

e




tharlestoun lawyer Ed
lteBrook has misrepresented
Darrell McGraw's record in
s negative campaign for at-
wney general, a McGraw sup-
.;-' * “harges Mike Burdiss,
sz lineter of the Coal Miners
Pautal Aclion Committee,
said “wual uperators and 51‘
husiness are pouring money

into ReBrook's campaign.
‘What voters see in that
negative ad blitz Is a total dis-
tortion of the truth,” Burdiss
saild He mentioned television
ad footage of a “scuffle” at the
Kanawha County Jail between
McGraw and sheriffs deputies.
“Why do you suppose there
were reporters and cameras
when Darrell got into that
scuffie®”’ Burdiss sald. “‘Be-
cause McGraw invited them to
totn him, to look at jail comdi-
uoas that led to the suicide of
the troubled teen-age prisoper.
The scuffling broke owt be-
cause the deputies reseanted
McGraw making these deplor-

! able conditions public.”

COMPAC bas endorsed Mc-

Graw in the May 12 Democrat-

gm-_ry There B an em-
- barrassment all right in this

campangn for attorney gener-
Burdiss said, “bat it cer-
‘_amly isn't Darrell McGraw.”

ses G—QLS/?

Meanwhile in Morgantown,

McGraw received an award

from the Monongalia County

~ Bar Association. The group

gave McGraw, a former state

<> Supreme Court Justice, its Jus-

tice Emenitus award “for out-

- standing contributions to
"~ American jurisprudence.”

L )

-~
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ReBrook raises
questions about
legality of ad

By PAUL OWENS
DAILY MAIL CAPITOL BURF AL

Ed ReBrook today questioned money
the United Mine Workers political action
committee has spent to
produce a television ad-
vertisement that sup-
ports Darrell McGraw,
his oppooent in the at-

torney general’s race
If the cost of pro-

duction and the media
buy exceeded the $1,000
limit, and I believe it
probably does, then that
would be a serious vio-
lation of West Virgi-
nia’s campaign law," R
ReBrook charged.

Thomas A. Knight. the Charleston con-

tant who put together the advertise-
ments for the UMW, estimated the cost
of its production and broadcast to be
about $20,000.

But Knight said that mooey is an “in-
dependent expenditure,” and not subject
to the $1.000 limit on direct comtribe-
tions to candidates

Bill Harrington, chief of staff in the
Secretary of State's office. said state law
allows organizations such as the UMW's
political action committee to campaign
on behalf of candidates as long as the or-
ganizations do so independently

‘If it 1s 1n concert with a candidate,
then there is a problem ™~ Harrington
said.

Knight emphaticaliy denied that
McGraw played any part in the produc-
tion of the advertisement. The UMW has
long made a practice of campaigning in-
dependently oo behall of the candidates
it supports in West Virginia and other
states, he sa:d

But at least two television stations,
WSAZ and WCHS. are refusing to run the
advertisement

PN "3 RQIROOK 28

ReBrook

TINUED FROM LR

The ad features Cecil Roberts,
international vice president of the
UMW. Roberts does not mention
ReBrook by name, but says,
“Judge McGraw's opponent is
being supported by big business
for only one reason' they know
Judge McGraw is not for sale.”

Don Ray, geperal manager at
WSAZ, said that because the ad-
vertisement criticizes ReBrook,
his station cannot run it without
authorization from McGraw. Oth-
erwise, he said, WSAZ could be
sued under federal law for the
conteat of the ad.

Dennis Adkins, general manag-
er at WCHS, offered a similar ex-
planation for his station’s refusal
to air the ad.

Knight questioned their inter-
pretation of the law. And he said
if McGraw were to authorize the
ad as the stations have requested,
it would no longer be an independ-
ent expenditure

Charlestorn Daily Mail
May 7, 1992
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i{eBrook

legality of

Wi

Democratic attorney generaj
candidate Ed ReBrook or
Thursday accused supporters
of opponent Darrell McGraw
f violating election laws

ReBrook said the West Vir-
gima Coal Miners Political Ac-
tion Committee has exceeded
the $1.000 limit of campaign
donations in its support of Mc-
Graw The committee paid for
television advertisements sup-
porting McGraw and time on
three Wes! Virginia television
stations. ReBrook said

The secretary of state’s off
ice 1s investigating, said chie!
f staff Bili Harrington

Anyone can make inde:
pendent expenditures on a can
1idate’s behalf and as long as
it 1s not in concert with the
candidate the $1,000 himit
dues net applv ' Harrington

“aig

The secretary of state’s staff
will examine the commercials
and trv to determine whether
McGraw and the committee
were working together, Har-
rington said

if evidence supports the ai
egatior the nvestigalion
sould be turned over to Kana-

qu estions

UMW ads

wha Counly prosecutor Bill

Forbes Harrington said
Miners committee director

Mike Burdiss said he has not

violated any election laws

Ed ReBrook wants it both
ways Several years ago he ran
for the House of Delegates and
received all the benefits of the
support of the United Mine
Workers with no complaints
Now he's a desperate candi-
date irving to heighten his
stature.” he said.

McGraw did not return a tel-
ephone message to his home
Thursday

In other campaign news,
Democratic presidential hope-
ful Jerrv Brown on Monday
plans a second visit to West
Virginia

The visit will center on the
environment, said Jay Hol-
comb. Brown's state campaign
coordinator

Holcomb said Brown tenta-
tivelv 1s scheduled to go on a
whitewaler rafting trip on the
New River and attend rallies
at 1230 pm in Huntington, 4
pm at West Virginia Wesley-
an in Buckhannon and 6 p.m
1t Northern West Virginia
Community College in Wheel-

T
INg




THE ASS0CIATED PRESS

The Secretary of State's office
has found nothing to justify a
complaint by attorney general
candidate Ed ReBrook that his op-
ponent’s supporters have violated
campaign expense laws, an offl-
cial said

ReBrook on Thursday said the
United Mine Workers union’s pol-
itical arm, the Coal Miners Politi-
cal Action Committee, has ex-
ceeded the $1,000 limit on dona-
tions per candidate.

The committee paid for televi-
sion advertisements supporting
Darrell McGraw, ReBrook said. A
consultant said the cost was about
$20,000

The Secretary of State's office
1S Investigating, chief of staff Bill
Harrington said Thursday.

“Right now, we have no evid-
ence to support the allegations,”
he said

The secretary of state’s staff
will examine the commercials and
try to determine whether McGraw
and the committee were working
together, Harrington said.

“Anyone can make independent
expenditures on a candidate’s be-
half and as long as it is pot in con-
cert with the candidate, the $1,000
limit does not apply,” Harrington
said.

95 3 0 4 0
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Office probes allegations about ad

B Summary

Attorney general candi-
date Ed ReBrook claims a
miners PAC exceeded the
$1,000 limit on donations
by paying for his oppo-
nent’s TV ads which cost
about $20,000.

“lf there was coordination with
the McGraw campaign and the
UMW, the limit does apply,” he
said. “If there wasn't any coordi-
nation, the limit does not apply.”

Mike Burdiss, director of the
UNW group, said ReBrook
showed ignorance of election
laws when he made the complaint.
Burdiss’ group has endorsed
McGraw in Tuesday's Democratic

“Ed ReBrook wants It both
ways,” Burdiss sald. ‘‘Several
ago be raa for the House of

McGraw did not return a tele-

d he said he nearly lost hi
bicakfast this morning when
saw a television ad with Tom

%one message left at his home
ursday.

In other campaign news:
Kanawba County Prosecutq

hopeful Jerry
ond visit to Wes

n plans a sec-
irginia on Mon

us on the envi-
Holcomb,
investigation. \gn coordina-
Susman’s chy
“that the silly

that the last d

pge was a sign
Is upon us in
rate hours of
trip on the New Ry
rallies at 12:30

ommunity College in Wheeling)

Charleston Daily Mail
and Ahe candidate’s budiness. May 8, 1992
is, good or bad, nafyrally
g to be an overlap.”
hier was pleased by Folpes'
decision.
“I talked to Bill Forbes todyy
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R1cGraw ('ampaign spent over half on TV

b Fanny Seller
STAFF WRITER

Democratic attorney general

nomlinee¢ Q.lrrell McGraw has
raised $43, and spent $38,244
on bis election campaign, based
on his committee’s financial re-
port filed Wednesday in the secre-
tary of state’s office.

McGraw t $30,847 between
May 2 and June 5 — $25,010 of
which was psid to Media Strate-
gies & Research of Washington,
for television

Michael Lipton, the candidate’s
press spokesman, was paid a §1.-
000 fee, and Mike Burdiss, the

state mﬂ!ﬁm e of the Us
i oliti-

bursed $438. or travel.

and lodging

v~

The committee received a $500
“contribution from Matt Reese, a
McLean, Va,, political consultant,
<rwho formerly lived in West Vir-
ginia. Former state Democratic
~OChairman William Watson also
donated $500.
O\ Several $1,000 donations were
made by various organized labor
T political action committees, in-
cluding the American Federation
<;of State, County and Municipal
Employees Local 2250 at Forest-
—ville, Md.; the New Jersey Public
Employees Council of Trenton,
I.WN.J.: Communications Workers of
“America District 2 in Washington;
~Security and Law Enforcement
Employees of Albany, N.Y.; and
United Food and Commercial
Workers International Union,
Washington, and Teamsters Local
175 in Charleston.

George M. Suspanic and Mary
Smartt, investment bankers with
Goldman Sachs in New York City.
gave $300 and $250, respectively.

The committee refunded $900
to the UMW's non-volunteer fund
in Washington.

UMW Vice President Cecil Rob-

conducted an inde-
ent campaign for McGraw,

t no financial report has been

filed by Ruberts

Bill Harrington, chief of staff in
the secretary of state's office.
made inquiries about the inde-
pendent campaign and said be
could find no Ties between Mc-
Graw's campaign and Roberts.

Independent campaigns are per-
mitted by law, but reports have
been required in the past.

Madalin Jackson of Huntington,
the Republican candidate for sec-
retary of state, reported receipts
of $771.32 and no expenditures.

Republican attorney general
candidate Robert James Gould
raised $5,245 in the latest period
for total contributions of $36,520.
Gould spent $2,969 for a total of
$5,327. Among the donors was
Charleston lawyer Thomas Potter,

who gave $1,000

Gould listed debts of $25,000 to
himself.

The state chapter of the Nation-
al Organization for Women on
Wednesday reported income of

$1,370 and expenditures of
It donated $125 to gubern:
candidate Charlotte Prit:
each to Bonnie Brown an
White in House of Dele;
races.

PROTECT YOUR VALUABLE DIAMONDS

WITH A NEW MODERN MOUNTING -
GET $30 OR MORE _ ol
FOR YOUR OLD MOUNTING ‘ A

MAXY SYTLES TO CHOOSE FROM_

ALL DIAMONDS SET IN OUR STORE |\ o\ oo
SOLITAIRE MOUNTING

LESS TRADE IN

YOU PAY

PRESENT THIS AD AT TIME OF
PURCHASE FOR FREE SETTING
OF CENTER DIAMOND
« DOWNTOWN
310 Caphtol Street
o KANAWHA CITY

3716 MacCoride Ave., SE

343~

JEWELERS 925
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Union targets Palumbo’s office

The West Virginia State Em-
ployees Union has maliled letters
to all employees In the attormey
general's office, trying to organize
them. Mary Ann Uzelac, a staff
representative for the union, said
the constitutional office is one of
three or four agencies being tar-
geted

“We target different agencies at
different times,” she noted. The

letter said: “We represent law- |

r The United Mine Workers Coal
ners Political Action t-

ty-looking” to suit the current ten-
ants. The carpet, which replaced
new carpet lajid in 1988, cost
$835.46 in Gleason's office, and
will cost about $650 in three other
offices. The Division of Highways
will ask the Department of Ad-
ministration to reimburse it for
Gleason’s carpet because the old
carkpet was damaged by a water
leak. .

Kelli Willard, daughter of Mike

yers, engineers, secretaries and__{ee Tisted total receipts of $591.- Willard, who owns the Charleston

dozens of other classifications in
every agency of state govern-
ment. We want you to join.

“For the last few years, work-
ing in the office of the attorney
general has been, to say the least,
unstable. There have been differ-
ent demands upon you and you
have had to prove yourself over
and over again, with no regard for
your years of service.” the letter
a

It was signed by Uzelac and
Marilyn Kendall, also a staff re-
presentative. The letter said the
union was committed to creating
a stable work force. There have
been three attorneys general since
1985. The Democratic nominee
for the office, Darrell McGraw,
has had labor backing when he
ran for public office. Uzelac said
employees who work for a coasti-
tutiomal officer have no grievance
protection and have fewer rights
than Civil Service employees. . ..

John Yoder, the attormey who
filed a federal lawsuit challenging
the conflict of interest exemptions
for public school system employ-
ees serving in the Legislature,
says Judge Robert Maxwell told
the two sides he would make his
ruling prior to Nov. 8, so voters
will know the outcome before the
general election. The judge said
voters are entitled to know since
the lawsuit has caused a lot of un
certainty, according to Yoder,
who is himself a candidate for the
state Senate. .

506.18 and expenditures of $626 -
138.60 on its financial filed
in the secretary of state's office,
without much explanation of
where the money came from and
what it was spent for. Ben
Greene, president of the West Vir-
ginia Mining Reclamation Asso-
ciation, questioned how COMPAC
could file such a report, calling it
“blatantly wrong.”

Neither the UMW nor Vice
President Cecil Roberts filed a re-
port for an
that was undertaken on behalf of

_%rg. Bill Harrington,
chief in the secretary of
state’s office, said be has called
i i state

coordinator, and the in
%t hasn't received a
reply.

Harrington said questions were
raised by the report and further
fact-finding is warranted. Greene
quipped that Secretary of State
Ken Hechler ought to be on his
side this time, since the UMW did
not endorse Hechler this year
Greene’s insistence that the UMW
follow the same rules every one
else followed led to the election
law being changed last year. . .

Secretary of Transportation
Arch Gleason had the wallpaper
in his and three other staff mem-
bers’ offices painted over, and
new carpet was installed.

The wallpaper (at a cost of $3.-
686.76) was installed in the fall of
1985. But it was too "dull and dir-

advertising and public relations
firm of Willard & Associates, is
working in the office of Assistant
Highways Commissioner George
Sidiropolis for $866 a month. Sidi-
ropolis lost his secretary, Kim
Houghton, to the liquor commis-
sion, where her promised $30,000
salary was reduced to $27,500 by
Tax and Revenue Jim
Paige, who said he didn't think she
should be making more than his
secretary. The Alcohol Beverage
Control Commission is under
Paige's jurisdiction.

Houghton is being replaced by
Shelia Samms, who in 1988 tape-
recorded Joe Shelton, amother
highways emgloyee who works
closely with Sidiropolis, making
campaign arrangements on his
state phone on state time for a
trip Gov. Caperton was making to
Pocahontas County.

Speaking of Kelli Willard, she
recently purchased a car. The
first week she had the car, she
had an accident in Ohio that put
her boyfriend in the hospital. Mike
Willard says insurance will cover
repair charges. . . .

House Speaker Chuck Cham-

- __J bers, D-Cabell, attended a Nation-

al Conference of State Legisla-
tures’ executive committee meet-
ing at the Lake of The Ozarks
April 24-26 at a cost of $1,428.47
He attended a meeting of the ex-

See SEILER, 5A

| B )] v
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Candidate chéllenges UMW expense

By Fanny Seller
Tirt WRITER

A Charleston political consult-
it was pald $20,275 by the Unit-
+d Mine Workers Coal Miners Pol-
tical Action Committes to pro-
juce and place television ads as
in independent primary expendi-
ture for Democratic attorney gen-
~ral nominee Darrell McGraw.

Whether the COMPAC expendi-

ire was legally independent has
«+<n challenged by McGraw's Re-
uhlican opponent, Robert Gould,
«nn asked Kanawha County pros-
'« Bill Forbes to Investigate
¢ also sald Tuesday he has at-

‘neys looking into whether he

v bring civil action against the

“OW

Hecords in the secretary of
tate's office show that COMPAC
nitially donated $900 on April 10
o MeGraw

But McGraw's committee re-
funded 1t on May 11, seven days
ifter the $20,275 check was sent
to Target Malling Services, owned
by Thomas Knight and Laura
Phillips, partoers in Knight Phil-
lips Assoclates.

Target Malling deposited the
‘heck on May 7, according to a fi-
nancial disclosure report filed
Tuesday, 12 days after the filing
deadline Target Mailing made
$3.112.25 in production fees and
commissions, and spent $17,162.78
to make media buys at seven sta-
t:ons and on production costs.

McGraw's committee reim-

hursed Mike B\u*cllur state COM-
PAC coordina .80 on June
T Tor TPIVET, food and lodging ex-
penses incurred while traveling

with McGraw on the campaign
trail

w#:_l

% A question of independehgd’ * *

The UMW's political action committee paid a consuitant $20.275 to
produce and place television ads supporting Darrell McGraw for attor-
ney general in the prmary slecton McGraw's GOP challanger con
tends the ads ware nol an independent expenditure

Gould cited a federal law that
says an “expenditure made on be-
half of a candidate but directed by

a person who has received
compensation or relmbursement
from the campaign is presumed
not to be independent ™

He also cited a state law that
says unlimited independent ex-
penditures may be made by politi
cal action committees provided
the expenditures are made with.
out cooperation or consuitation
with, or at the suggestion of the
candidate. If cooperation, consul-
tation or suggestion exists “‘an
in-kind contribution results which
then is subject to the contribution
limits” of $1,000 per election, the
law said.

Gould believes the reimburse-
ment to Burdiss by McGraw's
committee negated the “inde -
ent expenditure” by showing a
coordination of efforts with the
candidate. He said all but $1,000
of the $20,275 should be returned

However, Bill Harrington, chief
of staff in the secretary of state’s
office, said MeGraw and Burdiss'
traveling together was not ade-
quate to show a coordina-
tion of efforts with the candidate.

Gould said the tor and
the state Election lon are
the legal authorities to determine
whether the law was violated, and
witnesses and telephone records

between McGraw and COMPAC
should be subpoenaed.

Forbes is on vacation and
couldn't be reached. Gould said he
wanted to see If the state system
worked, but wouldn't hesitate to
go to the U.S. attorney's office

McGraw said Burdiss was reim-

bursed for out-of-pocket expenses

Just as other Individuals were who
urred expenses. When COM-

40<
PAC did the independent cam-

paign, his committee returned the
$900 contribution, McGraw added
He said he had confldence in his
financial agent that expenditures
were handled properly.

COMPAC (lles a federal rerort
and a state report. The federal re-
port listed the $20,275 disburse-
ment to Target Malling as an “in-
dependent expenditure, TV ads.”
without additional information

Laura Pbillips said COMPAC
made the independent expenditure
on behalf of UMW Vice President
Cecil Roberts

She 1!;9 Target aﬂmng also did
a mailing for AC to its

members, communicating the un-
ion's rsements in the prima-
ry. But neither COMPAC nor Tar-
get Mailing reported the expendi-
ture and Phillips sald she did not
know the cost.

Harrington said the expenditure
should have been reported

COMPAC's last state report
showed e tures of $6.862.50
between May 2 and June 5, but
only one expenditure for $162 59
— a donaton given to the Raleigh
County Democratic Executive
Committee — was listed In-kind
contributions were lumped togeth-
er In one sum without a break-
down.

Harrington said COMPAC did
not comply with a law passed tw:
years ago that required 1t to re
port the transfers from coal com
panies of miners dues if eac!
paid $25 or less by showing th:
amount required from each me:
ber and the number of members

The law was passed after B
Greene, president of the West \ir
ginla Mining and Reclamation As
sociation, sald COMPAC was no!
complying with election laws by
reporting a lump sum from var-
ious coal companies

COMPAC reported lump sums
again from tions, and a to
tal expenditure of $626,138.60 on
its state report for the campaign
to date. Greene said Tuesday I!
COMPAC had given $1,000 (o
each candidate running in the pri-
mary it would bave only totaled
$117,000.

Greene also questioned whether
Roberts was going to report the
$20,275 on his income taxes

Harrington said Burdiss called
him Tuesday aftermoon and indi-
cated the necessary information
would be reported




By Fanny Selhr
STAFY WRITER

The chief of the US. attorney's
criminal division said Thursday

contributed ) to McGraw's
commmoe on April 10, but the
donation was refunded when

Republican a general can- COMPAC made the independent
didate Robert Gould contacted the ‘expenditure.

office and provided Information Donations that aren't inde _

pend

'r"“h'?l inde expenditure on .. oypenditures are limited to
half of his opponent. $1,000 per election.

mm“" = d";‘"“’ é:‘ﬁ ‘:’:;"5: Gould said he provided Hill with

ancy " factual Information on financlal

clined further comment In keep- filings by COMPAC and McGraw

ing with the office’s policy. with the secretary of state's off-
Gould maintains a $20,275 “In- jce,

dependent expenditure” by the
United Mine Workers Coal “I just advised them of the is-
sue,” Gould sald. Gould said he

half o the
rell McGraw was_pega

McGraw’'s cam commities ice that assistant prosecu
-Wﬂ““bﬂl I::d b“nt:rlvBelﬂ
. for trav- - Gould’s request of prosecu
Forbes te lavestigate.
a

el expenses.

.Byrdiss had ed wit Forbes has been on vacation
McGraw cam- and 't to return to the
_palgn, ﬁ eifice for at least another week.

Charleston Gazette
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Gould sald be also had contact-
ed the | Elections Commis-
n.
COMPAC flles both a federal
and state financial report

The independent expenditure

was listed on only the federal re
rt and did not mdualc on whose
behalf it was made

" The $20,275 was for the pur-
chase and production of TV ads

The Federal Elections Commis-
sion issues advisory opinions on
questions to it, and In one
case the beld that ag individ-
ual associated with a presidential
campaign ‘was barred from form-
ing a political committes to mﬂ_c
lndm

knéw what the’
s e ™ e ant

Since Durdhn trnveled wiih Ie-

The candidate cannot know any-

thin

S0TDA0Ne ehe determines (0 be the
candidate's needs

McGraw said earlier this week
he refunded the $900 contribution
when COMPAC did the independ-
ent expenditure, and Burdiss was

bout an independent ex-
, which is based on what ’

reimbursed for uul-”f—xivl ex-

%juﬂ like eéveryone else in
MR

While he appreciated COM-
PAC’s support, McGraw said he

was not %ble for what the

Gould sald the facts stated by

McGraw proved there was pot an

. and the

fact that Burdiss was rexmbuned

like everyone eise in the cam-
paign was irrelevant.

A disclaimer on the TV ads,
which teld who was ble
for them, also was irrelevant,
Gulln.ld
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By PAUL OWENS
v MAIL CAPITOL BUREAU

wecretary of State Ken Hech-
rr's office is agaln looking into
the question of
atether a politi-
i1 action com-
vinlated
tate law when 1l
;7ont more than
170,000 on televi-
sion commer-
cials supporting
Democratic at-
inrney general
andidate Dar-
rell McGraw

thil Harring-

McGRAW

Charlestoh Daily Mail
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" .t"f

ton, chief of staff in Hechler's off-
ice, on Moaday-aaid he was gath-
ering facts to delarmine whether
$20,275 spent during the primary
election campalgn by the United

itioh to McGraw

Secretary of State’s Office to in
vestigate Harrington concluded
there was insufficlent evidence Lo
link McGraw's campaign with
COMPAC’'s commercials

But a spending report filed by

b *W'Qﬂ"%
McGraw on Monday strongly
denied that be had anything to do
with COMPAC's commercials. He
also denled that Burdiss had

worked for his campaign
_McGraw said Burdiss was paid

Mine Work 1 Miners Pollce
ction Commltiee on the com-

mercials was "an independent
expenditure.”

State law limits private individ-
uals and political action commit-
tees 0 g $1,000 on behalf
of a te unless the expendi-
ture is nlh without the partici-
pation of thy éandidats.

Whea news of COMPAC's ex-
penditure broke before the May
primary, McGraw's Democratic
opponent, Ed ReBrook, asked the

McGraw

C ONTINUED FROM 1A

motives in raising the luue

“This is an effort to chill the
speech of the labor leaders speak-
ing to labor folks in the general
election,” McGraw charged.

Harrington said be has contact.
ed COMPAC officials, McGraw's
campaign treasurer and Thomas
A. Knight, the Charleston consult
ant who produced the advertise
ments for COMPAC McGraw's
campaign and Knight have al-
ready responded, but Harrington
said he does not have enough
formation yet to draw any conclu
sions

Harrington said he would finish
hus “fact-finding” well before the
election.

“I don't anticipate this belng a
lo:.:l" drawn-out process,” he said.

e Secretary of State's Office

does not bave prosecutorial pow-
ers itself. Harrlogton said he
~would ask the office of Kanawha

McGraw since then indicates his
glmgglgn Eaid ke Burdiss,

COMPAC's West Virginia coordi-

for aliowing McGraw to ride with
‘him to events where

McGraw was interested in cam-

nator, more than §400 for travel,
an ng cosls Incurre
ca "
arrington sald the spending
report prompted him to revisit
the issue, but he downplayed the
depth of the inquiry.
“We try to go on a little bit of a
fact-finding mission before we
take action,” he said

County Prosecutor Bill Forbes to
look into the matter If the facts
indicate an investigation s war-
ranted.

But McGraw's Republican oppo-
nent, Robert Gould, has lost patl
ence with the Secretary of State's
Office, and written Forbes direct-
ly to ask for action

“I'm counting on Bill «no In
hoping he will make every effort
on this because the Secretary of
State’s Office bas done nothing on
this,” Gould said Monday | fee]
it's a wrong that needs 1o he
righted

In a letter date June {5 Gouid
cited sections Iln both federal and
state law that he contended show
that COMPAC’'s commercials
could not have been independent
expenditures if Burdiss was reim-
bursed by McGraw's campal

State law says only “political
agents” can be reimbursed for
travel expenses, Gould wrote. Butl
{ederal guidelines also say a polit-

Ei%& But McGraw denied that
urdiss was 3 scheduler or
spckesman for his campaign.
Independent expenditures are
not a new development in West

Virginia politics, McGraw said.
He accused bis critics of other

TURN TO McGRAW/9A

ical action committee's expendi-
tures are not independent if they
are made with the ‘“‘cooperation
or consultation with, or at the
suggestion of. any candidate or
any authorized committee or
agent of such candidate.”

Burdiss was out of town Mon-
day, and could oot be reached He
has previously acknowledged

amﬂfﬁl for McGraw
er_candidates endorsed by COM-
PAC. but denied playving any role
in the production of COMPAC's
advertisement

Forbes has been ou! of town
but has referred the case L0 an as
sistant, Rob Schulenberg Schulen-
berg could not be reached Mon-
day.

Gould said he 15 willing to wait
another few weeks before be asks
federal tors to take action
He is also comsidering filiag bis
own civil suit to block COMPAC
from making further expenditures
on McGraw's behalf
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COMMENTARY BY
MARK POLEN
VICE PRESIDENT OF LEGISLATIVE, GOVERNMENT AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS
EOR THE WEST VIRGINIA COAL ASSOCIATION

It's been revealed in tederal clection reports that the United Mine Workers spent more
than $20,000 on behalf of Darrell McGraw's campaign for Attorney General during the May
Primary Election. The money spent by the UMW on television ads and direct mail benefiting
McGraw were reported as ‘independent expenditures” unconnected with the official campaign.

Political contnbutions to candidates are limited by law to $1,000, but there are no limits
on how much can be independently spent for or against a candidate. The only real restriction on
these political spending activitics is that they have absolutely no connection with a candidate’s
campaign organization.

Of course, we may never really know the true circumstances surrounding the UMW'’s
$20,000 spending deasion. I'm certainly not in a position to allege that any wrongdoing took
place, but it does seem quite wonic and mysterious that the coordinator of UMW political
activiies 1n West Virginia traveled extensively with McGraw during the campaign and was
reimbursed for his expenses by the campaign commutice. Neither does it make much sense to
me, unless therc was a fear of a connection being made between the “independent” campaign
and McGraw, that a lawful 3500 contribuhon was returned to the UMW just as the
“independent” cfforts were beginning.

In my view, this episode typifies Darrell McGraw's feelings about the spirit and the soul
of the law. Just as the modification of Supreme Court travel regulations "lawfully” increased his
expense allowarces before travelling with tus farmuly to a judicial conference; and just as he
"lawfully” authored a decision to increase his judicial pension by $900,000, Darrell McGraw has
again shown his willingness to reconfigure the alphabet to his own liking when interpreting the
letter of election laws.

Sadly, but predictibly, the former "Peoples’ ludge” who now wants to be the "Peoples’
Lawyer” has again demonstrated his contempt for the people

Thus 1s Mark Pelen on West Virginia Public Radio

JUNE 26, 1992
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. O C 2046)

July 27, 1992

Robert James Gould, Esquire
Route 2, Box 78
Greenville, West Virginia 24945

RE: MUR 3561

Dear Mr. Gould:

This letter acknowledges receipt on July 21, 1992, of your
complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by the United Mine
Workers of America Coal Miners Political Action Committee. 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 3561. 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,

/ :
&4f;u9ﬂ:Z-v';;. ;EEEL&/CZ.</’¢4
George f. Kishel

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DC 20463

July 27, 1992

John J. Bonavic, Treasurer

United Mine Workers of America

Coal Miners Political Action Committee
900 15th Street, NW

washington, DC 20005

MUR 3561

Dear Mr. Bonavic:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the United Mine Workers of America Coal Miners
Political Action 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 3561. 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.




John J. Bonavic
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey Long, 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,

kS

George F. Rishel
Assistant Generdl Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Jeffrev Long, Esqg.
Office of the General Counsel BY TELECOPIER AND MAIL
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
United Mine Workers of America
Coal Miners Political Action

Committee
MUR 3561

Dear Mr. Long:

Pursuant to my conversation with your office, this is to
request an extension of the time within which the United Mine
Workers of America Coal Miners Political Action Committee
("COMPAC") must respond to the complaint filed in the above-
referenced proceeding. We hereby request until Tuesday,
August 18, 1992, to provide a written response.

I would also very much appreciate the opportunity to discuss
the issues involved in this case with you. Thank you for your

attention.

Sincerely, ; ‘4/
o4’ ,/’ / /) :

/

Paﬁi A. Greén
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

Augusr 10, 1992

Paul Green, Esquire

Beins, Axelrod, Osborne & Mooney, P.C.
2033 K Street. N.W,.

Suite 300

Washington, D.C. 20006-1002

RE: MUR 3561

United Mine Workers of America
Coal Miners PAC and John
Bonavic, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Green:

This 1s 1n response to your letter dated August 7, 1992,
vhich ve received on that day, requesting an extension until
August 18, 1992, to respond to the complaint in the
above-referenced matter. After considering the circumstances
presented in your letter. the Office of the General Counsel has
granted the regquested extension. Accordingly, your response is
due by the close of business on August 18, 1992.

1f you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

e D ey

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal
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August 18, 1992

George F. Rishel, Esgq. BY TELECOPIER
Assistant General Counsel AND HAND DELIVERY
Federal Election Commission

Washington, D.C. 20463

United Mine Workers of America
Coal Miners Political Action
Committee

MUR 3561

Dear Mr. Rishel:

This letter is in response to the complaint filed by Robert
J. Gould (the "Complainant™) in the above-referenced matter
against the United Mine Workers of America Coal Miners Political
Action Committee ("COMPAC"). Complainant’s five-count complaint
states two major claims. First, Complainant alleges that COMPAC
expended amounts for the benefit of an individual running for
state office in excess of a $1,000 limitation imposed by the
Federal Election Campaign Act ("FECA"). Complaint, Count One, p.
8. Second, Complainant alleges that COMPAC improperly reported
this expenditure as an "independent expenditure." Complaint,
Counts Two through Five, pp. 8-13.

Both of these claims lack merit because they are predicated
on a fundamentally mistaken assumption concerning FECA’s
substantive reach. Stated plainly, even if all of Complainant’s
allegations are true, they do not constitute a violation of
federal law. Because no violation of FECA has been alleged, nor
has any occurred, there is no reason for the Federal Election
Commission ("FEC") to pursue this matter further. 2 U.S.C. §
437 (a) (2) .

I, EXCESSIVE CONTRIBUTION

In general, FECA regulates the activities of "candidates" to
Federal office, their "campaign committees" and "independent
committees"™ that contribute to such candidates’ elections. With
regard to the first claim, however, Complainant alleges that
COMPAC violated FECA by allegedly making an excessive
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George F. Rishel, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
August 18, 1992

Page 2

contribution to Mr. Darrell V. McGraw, an individual who is
running for election to the state of West Virginia’s office of
attorney general.

In support of this first claim, Complainant appears to rely
on FECA’s limitation on campaign contributions to candidates,
which provides in relevant part as follows:

No multicandidate political committee shall make
contributions ... to any candidate ... with respect to
any election for Federal Office which ... exceed
$5,000."

2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(2): see 11 C.F.R. § 110.2(b)(1). This
provision, however, does not support Complainant’s claim because
it only limits contributions to candidates covered by the
statute. Under the statute, a "candidate" is defined as:

an individual who seeks nomination for election, or
election to Federal office....

2 U.S.C. § 431(2); see 11 C.F.R. §§ 100.3(a), 110.2(b)(2).
"Federal office" is defined as:

the office of President or Vice President, or of
Senator or Representative in, or Delegate or Resident
Commissioner to, the Congress.

2 U.S.C. § 431(3); see 11 C.F.R. § 100.4. Because Mr. McGraw is
running for election to a state office rather than a "Federal
office,"™ FECA’s campaign contribution limitations do not apply to
expenditures that are made on his behalf.

This provision likewise fails to support Complainant’s claim
because it pertains only to expenditures made to candidates for
"Federal office." As stated above, Mr. McGraw is running for a
state elected office, not a federal office. Consequently,
because Mr. McGraw is not a "candidate" for "Federal office,"
neither the $1,000 nor the $5,000 campaign contribution
limitations prescribed by the statute are applicable. Thus, as a
matter of law, COMPAC did not violate FECA’s campaign
contribution limitcations. 1In the absence of a substantive

'Although Count One alleges a violation because the putative
contribution exceeded $1,000, see Complaint, § 3, p. 1, the
limitation for a multicandidate committee such as COMPAC is
$5,000. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(2).
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George F. Rishel, Esgq.
Federal Election Commission
August 18, 1992

Page 3

violation of FECA’s campaign contribution limitations, therefore,
there is no need for the FEC to pursue this claim further.

II. REPORTING

As an entity that makes contributions to candidates for
Federal office, COMPAC clearly is subject to federal regulation.
As such, its receipts, including applicable limitations and
reporting requirements, are governed by federal law.? Moreover,
all of its expenditures are subject to regular reporting.

2 U.S.C. § 434(a), (b); 11 C.F.R. § 104.1. Complainant does not
allege, however, that COMPAC failed to meet its obligations with
respect to these matters.3

Instead, the remainder of Complainant’s complaint asserts
that COMPAC improperly reported the amounts that it is alleged to
have expended on behalf of Mr. McGraw. In particular,
Complainant asserts that COMPAC characterized these amounts as
"independent expenditures" when they were in fact expended "in
cooperation, consultation or concert with, or at the request or
suggestion of, any candidate...." Complaint, Counts Three and
Four, c.f., Counts Two and Five. Complainant asserts that
COMPAC’s expenditure did not meet the statutory definition of an
"independent expenditure." However, both his asserted basis for
this allegation and the conclusion he draws from it are mistaken.

The term "independent expenditure" is defined as:

an expenditure ... expressly advocating the election or
defeat of a clearly identified candidate which is made
without cooperation or consultation with any candidate,
or any authorized committee or agent of such candidate,
and which is not made in concert with, or at the
request or suggestion of, any candidate, or any
authorized committee or agent of such candidate.

Among these applicable limitations is the $5,000 maximum
annual contribution permitted by individuals to COMPAC, as well
as the requirement that all such contributions be voluntary.

2 U.S.C. §§ 441a(a) (1) (C) and 441b(b) (3) (A).

3subsequent to the filing of the complaint, the FEC
commenced informal contact with COMPAC and the United Mine
Workers of America ("UMWA"), requesting additional detail on the
report. Following direct discussion between the FEC and the
UMWA’s Office of the Treasurer, additional information was
provided. However, we do not understand that request to be
within the scope of this complaint.
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George F. Rishel, Esqg.
Federal Election Commission
August 18, 1992

Page 4

2 U.S.C. § 431(17);: see 11 C.F.R. § 100.16. As discussed above,
Mr. McGraw is not a "candidate" for "Federal office" under
FECA.* Consequently, because the amounts expended were not, nor
have they been alleged to have been, expended on behalf of any
"candidate" for "Federal office," they are free of all the
special limitations and reporting requirements applicable to
federally regulated campaign expenditures.®

As previously stated, COMPAC’s expenditures are subject to
FECA’s ordinary reporting requirements. The expenditures in
question were, in fact, reported.®

In sum, all of the claims set forth in the complaint are
premised upon the allegation that the expenditures on behalf of
Mr. McGraw were expenditures on behalf of a Federal candidate.
Because he was a candidate for state office, the facts as
alleged, even if true, do not support a claim of a violation of
Federal law.

If you have any questions or require further explanation,
please do not hesitate to contact me or Ed Gleason of my office.

Sincerely,

‘Because the question of whether the expenditures at issue
would have been "independent expenditures" under Federal law had
Mr. McGraw been a candidate for Federal office is not relevant,
we do not address it here.

‘chief among these specific reporting requirements which, as
a matter of law, are inapplicable, but which are alleged by
Complainant, is FECA’s accelerated reporting requirement set
forth in 2 U.S.C. § 434(c) (2).

The report used the term "independent expenditure” to
characterize the amounts spent. Because these amounts were truly
and unquestionably independent of any "candidate" for "Federal
office," this usage was, at worst, inartful.
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George F. Rishel, Esqg.
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washinaton, DC 20463

HAND DELIVERED

Re: United Mine Workers of America
Coal Miners Political Action

Committee
MUR 3561
Dear Mr. Rishel:
Enclosed please find a copy of COMPAC’s Designation of
Counsel.
Sincerely,
7 [

Edward M. Gleason, Jr.

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

cosmunications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before
the Commjission,
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RECEIVE:
.. FEDERAL ELFCTIoN
COHHIS‘C!?N
MAIY R
RoBERT JAMES GoOuLD h 2 9 28 M) '
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOR AT Law 3

Route 2 Box 7e
GrEENVILLE, WEST VIRGINIA 24945

(304) BI2-6414

August 20, 1992

George F. Rishel, Esgqg.
Assistant General Counsel
Federal BElection Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: M.U.R. 3561
United Mine Workers of America

Coal Miners Political Action Comm.
Dear Mr. Rishel:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of this week, I
respectfully enclose for your consideration some recent
newspaper articles respecting the above-referenced M.U.R.

As I explained, the determination as to the nature of the
$20,275 expenditure by COMPAC can only be objectively made by
the F.E.C. Secretary Hechler, our chief election officer, has
recently received a COMPAC endorsement himself.

Despite his protestations, I am of the belief that this
endorsement has resulted in an apparent and/or actual conflict
of interest, which may deprive the citizens of West Virginia of
the objective investigation of this matter by our own state
officials.

Even though the candidate on who’s behalf the expenditure
was made is not a federal candidate, COMPAC is a federal
committee. Therefore, based upon a review of the applicable
statutes and regulations, as cited in the complaint, I believe
it is clearly within your jurisdiction to apply federal
regulatory standards in determining whether the questioned
expenditure was, in fact, independent.

This determination, in and of itself, will resolve an
important issue which has yet to be addressed here, and will

serve to assure state and federal law compliance in the fall
general election.
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The Charleston Gazette, Wednesday, Nuvust T 10000

Miners PAC’s financial reports questioned

news media the $20,275 was |

11y Fanny Seller
ii WRITER

The secretary of state's office
asked the Coal Miners Political

! Committee on June 22 to
information on its primary
i! reports and to break

v $20,275 was spent on
t une candidate, but COM-

ot responded
Harrington, chief of staff,
i ivtter to COMPAC's Jerry
June o at the United Mine Workers
Umon uffice in Washington, saying
COMIP’AC’s report following the
primary “reflected that $6286,-
138.60 has been spent” in the elec-
tion to date.

‘Ciearly this amount of money
has nit been reported in previous
finan-ial reports, so I would ap-
preciate a clarification on this

! money. Specifically, does
1t represent the amount of money
that was spent throughout the
country by the UMWA
COMI'AC?" Harrington wrote.

In addition, Harrington noted
that . large number of contribu-
tions ranging up to $1,570
from corporations. Contributions
by corporations are illegal.

“] presume these are not contri-
butions from these companles, but
instead are a reflection of dues
collected from UMWA members
who work at various locations,”
the letter continued.

“It is necessary for you to state
how much money was received
from each employee and the total
number of employees at the facili
ty,” Harrington added.

Ben Greene, president of the
West Virginia Mining and Recla-
mation Association, said the elec-
tion law was changed to accom-
modate the UMW so the union
didn't have to list each miner's
name if the dues was $25 or less.
But Greene said COMPAC’s re-
porting is worse than ever.

“It's just a sandbag,” Greene
said, noting that Peabody Coal
was listed on a report as giving
$950. Greene sald the company
has at least 700 miners working

for

Greene said the secretary of
state's office has a double stand-
ard for campaign reporting — one
for the union and one for everyone
else.
“I don"t have any faith in Mr.

[Secretary of State Ken] Hechler
upholding the law,” Greene said of
the secretary of state.

“The violations are so apparent
when you read the reports.”
Greene added.

In his letter, Harrington taoid
COMPAC its report due on My
20, that was received on June 15
listed a $20,275 expenditure to
Farget Mailing at 26 Bradford
St, Charleston. ""This $20,275
needs to be broken down,” he said

Target Mailing is owned by
partners in Knight and Phillips
Assoclates, a consulting firm.

Harrington advised COMPAC
that he understood through the

We
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rGroup’s support

of Hechler blasted

By PAUL OWENS
DAILY MAIL CAPITOL BUREAU

Attorney general candidate
Robert Gould believes Secre-
tary of State Ken Hechler
should not accept the endorse-
ment of an organization his off-
ice is probing for possible elec-
tion law violations.

“He should have distanced
himself from that group untl
the matter is resolved,” Gould
said Monday, two days after
Hechler was endorsed by the
United Mine Workers Coal Min-
ers Political Action Commit-
tee, known as COMPAC.

“There’s certainly an appear-
ance of a coanflict there,” said
Gould, a Monroe County lawyer
and the Republican nominee
for attorney general.

Hechler, however. dismissed
Gould's complaint.

“I know that the Repeblican
candidate doesn't have any oth-
er issuwes.” said Hechler, a
Democrat running for his third
term as secretary of state.
“Nevertheless, it will have no
effect on my objectivity.”

At Gould's insistence, Hech-
ler has been investigating
whether COMPAC violated

[ 41 I "—lf.."“ lin is h
181 [!‘il'\i‘ n mmer
backing Democrat Darr

raw during

out the candidate’s direction,
however, are considered inde-
pendent and are not subject to
limits.

Gould contends COMPAC's
expenditure could not have
been independent. because its
West Virginia coordinator,
Mike Burdiss, traveled with
McGraw during his primary
campaign. Burdiss was paid
$439 by the campaign for trav-
el. food and lodging following
the primary

McGraw has demed having
anything to do with the com-
mercials, and said he traveled
with Burdiss only to events
where the COMPAC coordina-
tor was already planning to
drive.

Burdiss has said he worked
for COMPAC, not McGraw, and
also campaigned on behalf of
other candidates endorsed by
his organization.

On Monday, Burdiss called
Gould's objections to COM-
PAC'’s endorsement “absurd.”

*1 never even thought of
that,” Burdiss said, laughing 1
don't think anyone else did .’

Hechler failed to win COM-
PAC's epndorsement during his
'WTI primary campaign

TOMPAC officials didn't

«chler’s support for mitiatl
referendum and recall, belies

",‘ th 0 easyres o
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RoseErT JAMES GouLD
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOR AT Law
RoutE 2 Box 78
GREENVILLE, WEST VIRGINIA 24945

(304) 832-644

October 26, 1992

Philip Wise, Esq.

Senior Attorney

Federal FElection Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3561
COMPAC

Dear Mr. Wise:

Reference is made to our telephone conversation of this date
wherein I advised you of the enclosed newspaper article which
appeared in the Sunday Journal, in Martinsburg, W.V. on October
18, 19%2.

This article, based upon interviews with Darrell McGraw, states
that ". . . Mike Burdiss, director of the United Mine Worker's
political action committee in West Virginia, asked McGraw to
file for office . . ™.

If true, this would indicate a more than "independent™ relationship
between the Respondent in MUR 3561 and attorney general candidaTE
Darrell McGraw.

I would encourage you to pursue this information, because it
appears to directly contradict any assertion that COMPAC and
McGraw were independent as that term is defined by regulations
and decisions of the FEC.

Thank ,You,

%

}Iobert 4 ould
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Gould McGraw Battlmg for Attorney General

CHARLESTON (AP) — lob Gowid
came ©0 West Virgma © gel sway (rom
poluics m Wash . DC. But now be 15
en” ~uled in a pohtcal battle with former
. Supreme Count Jusuce Darrell M
Graw for e post of stae sitomey

Gould, Y, moved © Monroe County n
1985 10 felfil) a lifelong dream of hvn
the coonty afier ? wp n Bmukfm
NY. and HoHo-E J. He now rarses
wuffalo on his Greenville farm, and his wile
md!rr hac kyand

no wienbon of running
for oﬂ' he moved © West Viugma

0 play political stufl, 1
cnd-d £9 © Washingion, and | could be
aght s there sith rmplt whar dic it all day
tor 3 hving,”" Gould said “Rut | wnded 10

vicw Weil Virguua as the piace where |
was u.hrn I wasn't dealing with any of
that *

Gould said he was accompansing  hes
fnend, Ben Waldman, who s challenping
Rep Nick Rahall for the Yed Congresuonal
Desanct scal. © file for his candsdncs last
year when he decided o run for sliemey
pencral on the spur of the momem

I thought that i the  (Repubhoan)
Pany's going w grows m all i i
have 10 have candidates,"” Gould sl \\‘
can’t udt have 3 wtuoton  whore B
constnubonal offiwe o unopponed
filed **

The following day. Amwney o
Mano Palumbo withdrew Trom e o
wn for governor, where he

came oa

dowmt Burd m o the May 12 Democratic
"y
MoCiaw who received $6 percent of the
e the Democrate pomary, had filed o
un bor Circunt judpe i Roanc, Jackson and
houn counties ot the request of some
wmbers of the Unied Steelworkers union,
which had been embeoided m a long dispute
2 ith Ravenswoud Aluminum Corp
But Mike Burdiss, dirocor of the United
Mine Worken' polstical action commitiec
n West Vugima, atked McGraw (o file for
the office st hours belore the deadime
Becaise no other Democrats were enicred o
e hme
Beally, 've
Ny pencral
Uiy Fm an advixcaw

people and, -cheflal)erforuuluk I
mmuundnalculo p

Gould complains that McGraw  has
wlused W debaic and says McGraw
campaigns mainly at lalw rallics Buil
Gould also smd McGraw probably is smart
ol to dehaie

“Any uticrance he makes wnds 10 lose
him votes and get me voies, Gould sad

McGraw, however, wad, "I've never
heard anvone say 1°'m noi a good debater

McUraw demed refusing @ debae. He
said he recenily wid the League of Women
Voicrs he would be mieresied i debatng
Gould tut wanicd W do o Closer o the
Now §clecinn than the scheduicd Oct 1)

dae
MoGiraw, S3% a Tyiple

alwavs wanled o b
MoCiraw sand before the

T winking nauve  of

——— - -

L L P R N &0 P

nnnk(mmy waa clecied 10 2 | 2-year
m on the siate Supreme Court of Appeals

in 1976, bt was delcaied when he sought
re clection in 1988

While on the coun, McGraw was the
subject of considembic media aticntion
esjecially afier a8 (984 Supn-mc Cownt

ruling that greatly expanded the types of
governmend work that coukd be counted as
credit oward 8 pudicial pension

Had ot heon allowed W stand. MoGraw
could have hoen awarded pension crodit for
his wiwk ay AJ:.H umc vy whilke a
stwlont @t West Virginia University

MoGraw and the laie Sam Harshharper
were the onlv siting justices who ruled on
the case Onhers gecused themselves and

Sae ATTORNLY on page (1 4

D £ 6




PAGE D-4

THE SUNDAY JOU

Attorney

{Continued from page D-1)
substitutes were appointed.

McGraw fired off letters of
complaint o the superiors of
reporters covenng the case, which
he now acknowiedyes “‘exacerbat-
ed the problem.™

When he was defeated in 19885,
NMcGraw was sull one year short of
the ume needed to qualify for the
judicial pension, the most lucrative
available from state government.

His count rulings brought the
animosity of some in West Virgin-
12’s business community.

His most well-known decision,
the Mandolidis decision, concerned
a Randoiph County furniture work-
er who lost several fingers when he
was ordered o operate a band saw
that had been shut down as unsafe
by a federal inspector.

In an opinion written by McGraw,
the court ruled it was possible for
an employer 10 be so negligent in
his teatment of workers his
negligence could meet the legal
defimticn of a willful attempt to
injure an employee.

McGraw denies being anti-busi-

2ss, as his critics have accused.

“The job of a judge is 1o apply
the law ‘withcut favor. If a judge
does his duty, there’s always going
10 be someone to say he’s anu-
something,”” McGraw said. “l
approve of good business.

“Itsimply is error to paint with a
barbed brush. Everybody is lots of
things, and most people are a whole
lot of good, at least they want
o2 " McGraw said.

Gould filed complaints with the
Federal Elections Commission and
the sccrewary of state’s office this
summer alieging McGraw accepied
an illegal campaign donation (rom

—

the UMW political acuon commit

ce.

UMW'’s Burdiss and McGraw
have denied colluding.

1 wasn’t a pant of that'
McGraw said. **That was what they
call an indcpendent expenditure. |
had no control over that or any
direcuon.”™”

Bill Hammingion, chief of swaff of
the sccretary of state’s office, said
the office would file a report before
the elecuon with Kanawha County
Prosecutor Bill Forbes. He said the
office’s policy is not w publicly
disclose its recommendauon re-

garding prosecution.

Meanwhile., New Mantinsville
lawyer H. John Rogers asked
Kanawha County Circunt Court (o
investigate whether Gould has met
the state’s five-year residency re-
quirement for holding elecuve of-
fice. Rogers filed the lawsuit on
behalf of Will Hadsell of Wheeling,
who said be does not like people
moving © West Virginia to run for
office.

Rogers also sought, through the
Freedom of Informauon Act. infor-
mation from Gould's applicauon to
the state Board of Law Examiners.
Gould has blocked the relcase of
the infarmation, obuining a court
order for a hearing first

Gould said the application s
confidenual and not coverad unde
the Freedom of Information Act.

**If these records are not public
record. then [ want o protect their
integnty, not just for me, but also
the person who applics tomorrow
who 15 asked on thair bar record,

‘Have you ever been armrested and
had it expunged? who might not
answer truthfuily.” Gould saud

‘I made a decision that politcal-
ly has been a very difficult one for
me but personaily | stand by 1" he
saud. 'l am conlident about the
ulumate decision on my Cizen-
ship.

*‘I was not going 1o play into the
hands of people who were out 1
make a pohitical point of changing
the focus from someone who has an
established record of disservice W
the state of West Virgimia and ry 10
make this a referendum of whether
I'm paranoid or not.”” he said.

Gould said McGraw was behind
the lawsumit. Both McGrw and
Rogers have denied that.

“I'm not going o play his way,"”
Gould said. “'If T have 10 wke a
litie heat..I'll sund up 0 u
because if 1 can’t stand up to the
unpopulanty of dccisions, then |
don’t think I'm the right person for
the job.™

McGraw has taken a lot of heat
in his ime.

In 1979, he was charged with
battery after he was involved in an
altercation with a up of Kana-
wha County sheriff's deputics at
the county jail, where he wanted
show reportcrs the site of a juvenile
inmalte’s suicide.

In 1987, McGraw filed a crimi-
nal compiaint against an Associated
Press editor, accusing him of
making ‘‘obscene, anonymous, ha-
rassing’’ tclephone calls. The
charge was when state
police said McGraw refused w icll
them what was said in the alleged
calls.

In 1989, McGraw volunieered to
tesufy against his colleague, Justice
Richard Neely, when Neely
brought a lawsuit against Trans
World Airlines over lost luggage in
New York.

Gould released a 13-paze plat-
form with his geals for cutung the
state’s violenl <rime rate, 1mprov-
Ing consumer protecuon and crack
down on health care raud.

McGraw, however, suid he
would do the job "‘as mandaied by
the slate consution.™

T L T —
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RoBErT JaMES GourD
AtTORNEY AND COUNSELLOR AT Law
RouTtE 2 Box 78
GREENVILLE, WEST VIRGINLL 84045

(304) Ba2-644

October 30, 1992

Philip Wise, Esq.

Senior Attorney

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

M.U.R. 3561

United Mine Workers of America

Coal Miners Political Action Comm.
Dear Mr. Wise:

In furtherance of our telephone conversation earlier this
week, enclosed please find additional materials relevant to the
above-referenced matter.

The enclosed report was faxed to me by the Secretary of
State of West Virginia, Ken Hechler.

In his report, which referred the matter to the prosecutor
of Kanawha County, West Virginia, Hechler concludes:

". « « it defies logic to conclude that Mr. Burdiss
and Mr. McGraw, traveling extensively throughout the
state talked only about the weather, the World Series
and the condition of the rice crop in China.*

I believe the Secretary’s logical conclusion is precilely
why federal electicn guldell ies establish a presumption of “non-
independence" where there is reimbursement for expenses as there
apparently was in this case.

I am also including herewith newspaper articles which
followed the release of this report.

I would respectfully suggest that you obtain a verified
copy of this report directly from Secretary Hechler, as well as
obtain from him any other material which might be of assistance

in your investigation.
Slnc y Q
Z/&

/R‘obert,/ /“Gould




Hechlet dsks ForBed forpPobe

Secretary of State Ken Hechler
bas asked wha County Prose-

cutor Bill Forbes to Investigate
. the UMWA's payment of $20,278
+ for media ads on behalf of Darrell
! McGraw.

+  The ads touted the quaiifica-

. tions of McGraw, the Democratic

. candidate for attorney gemeral.
Tm were pald for by the
UMWA's tical action commit-
tee, COMPAC, and were

- by Target Mailing of Char L

At Issue is whether the expendi-
ture was independent, in which
case it would not be Limited by the
$1,000 legal ceiling on contribu-
tions.

McGraw and Mike Burdiss, in-
ternational COMPAC representa-
tive, have sald the expenditure
wasn’t made with McGraw's coop-
eration, consultation or consent —

the criteria used to determine (f
an expense is independent.
“Federal guidelines ... stipu-
late that an expenditure Is not In-
dependent if there is some reim-
bursement by the candidate or his
or her committee for such items
as travel expenses,” Hechler sald
In a statement released today.
"Durhr the primary campalgn
last April, Edward ReBrook, Mc-
Graw’s opponent, filed a com-
plaint that Burdiss was traveling
with McGraw and therefore,
McGraw's committee should
reimburse Burdiss.
“The secretary of state insisted
that this reimbursement take
lace and when it did, and was re-
?locwd on the McGraw campaign
report, this ... handicapped
McGraw in his contention that the
COMPAC expenditure was inde-
pendent,” Hechler said.
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RoBERT JAMES GouLD
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOE AT Law
Roure 2 Box 7e
GREENVILLE, WEST VIRGINIA 24045

(004) BO2-644

October 30, 1992

Hon. Ken Hechler

Secretary of State

State of West Virginia
Building 1, Suite 157 K

1900 Kanawha Boulevard, East
Charleston, WV 25305-0770

9 :h Hd 2- AON 26

Dear Secretary Hechler:

I am in receipt of your report on the UMWA COMPAC "independent
expenditure” investigation which you kindly faxed to me on
Wednesday, October 28, 1992.

I sincerely appreciate your review of this matter. Your report
indicates a healthy degree of skepticism regarding the COMPAC -

McGraw relationship.

I am forwarding a copy of your report to the Federal Election
Commission, which is currently investigating this matter as

M.U.R. 3561. 1In the event you have any additional information
which is relevant to their investigation, I would appreciate
your forwarding it to the Commission at following address:

Philip Wise, Esq.
Senior Attorney

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Washington, D.C. 20463

In your correspondence, please refer to M.U.R. 3561, the case
number assigned to this matter.

Again, sincere thanks for your investigation into this matter.

Sincepely, :
f:.,;,,r-iﬁ’?

cc: Philip Wise, Esq.vY
Wiliam Forbes, Esq.
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St relary oF Wate

WILLIAM H. HARRING TON

KEN HECHLER
Chuet of Star

JUDY COOPER
Ourecion ASrunalralive Low

MARY P RATLIFF
Deputy Sec-eias g o' State

A RENEE COE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA DONALD R WILKES
Deputy Sec rar; of Rate SECRETARY OF STATE Overtor Corporat.ons
CAYHERMNE FRERDTTE Building 1, Suite 157-K (Plys all e wuluiteer
Crecutor Ry giant 1900 Kanawha Blvd., Easl help we car gey;

Telephone (304) 558 5000 Charleston, WV 253050770

Corporatiors (304) 558 8000

FACSIMILE COVER SHEET

DATE 10/ 28/ 3z NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER ____ 3
TO: = Robert Goulgd e

COMPANY : ) e Greenville e

FAX NUMBER: 832-6300 Seeis

FROM: Ken Hechlex

If you do not receive all of the above pages, or if they are not
legible, please contact me at (304) 558-6000. Our fax number {s

(304)558-0900.

COMMENTS :
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Complaints hiave been filed with the Sccretary of State by Republican nominees

for Attorney General Robert Gould and others concerning $20,275 in media advertiscments
on behalf of Democratic nominea for Attorney General Darrell McGraw. The advertise-
ments were paild for by the UMWA political action committee, COMPAC and were produced

by Target Malling of Charleston.

This {issue has consumed an unreasonable amount of time attempting to establish
whether the COMPAC expenditure is independent, in which case it would not be limited by
the $1,000 lega) ceiling on contributicns. Both Mr. McGraw and Michael Burdiss, the
International Represcntative of UMWA's COMPAC, insist that the expenditure was not made
with xhe cooperation, consultation or consent-- the test of whether an expenditure 1is

truly independent.

)
L

Federal guidelines for determining whether or not an expenditure is inde-
pendent stipulate that an expenditure 1s not independent if there is scme reimbursement
by the candidate or his or her committec for such items as travel expenses. During the

primary campaign last April, Edward Rebrook, McGraw's opponent, filed a complaint that

-
-~
=)
(o

Burdi¢ss was traveling with McGraw and therefore McGraw's committee shiould reimburse

Burdiss. The Secretary of State insiated that this reimbursement take place, and when

30 4

it did, and was reflected on the McGraw campaign reporﬁ %ﬁ effect 4 handicapped McGraw
J

in his contention that the COMPAC expenditure was independent.

7

The Secretary cof State's office has dicussed these issues with Kanawha
County Prosecutor Bil! Forles. Forbes has indicated that he will make no decision prior
te the November 3 election. I feel it is my responsibiliry as Secrctary of State to se
forth what has transpirec in this case since it has been under invastﬁgation for an =x
tended period. It is my personal feeling that it defles logic to cenclude that My. Buyid!
and Mr. McGraw, traveling extensively throughout the statefidxmngirErsnaexEicecrnt kxaka:
talked only about the weather, the World Serfes and tlic condition of the rice crop in Chi
However, case law In West Virginia and the election code ave of 1ittle

help in resolving this thorny issue. 1 certainly have strong, positive suspicions abou!




whether to proceed against the WA COMPAC for exceeding the $]1,000 limit. But the
Secretary of State has no prosecutorisl power. 1 am therefore asking Prosecntor
Forbes to examine this issuve and to take whatever action he deems appropriate under

the circumstances.

4
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Officials told

political faxes
mapproprlate

By Fanny Seller

STAFF WRITER

The state’s chief elections offi-
cer said Tuesday either the gover-
nor or the Senate president and
House speaker should reimburse
the state for the expense of faxing
an analysis of the impact of Cleve
Benedict's proposed tax cut.

The impact on education from a
$350 million tax cut proposed by
the Republican was faxed to the
education community. Secretary
of State Ken Hechler said faxing
the information at taxpayers’ ex-
penses was a ‘blatant politicizing
of this material.”

Using state equipment and per-
sonnel to prepare essentially polit-
ical campaign materials is
‘unethical and borders on illegali-

" he added

Senate Presideat Keith Bur-

tte. D-Wood, vehemently disa-

2 with Hechler's conclusions,

he said he would respect his
ecommendation. He and House
caker Chuck Chambers,

-Ca would reimburse the

ste-the president said. —— — —

Meanwhile, in a separate inves-

tion, Hechler was unable tc
mine whether te proceed
the United Mine Workers
litica! Action Com-

i $1.00C

A matter of fax

Burdette Chambers

Secrelary of State Ken
Hechier said Gov Gaslon
Caperton or Senate President
Keith Burdette ana House
Speaker Chuck Chamber:
shcuid remmburse the stale 1o
sending faxes abou! Republ
can Cleve Benedict's lax cu!
to the education community

s

the same time state coordinator
Mike Burdiss was traveling wit:
McGraw on campaign trips

“It is my personal feeling ti
it defies logic to conclude that M
Burdiss and Mr. McGraw, trovel
ing extensively throughout th:
state, talked only about the weatn.
er, the World Series and the «
tion of the rice crop u
However, case law in West
ginia and the election code ar
little help in resolving this thor
issue,” Hechler said
= report Hechler made on the
faxed material upset Burdett
much that he called Hechler

See l« A)




dent political move” to redirect §
the focus of the message to the
messenger., |
Chambers was equally upset
and disagreed with the conclu- §
sloos, Burdette said. i
“We disagree with Mr. Hech- {
ler's ruling” ‘said George Mana-
ban, spokesman for Gov. Gaston I
Caperton's re-election campaign.
But Manahan sald if it would |
make Hechler happy, the cam-
paign would reimburse the state.

6

' ‘I"'.'.'".: Y X s - mm
. ey ::-:_ ,__“.;-SWH-” iﬁ-..
Additional information Was re-* slon. : s Republican state Chairman
quested of Mnockh,ndmhu‘an--_ﬂ- Burdette said Banedict was to D.vhrucxmgy asked Hechler to
of .it was fonnrded;to Burdette - be commended- for his-“very- pre- investigate.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTION D C 2046)

November 2, 1992

quire
Beins, Ax , Osborne & Mooney, P.C.
2033 K
Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20006-1002

RE: MUR 3561

United Mine Worker of America
Coal Miners PAC and John
Bonavic, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Green:

Oon July 27, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Robert Gould
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, by United Mine Worker of
America Coal Miners PAC and John Bonavic, as treasurer.

On August 18, 1992, the response you submitted on behalf of your
clients was received at the Commission.

On October 26, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations
in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional
information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-36990.

Sincerely,

S L L' -.3 o AL —
Philllp L. Wise
Attorney
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

November 9, 1992

Paul Green, Esquire

Beins, Axelrod, Osborne & Mooney, P.C.
2033 R Street, N.W.

Suite 300

Wwashington, D.C. 20006-1002

RE: MUR 3561

United Mine Worker of America
Coal Miners PAC and John
Bonavic, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Green:

On July 27, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Robert Gould
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, by United Mine Worker of
America Coal Miners PAC and John Bonavic, as treasurer.

On August 18, 1992, the response you submitted on behalf of your
clients was received at the Commission.

On October 26, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations
in the complaint, which was mailed to you. On November 2, 1992,
the Commission received further information from the
complainant. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.

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

Sincerely,

JUE RV
Phillip L. Wise
Attorney

Enclosure
Supplemental Information




BEINS. A!LROD, OsBORNE & MOONEY. P.C.

HUGH J. BEINS 2033 K STREET. N.wW.. SUITE 300 TELEPHONE (202) 429.1900

JONATHAN G. AXELROD

W. OSBORNE. TELECOPIER (202) 838-3821
oy g b A WASHINGTON. D.C. 20006-1002 3s-282
PAUL A GREEN (MD. AND D C BARS)

ELIZADETH J. HEAD

HELENE D. LERNER P «
MARILYN L. BAKER (MD. AND D.C. BARS)

RICHARD W. GIBSON (VA. BAR ONLY)

EDWARD M. GLEASON ., Jr

November 16, 1992

Phillip L. Wise, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3561 -- COMPAC

Dear Mr. Wise:

Thank you for your November 2, 1992 letter in which you
informed me that Mr. Gould has furnished your office with an
October 26, 1992 supplemental letter and accompanying October 18,
1992 newspaper article which, he claims, supports his Complaint
before the FEC. Without waiving any objection to its relevance
in any other proceeding, or commenting on the relative merits of
Mr. Gould’s complaint in any other forum, this supplemental
information clearly has no probative value for purposes of the

instant proceeding.

Mr. Gould’s October 26, 1992 letter and the October 18, 1992
newspaper article discuss Mr. Gould’s campaign as a candidate for
state office, rather than "Federal Office."™ Consequently,
because it does not pertain to any candidacy to federal office,
Mr. Gould’s supplemental information does not support his
allegation that COMPAC violated the federal election rules.
Rccordingly, for the reascones set forth in this letter and in my
August 18, 1992 letter, there is no need for the FEC to pursue

Mr. Gould’s complaint further.

If you have any questions or further explanation, please do
not hesitate to contact me or Ed Gleason of my,gﬁfice.

Very/gggiy yégrs,
/ /
r '

]

P

L/ .

Pqni A. Green
/

'

NOISSTHKOY
NCiI19373 Y303
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WOOY Ad0)
KOS

ZE.HV”E ” 5&];{
NIVH




OGC IR 3Y

RomeErRT JAMES GouLD
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOR AT Law hi ‘3 H 21 i,‘ ',_-,j
RouTtE 2 Box 7e
GREENVILLE, WEST VIRCGINIA 24045

(304) e832-6414

March 25, 1993

Philip Wise, Esq.,Senicr Attorney
Office of General Counsel

Federal Election Commissicn

999 E Street, NW

Washington, DC 20463

Re:
> Workers of America
Political Action Committee
Dear Mr. Wise:

In connection with the above-referenced matter under review,
please be advised that I have turned up some additional
information during a review of files maintained at the office of

the West Virginia secretary of state.

The June 6, 1992 unsigned letters to Donald Barnette and
Mike Burdiss, which purport to have accompanied the checks, were
filed with the secretary of state after a request for itemization
dated June 23, 1993. (Copies of all three letters enclosed.)

You may have already received these items in connection with
your investigation, however I believe the language of the letter
to Mike Burdiss, sent to him at the UMWA office, removes any
doubt about whether there was cooperation between COMPAC and
Darrell McGraw during the campaign.

The letter states it is "the judge’s policy to reimburse the
expenses on a pro-rata basis to those people who helped him in
the campaign. (Emphasis added.)

If Mr. Burdiss was reimbursed because of his help on the
campaign, then it is clear that there is a relationship which is
contrary to the "independent" type necessary to sustain the
protections afforded "independent expenditures."

In addition, I question how telephone expenses could
possibly be reimbursed on a "pro-rata" basis. Either a call was
made for the campaign’s benefit or for COMPAC’s benefit. If for
a shared benefit there would clearly be co-ordination.

Si Tely, .

Ve (/
/é:t/ﬁ//c}od{d\




STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA

SECRETARY OF STATE
Building 1, Suite 157-K
1900 Kanawha Blvd . East
Charleston, WV 25305-0770

March 25, 1993
INVOICE

Robert Gould
Rt. 2 Box 78
Greenville, WV 24945

PLEASE SEND §$ 3.25 FOR THE COST OF TR¥

FOLLOWING: Copies

SEND A CHECK PAYABLE TO:

SECRETARY OF STATE

STATE CAPITOL

BLDG. 1, SUITE 157-K

1900 KANAWHA BLVD. EAST
CHARLESTON WV 25305-0770
ATTN: MIKE HENSLEY

THANK YOU




STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA

SECRETARY OF STATE
Building 1. Suite 157-K
1900 Kanawha Bivd East
Charleston. WV 25305-0770

June 23, 1992

Roger Griffith, Treasurer
McGraw for Attorney General
803 Donnally Rd.
Charleston, WV 25364-4125

Dear Roger:

Thank you for filing your financial statement in a timely
manner. I am writing for clarification of several expenditures
made by the McGraw for Attorney General campaign that were listed
in the financial statements that were filed with our office.

In all three financial statements, you show a total of

$5335.10 in expenditures and $2979.00 in unpaid bills to Darrell
McGraw, for reasons such as "filing fee", "travel", “"supplies”,
"lodging”™, and "other expenses"”. In order to comply with the
financial reporting requirements set down in $§3-8-5 of the West
Virginia Code, these expenditures must be itemized, showing exactly
how much was spent and for what reason. Vague categorizations are
not acceptable under the law.

You also list expenditures in your reports to Preston Ryan,
David Meade, Donald Barnette, Richard Stonestreet, John McOwen,
Noble Adkins, and Mike Burdiss totaling $1193.53. These
expenditures were for "expenses"”, "travel”, "food", and "lodging".
A $62.50 expenditure to Michael Farber is also mentioned. As in
the expenditures to the candidate, the reasons for these
expenditures must be explained in greater detail in order to comply
with the law. These individuals must also fill out an expense form
(enclosed), which must be returned to be included with the
financial statement. 1

Finally, you show an expenditure of $1000.00 to Michael Lipton
for a "fee", and an unpaid bill of $602.98 to Elizabeth Huffman for
"wages". If either of these individuals are working for the
campaign as campaign staff or a part-time worker, you need to fill
out forms showing what their duties were and how much they were
paid. These forms have also been included for your use.




Roger Griffith
Page 2 =
June 22, 1992

Please fill out the necessary forms and return them to me by
June 30, 1992. I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerolj/

/b{ % lEAhﬁ
Mike Hensley
Special Assistant




June &, 1992

Mr. Mike Burdiss

C/0 United Mine Workers of America
4500 MacCorkle Avenue, SE
Charleston, WV 25304

Dear Mike:

Please find enclosed Judge McGraw's check for $438.80 in
reimbursement for mileage, lodging, food and telephone for the
trips he made with you during the primary campaign.

Although you were making the trip for your own objectives,

it is consistent with the Judge's policy to
expenses oOn

the campaign.

reimburse the
a pro-rata basis to those people who helped him in

Thanks for your support.

Sincerely,

Roger A. Griffith

fh Hd G- ddVEB

2

KROISShiain




June 6, 1992

Mr. Donald Barnette

C/0 United Mine Workers of America
4500 MacCorkle Avenue, SE
Charleston, WW 25304

Dear Don:

Please find enclosed Judge McGraw's check for $77.50 in
reimbursement for mileage for the trip he made with you during
the primary campaign.

Although you were making the trip for your own objectives,
it is consistent with the Judge's policy to reimburse the
expenses on a pro-rata basis to those people who helped him in

the campaign.

Thanks for your support.

Sincerely,

Roger A. Griffith
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RoBerT JaMES GOULD 93 HAY
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOR AT Law
Route 2 Box 78
GREENVILLE, WEST VIRGINIA 24945

(304) B32-6414
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May 13, 1993

Philip Wise, Esq.

Senior Attorney

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

Re: M.U.R. 3561
United Mine Workers of America
COMPAC

Dear Mr. Wise:

In connection with the above-captioned matter, enclosed
please find a copy of an article which appeared in the
Charleston Daily Mail on Tuesday, May 11, 1993. The article
states:

"Attorney General Darrell V. McGraw’s ties to the

union are long-standing and he even was driven aroumnd
by the UMW’'s chief lobbyist during last year’s campaign,
not to mention a UMW-paid television advertisement
during the primary.”

This provides additional support for my complaint that the
applicable "independent expenditure" regulations were violated
by COMPAC during the 1992 campaign.

My complaint in this matter was received by the Commission
on July 21, 1992. Since then, I sent additional information on
August 20, 1992, October 26, 1992, October 30, 1992 and March
25, 1993; however I have never received any acknowledgment that
this matter remains under review and/or that these additional
materials were received.

Kindly confirm your receipt of the above-listed items, and
advise me as to whether the matter remains under review.

Slnce;ely,

ZEER
obert ould
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PHILIP NUSSEL
DALY MAIL BUSINESS EDITOR

Expect
unexpected
from UMW

few months ago, I had a long,

frank discussion with a Pittston

executive who weathered the
United Mine Workers' last do-or-die
strike. He basically said the only mis-
take his company made during the
1989 labor war was underestimating
the political power of the UMW.

When looking at the dropping per-
centage of union workers and produc-
tion in the coal industry, it's easy to
conclude the UMW's power has dimin-
ished along with its membership. But
in the current political scene, the num-
bers are meaningless.

While the UMW has only about 64,-
000 active members, the union carries
a lot of weight in U.S. labor circles and
the Democratic Party, the White Howse
and the Governor's Mansioa.

Locally, the union’s power is evea
stronger. Attorney General Darrell V.
McGraw's Ues to the union are long-
standing and he even was driven ar-
ound by the UMW's chief lobbyist dur-
ing last year's campaign, not to men-
tion getting a UMW-paid television ad-
vertisement during the primary.

McGraw's nephew, Randy, is legal
counsel for UMW District 20 and hap-
pens to be a freshman state delegate.
His claim to fame this year was spea-
soring a pro-union resolution
the Peabody strike that almost passed.
Several other state lawmakers are
UMW members as well.

Overall, expect the UMW and other
unions to take some emotional and un-
predicted actions to get the bureau-
crats and lawmakers in Washi :
D.C., to change the status quo on labor
fronts. There were a lot of angry union
leaders at a recent rally in Pittsburgh.
There was talk of some pretty unusual
measures

Hint Look for the National Labor
Relations Board to hear a real loud
message sometime soon.

All this political clout, of course, can
sometimes have liabilities. The UMW
now has a sympathetic ear in the Clin-
ton White House. which means it can
no longer blame the president when
things don't go as planned. The unions
must also face the fact that Clinton
may ask them to make sacrifices along
with the rest of the population.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

AASHINCTON DC J0%)

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION IS ADDED TO

THE PUBLIC RECORD IN CLOSED miﬁél .

121093



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.

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

WASHINGTON, DT 2040

DEC 1 0 1992

Robert James Gould
Attorney and Counsellor at Law

Route 2 Box 78
Greenville, West Virginia 24945

RE: MUR 3561

Dear Mr. Gould:

On July 21, 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 United Mine Workers of America and
Coal Miners PAC and John Bonavic, as treasurer. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become part of the public record within
30 days.

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

Sincerely,

(LJLY‘LJ{-RJL
Phillip L. Wise
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative 7.
DEC 0 S 1953

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3561
UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA COAL MINERS

This matter was initiated by a complaint filed with
the Commission by Robert James Gould. In his complaint Gould
asserts that COMPAC, the UMW's PAC, made expenditures for
food, lodging and travel on behalf of McGraw, a candidate for
state office. The complaint also asserts that COMPAC spent
approximately $20,275 for television time on behalf cof
McGraw. He argues that the guestion whether COMPAC's
expenditures are independent is governed by federal law
because COMPAC is a registered PAC, even though the campaign
in question is for state office. Gould claims that the
relationship between COMPAC and the McGraw committee put
COMPAC in a position to have constructive knowledge of the
plans, projects, and needs of the candidate, thereby
preventing any expenditures by COMPAC on behalf of McGraw
from being independent. COMPAC responded that this matter is
not within the Commission’s jurisdiction.

The events that are the subject of this case had
little or no impact on the process. Further, there is no
significant issue relative to the other issues pending before

the Commission.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

BEC 1 0 ned

Paul Green, Esquire

Beins, Axelrod, Osborne & Moconey, P.C.
2033 K Street, N.W.

Suite 300

washington, D.C. 20006-1002

MUR 3561

United Mine Workers of America
Coal Miners PAC and John
Bonavic, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Green:

On July 27, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the complaint was
enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against United Mine Workers of America and
Coal Miners PAC and John Bonavic, 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. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Phillip L. Wise
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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NUR 3561
UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA COAL MINERS

This matter was initiated by a complaint filed with
the Commission by Robert James Gould. 1In his complaint Gould
asserts that COMPAC, the UMW’s PAC, made expenditures for
food, lodging and travel on behalf of McGraw, a candidate for
state office. The complaint also asserts that COMPAC spent
approximately $20,275 for television time on behalf of
McGraw. He argues that the guestion whether COMPAC's
expenditures are independent is governed by federal law
because COMPAC is a registered PAC, even though the campaign
in question is for state office. Gould claims that the
relationship between COMPAC and the McGraw committee put
COMPAC in a position to have constructive knowledge of the
plans, projects, and needs of the candidate, thereby
preventing any expenditures by COMPAC on behalf of McGraw
from being independent. COMPAC responded that this matter is
not within the Commission’s jurisdiction.

The events that are the subject of this case had
little or no impact on the process. Further, there is no
significant issue relative to the other issues pending before
the Commission.




