FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 20401

THIS IS THE BEGINNING OF MR # _3709
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William D. White
-VS-

Lgnn Yeakel,
WPXI Television Channel 11,

respondents, ‘—Y\ u R 3 '7Dq L
COMPLAINT - '

The above named respondents produced and distributed a progsanﬁ%
on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an in—kindénd :
a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn Yeakel. o :

2 U,8.C, 431(8) - 8100.7(a)(l) defines a contribution as

®...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of

petitioner,

influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.8.C., 431(8) - §100.7(a)(E)(ii1)(A) defines anything o
value as including "all in-kind contributions" and that "the
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provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution." Examples cited in this regulation of
goods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time segment normally reserved for a saturday news
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or
identical format presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous requests.

WPXI provided advertising time during the vell publicized
program to various commercial advertisers. As such, these
advertisers have contributed to the election campalign of Ms.
Yeakel by paying a portion of the production and distribution
costs of the program in exchange for advertising time.

Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,
it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of
a clearly identified candidate.

As a news event, there was no attempt made to provide the

"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the

Page(1l)




ot ng area® required un
sxenpt @hu ovent from contribution :cpoztlng :oqnlzenénts.
Addltionally, WPXI gave substantlial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S. Senate campalgn while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.
As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific

candidates under these circumstances.

A copy of this complaint has been served, via Flrst Class
United States Mail, postage pre-paid, on November 16, 1992 to the

following;

Mr. John Howell, General Manager
WPXI Television Channel 11

11 Television Hill

Pittsburgh, Pa. 152

Lrnn Yeakel for U.S. Senate

P
4
1
p

ttsburgh Area Of fice
01 Wood Street
ith floor
ittsburgh, Pa. 15222
I, William D. White, swear that the foregoing is correct

true to the best of my knowledge.

petitioner
ast Hanxxla Avenue
burgh, Pa. 15220
L7-3a§4

Subscribed and svorn to before me

on this /7 day of /707}4’)%441./

{M/nv/-\_/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

November 24, 1992

William D. White
16 East Manilla Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

MUR 3709
Dear Mr. White:

This letter acknowledges receipt on November 19, 1992, of
your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by Lynn
Hardy Yeakel, Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate and Sidney Rosenblatt,
as treasurer, and WPXI (Channel 11). 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 3709. 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,

AL

sa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

November 24, 1992

Sidney Rosenblatt, Treasurer
Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate
304 C Lombard Street
Philadelphia, PA 19147

Dear Mr. Rosenblatt:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate ("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 3709.
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 cath. 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.
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Sidney Rosenblatt, Treasurer
Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

e

é;ii E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

November 24, 1992

Lynn Hardy Yeakel
257 S. Ithan Avenue
Rosemont, PA 19010

MUR 3709

Dear Ms. Yeakel:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3709.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
o 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
O the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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Lynn Hardy Yeakel
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463
November 24, 1992

WPXI (Channel 11)
11 Television Hill
Pittsburgh, PA 15214

MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that WPXI (Channel 11) may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy
of the complaint is enclosed. W2 have numbered this matter
MUR 3709. 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 WPXI (Channel 11)
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.




WPXI (Channel 11)
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein

Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Lynn Yeakel, 3
Lavrence Convention Center, )

WPXI Television Channel 11, rY1 P
respondents, Llueﬁff7cf

COMPLAINT

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distributed
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.

2 U.,8.C, 431(8) - §100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A) defines anything o!"!tJ
value as including "all in-kind contributions"™ and that "the ;E
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charfe
which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods SE
services is a contribution.”™ Examples cited in this regulation of
goods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
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hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time segment normally reserved for a saturday newvs
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted

by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with

-
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Ms. Yeakel durinag the show and refused to provide a similar or
identical format presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous requests.

WPX1I provided advertising time during the well publicized
program to various commercial advertisers, including the Lawvrence
Convention Center. This advertiser has contributed to the
election campaign of Ms. Yeakel by paying a portion of the
production and distribution costs of the program in exchange for
advertising time.

Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,

it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

Page(l)
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" a clearly i
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dentified candidate.

As a news event, there was no attempt made to provide the
"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area" reguired under § 100.7(b)(2)(11) to
exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in newvs
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, the Lawrence Convention Center is prohibited from

making contributions to specific candidates under these

circumstances.
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. © FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

William D. White
_vs-

petitioner,

Lynn Yeakel
Monroe Nutfier/Brake,
WPXI Television Channel 11, ey
respondents, ~
(e |

)

COMPLAINT &
|
The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distribfited

& program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is aﬂg

in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn e
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+
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Yeakel.

2 U.,8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.8.C. 431(8) - §100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions" and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
vhich is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution."™ Examples cited in this regulation of
goods and services include "facilities, eguipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time segment normally reserved for a saturday news
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted

by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
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Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or
identical format presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous reqguests.

WPXI provided advertising time during the well publicized
program to various commercial advertisers, including Monroe
Muffler. This advertiser has contributed to the election campaign
of Ms. Yeakel by paving a portion of the production and
distribution costs of the program in exchange for advertising
time.

Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,

it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

Page(3)
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a clear '1331;5!.'0.“.&'1; £led candidate. !

As a nevs event, there was no attempt made to provide the
"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area" required under § 100.7(b)(2)(11) te
exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S. Senate campaign wvhile
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, Monroe Muffler is prohibited from making contributions
to specific candidates under these circumstances.
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Lynn Yeakel,

Welch's, Inc.

WPX1T Teievision Channel 11,
respondents,

COMPLAINT

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distributed
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.

2 U.8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office..."

2 U,8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions®™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services wvithout charge or at a charge
which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution." Examples cited in this regulation of
goods and services include "facilities, eguipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour~long telephone interview format program which was aired
durinag the time segment normally reserved for a saturday newvs
broadcast. This proaram featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allov me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or
identical format presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous requests.

WPXI provided advertising time during the well publicized
program to various commercial advertisers, including Welch's
Foods, Inc. This advertiser has contributed to the election
campaiqgn of Ms. Yeakel by paying a portion of the production and
distribution costs of the program in exchange for advertising
time.

Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a nevs event,

it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

Page(5)
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As a%htﬁ! .vunt, thett vas no attolpt undb to provide the
"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area"™ reguired under 8 100.7(b)(2)(ii) to
exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, Welch's, Inc. is prohibited from making contributions

to specific candidates under these clircumstances.
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William D. White

!ID!RAL ‘blﬂlmﬂﬁ GUHMISSI

petitioner.
_-s -

L{nn Yeakel,

WPXI Televiaion Channel 11,
respondenta.

COMPLAINT

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distribfted
a proagram on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is aég
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.

2 U.s.C, 431(8) - $100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.s.C, 431(8) - $100.7(a)(E)(iii1)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions™ and that "the
provision of any qoods or services without charge or at a charge
vhich is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution." Examples cited in this regulation of
goods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time segment normally reserved for a saturday nevs
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or
identical format presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous requests.

WPXI provided advertising time during the well publicized
proagram to various commercial advertisers, including Vick's. This
advertiser has contributed to the election campaign of Ms. Yeakel
by paying a portion of the production and distribution costs of
the program in exchange for advertising time.

Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,
it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

a clearly identified candidate.

Page(7)
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As a nevs event, there was no dtil;aupt made to provide the
"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area"™ required under 8 100.7(b)(2)(1i1) to
exempt the event from contribution reporting reguirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.8. Senate campalgn while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news

broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific

candidates.
As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, Vick's is prohibited from making contributions to

specific candidates under these circumstances.
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William D. White

-VE -

petitioner,

Lynn Yeakel,

MAACO

WPX1 *elevision Channel 11,
respondents,

COMPLAINT

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distributed Sz
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.

2U.8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2U.8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution." Examples cited in this regulation of
gqoods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI procduced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time segment normally reserved for a saturday news
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or
identical format presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous reguests.

WPXI provided advertising time during the well publicized
program to various commercial advertisers, including MAACO. This
advertiser has contributed to the election campaign of Ms. Yeakel
by paying a portion of the production and distribution costs of
the program in exchange for advertising time.

Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,

still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

clearly identified candidate.
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As a news event, ‘I:“hﬁ;te vas no.

"reasonably equal coverage to all oppocinq clndldates in the
circulation or listening area" reguired under § 100.7(b)(2)(i1) to
exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and freguently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in newvs
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not reqgistered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, MAACO is prohibited from making contributions to
specific candidates under these circumstances.
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" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSTON
William D. White

-V~

petitioner,

Lynn Yeakel,
Quality Furniture

WPXI Television Channel 1&:
respon ents,*J

COMPLAINT
The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distribg}ed-
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn

Yeakel .
2 U.8.C. 431(8) -~ $100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as

¥ ..anvthing of value made by any person for the purpose of

influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.,8.C., 431(8) - §100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
wvhich is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution." Examples cited in this requlation of
goods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interviev format program which was aired
during the time segment normally reserved for a saturday newvs
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a paid emplovee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allowv me to speak with

Yeake]l during the show and refused to provide a similar or

cal format presentation by the petitioner in spite of

tising time during the well publicized
commercial advertisers, including Quality
vertiser has contributed to the election
campaian of Ms. Yeakel by payving a portion of the production and
distribution costs of the program in exchange for advertising
Cime.
Although WPX1 characterizes this broadcast as a nevs event,

it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign
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A cleaﬂ.v ﬁdent! ﬂ candm:te.
As a news evont, there was no attalpt llﬂl to ptavide the
"reasonably equal coveraqe to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area" required under 8 100.7(b)(2)(1i) to

exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.
Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional

announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S. Senate campaign wvhile
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
vith the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making polltical contributions to specific
candidates.

As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, Quality Furniture is prohibited from making
contributions to specific candidates under these circumstances,
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illiam D. White petitioner,

- -

Lynn Yeakel,

Edgar Snyder & Associates

WPXI Television Channel 11,
respondents,

a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.

2.U.8.C, 431(8) - $100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U,8.C, 431(8) - S100.7(a)(E)(iii1)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
wvhich is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution."™ Examples cited in this regulation of
goods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time segment normally reserved for a saturday nevs
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or
ldentical format presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous requests.

WPX1 provided advertising time during the well publicized
program to various commercial advertisers, including Edgar Snyder
& Assocliates. This advertiser has contributed to the election
campaign of Ms. Yeakel by paying a portion of the production and
distribution costs of the program in exchange for advertising
time.

Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a nevs event,

still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of
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As i ﬁauu event, there was no attempt -ada to provide the
"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area"™ required under 8 100.7(b)(2)(il) to
exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPX1 is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a busipess organization not registered as a political
committee nor known to be providing legal services to the Yeakel
Campaiqn, Edgar Snyder & Associates is prohibited from making
contributions to specific candidates under these circumstances.
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William D. White

petitioner,

Lynn Yeakel,

Red Lobster,

WPX1 Television Channel 11,
respondents,

COMPLAINT

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and dlstriqg;ed
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel vhich is ag
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.
2 U.8,C, 431(8) - £100.7(a)(1) deflines a contributlion as
.anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.S.C. 431(8) - §$100.7(a)(E)(iil)(A) defines anything of
value as includinag "all in-kind contributions™ and that "the

provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge

"

which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution." Examples cited in this regulation of
qoods and services include "facilities, egquipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time seqment normally reserved for a saturday news
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the shov and refused to provide a similar or

ormat presentation by the petitioner In splte of

rtising time during the well publiclized
~ommercial advertisers, including Red Lobster.
has contributed to the election campaian of Ms.
Yeakel by pavinag a portion of the production and distribution
costs of the program in exchange for advertising time.
Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,
it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

a clearly identified candidate.

Page(l5)
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Aﬁaﬁncw *thua wne atmt t
"reaaombly equal coverage to all ‘opposing mmidatea in tho
circulation or listening area”™ required under 8 100.7(b)(2)(11) to

exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.8., Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to speclfic
candidates.

As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, Red Lobster is prohibited from making contributions to

specific candidates under these circumstances.
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Willi R
padl i petitioner,

Lynn Yeakel

Fountainheaé

WPX1 Television Channel 11,
respondents,

COMPLAINT

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distributed
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.

2 U.8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2U.8.C, 431(8) - 8100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution.™ Examples cited in this regulation of
qoods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-lona telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time seqment normally reserved for a saturday newvs
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a pald employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or
identical format presentation by the petitioner in spite of

reguests.

WPXI provided advertising time during the well publicized
proaram to various commercial advertisers, including Fountainhead.
This advertiser has contributed to the election campaign of Ms.
Yeakel by paying a portion of the production and distribution
costs of the program in exchange for advertising time.

Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,
t still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

learly identified candidate.
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As a nevs e

"reasonably oquil coverage to all opposing candidates in the
clirculation or listening area™ required under 8 100.7(b)(2)(11) to

exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.8. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contrlbutions to specific
candidates.

As a business orgqanization not registered as a political
committee, Fountainhead is prohibited from making contributions to

specific candidates under these circumstances.
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EDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIC
William D. White '

' 4

‘petitioner,

Lynn Yeakel,

Turnplke Toyota,

WPXI Television Channel 11,
respondents,

4 2-3302

COMPLAINT
The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distrib
a progqram on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel vhich is a

¢ N

in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.

2 U.8.C, 431(8) - $100.7(a)(1) defines a contributlion as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.,8,C, 431(8) - $100.7(a)(B)(ii1)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services ls a contribution.™ Examples cited in this regulation of
qoods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."”

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time seagment normally reserved for a saturday newvs

s program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
ald employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or

entical format presentation by the petitioner i spi

advertising time during the well publicized
s commercial advertisers, including Turnpike
advertiser has contributed to the election campaign

of Ms. Yeakel by paving a portion of the production and

distribution costs of the program in exchange for advertising

time.
Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,

it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

Page(19)
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As a news event, there was no attempt made to provide the
"reasonably eaqual coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area™ required under 8§ 100.7(b)(2)(ii) te
exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in

their news reporting of the U.S8. Senate campaign while

deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news

broadcasts about the U.5. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, Turnpike Toyota is prohibited from making contributions

to specific candidates under these circumstances.

Page (20)




William D. White

-G -

petitioner, !

Lynn Yeakel,

West Penn Power Conpanl,

WPXI Television Channel 11,
respondents, }

COMPLAINT 3 -

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distrinatedn

a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is dﬂ
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn

03AI3234

Wi b

NOISSI

Yeakel.

2 U.8.C, 431(8) - $100.7(a)(1l) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U,8.C. 431(8) - §$100.7(a)(E)(iii1)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
which is less than the usnal and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution.®™ Examples cited in this regulation of
goods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
durinag the me seament normally reserved for a saturday newvs
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a pald employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or
identical form: presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous regql

WPXI provided adv 3ing time during the well publicized
program to various commercial advertisers, including West Penn
Power Company. This advertiser has contributed to the election
campaign of Ms. Yeakel by paving a portion of the production and
distribution costs of the program in exchange for advertising
time.

Althouah WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,

it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

Paqe(21)
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a clearly'idantl'itd candidate.

As a news event, there wvas no attempt made to provide the
"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area" required under 8§ 100.7(b)(2)(i1) teo
exempt the event from contribution reporting reguirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and freguently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S5. Senate campaign while
delliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a business organization and public utility not registered as
a political committee, West Penn Power Company is prohibited from
making contributions to specific candidates under these

circumstances.
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William D. White

-E -

petitioner,

LYnn Yeakel

Cinema onlé

WPXI Television Channel 11,
respondents,

COMPLAINT

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distributed
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeake] .

2 U.8,C., 431(8) - 8100,7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
", ..anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.,8.C., 431(8) - §$100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
vhich is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution." Examples cited in this regulation of
qoods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time segment normally reserved for a saturday news
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allov me to speak with
Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or

format presentation by the petitioner in spite of

advertising time during the well publicized
commercial advertisers, including Cinema World.
tributed to the election campaign of Ms.
ion of the production and distribution
costs of the program in exchange for advertising time.
Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a newvs event,
it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

a clearly identified candidate.
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As a news event, there vas no attempt made to provide the
"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area"™ required under § 100.7(b)(2)(ii1) to

exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.
Bdditionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and freguently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reportinag of the U.S. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.
As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered

with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific

candidates.
As a business organization not reglistered as a political
committee, Cinema World is prohibited from making contributions to

specific candidates under these circumstances.
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Lynn Yeakel,

Medic Alert,

WPXI Television Channel 11,
respondents,

jJ MUl LAS 4
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COMPLAINT 3
The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distrih%ﬁed
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which iseﬁ;

NOIS S

in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.

2 U.8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.85.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(E)(ii1)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions"™ and that "the

provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge

J 8

which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or

)

services is a contribution.™ Examples cited in this regulation of

qoods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,

personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
telephone interview format program which was alred

time segment normally reserved for a saturday news

b
~
o
<

-

his program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted

5

paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allov me to speak with

)

Yeakel durina the shovw and refused to provide a similar or
dentical format presentation by the petitioner In spite of
numerous reguests.

WPXI provided advertising time during the well publicized
program to various commercial advertisers, including Medic Alert.
This advertiser has contributed to the election campaign of Ms.
Yeakel by payving a portion of the production and distribution
costs of the program in exchange for advertising time.

Although WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a newvs event,
still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

a Clearly identified candidate.
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@4'iniionih1y‘oqual'cov;tagc to all opposing cangldates in the {‘,
circulation or listening area" required under § 100.7(b)(2)(11) to

exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional

announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S5. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organlzation not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a non-profit business organization not registered as a
political committee, Medic Alert is prohibited from making
contributions to specific candidates under these circumstances.
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" William D. White
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petitioner,

Lynn Yeakel
General Hllis,
WPXI Television Channel 11,

respondents,

COMPLAINT

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distributed
a4 program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel .

2 U,8.C. 431(8) - 8$100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A) defines anything of
value as including "all in-kind contributions"™ and that "the
provision of any qoods or services without charge or at a charge
which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution."™ Examples cited in this regulation of
goods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaign, WPXI produced a live,
hour-long telephone interview format program which was aired
during the time seqment normally reserved for a saturday news
broadcast. This program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted

by a paid employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
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Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar or

presentation by the petitioner in spite of

time during the well publicized
1l advertisers, including General
contributed to the election campaign of

a porcion o

f the production and distribution
costs of the program in exchange for advertising time.

Althouah WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a newvws event,
it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of

a clearly identified candidate.
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As a news event, there was no attempt made to provide the
"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area"™ required under § 100.7(b)(2)(11) to
exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S8. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, General Mills is prohibited from making contributions

Lo specific candidates under these circumstances.
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petiticner,
Lrnn Yeakel,
Willi”

s
WPX1I Teievision Channel 11,
respondents,

COMPLAINT -

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distributed
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel.

2 U.,8.C, 431(8) - §100.7(a)(1l) defines a contribution as
"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2 U.8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A) defines anything of
value as including "ail in-kind contributions™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution." Examples cited in this requlation of
aoods and services include "facilities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, wmembership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campaiqn, WPXI produced a live,

interview format program which wvas aired

- 1

normally reserved for a saturday newvs
gqram featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted
ree 0of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow me to speak with
the show and refused to provide a similar or
presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous
WPXI g vided advertising time during the well publicized
program to various commercial advertisers, including Willi's.
is advertis has contributed to the election campaign of Ms.
by paving a portion of the production and distribution
sts of the program in exchange for advertising time.
Althouah WPXI characterizes this broadcast as a news event,
till represents a substantial contribution to the campaiqn of
2

rarly identified candidate,
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"reasonably equﬂ coverage to all opﬁoﬂ:nq clndidate; in the
circulation or listening area"™ required under § 100.7(b)(2)(1il) teo
exempt the event from contribution reporting reguirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S8. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.8. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not registered
vith the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific
candidates.

As a business organization not registered as a political
committee, Willi's is prohibited from making contributions to

specific candidates under these circumstances.
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The following u list of vhatever -ann :
avallable for the various respondents. wx* sh
provide complete address information for all

Cinema World

Fountainhead
800-638~-4380

General Mills

The Lawvwrence Convention Center
10th & Penn Avenues
15230

Turlock, Ca.
1-800-1D ALERT

Monroe Muffler/Brake

Quality Furniture Quality Furniture
Rt 286 REt. 19 North
Monroeville, Pa. Wexford, Pa.

Quality Furniture
Rt 19 South
Canonsburq, Pa.

Red Lobster

Edgar Snyder & Assocliates
P'ttsburqh Pa.
12-391-2101
00~-222-6540
npike Toyota
q

ry T,wnqhxp
? 160
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1, William D. White, swear that the forec
true to the best of my knovledage.

j/ﬁ%né).wae»

White, petitioner
16 East Manilla Avenue
Puttsburgh Pa. 15220
412-922-3834

Subscribed and sworn to before me

on this \5’0 ﬂday of MIMMQ&‘J » 1992
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

December 14, 1992

William D. White
16 East Manilla Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15220

MUR 3709
Dear Mr. White:

This letter acknowledges receipt on December 2, 1992, of the
amendment to the complaint you filed on November 19, 1992 against
Lynn Hardy Yeakel, Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate and
Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer, and WPXI (Channel 11). These
respondents as well as Monroe Muffler/Brake; Welch’'s, Inc.;

Vicks; MAACO; Quality Furniture Co.; Edgar Snyder & Associates;
Red Lobster Restaurants; Fountainhead; Turnpike Toyota; lest Penn.
Power Company; Cinema World, Inc.; Medic Alert; General Mills,
Inc.; and Willi's, will be sent copies of the amendment. You will
be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission takes final
action on your complaint.

Sincerely,

F &

. Zi v,
J TN Sy F s
“Craig Douglas ‘Reffne

Attorney
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20483

December 14,

Sidney Rosenblatt, Treasurer

Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate

304 C Lombart Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19147

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Mr. Rosenblatt:

On November 24, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from William D. White
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On December 2, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information,
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

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

Sincerely,

Craxg Douglas;’effneiifzzii__“‘_'

Attorney

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

December 14, 1992

Lynn Hardy Yeakel
257 s. Ithan Avenue
Rosemont, Pennsylvania 19010

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Ms. Yeakel:

On November 24, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from William D. White
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On December 2, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

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

Sincerely,

(4 ““1/4 Z !2%3221\
//\,~A7 %
effner

Eraig Douglas
Attorney

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

December 14, 1992

WPXI (Channel 11)
11 Television Hill
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15214

RE: MUR 3709
Dear Sir or Madam:

On November 24, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from William D. White
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On December 2, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

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

Sincerely,

AL 11 Z/é/%

Cralg Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

1992

December 14,

Lawrence Convention Center
1001 Pennsylvania Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15230

RE: MUR 3709

/

Dear Sir or Madam:

7

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Lawrence Convention Center may have violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
N A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter
MUR 3709. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

3

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against the Lawrence
Convention Center 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.

J 407 4

S

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

I1f you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

o,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




. N
N
o9
N
=T
~
o
b

)

3

4

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

December 14, 1992

Monroe Muffler/Brake
P. 0. Box 22720
Rochester, New York 14692

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Monroe Muffler/Brake 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 3709.
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 Monroe
Muffler/Brake 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 cath. 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.
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Monroe Muffler/Brake
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’'s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

” *’-7
//, / f

_//‘ # _/\-——"—_—_'——-'—

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

l. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

December 14, 1992

Welch’s

Welch Foods, Inc.

100 Main Street

Concord, Massachusetts 01742

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Welch’'s 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 3709.
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 Welch'’s in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

Your response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel’s
Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. 1If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C. 20463

December 14, 1992

Vicks

Richardson-Vicks, Inc.

a Procter & Gamble Company

c/o0 C. T. Corporation Systems
1635 Market Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Vicks may have vioclated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3709.
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 Vicks in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

Your response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel’s
Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action based on the available information.

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




Vicks
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

e/
///(}/7 /L

\./"'_"—-——._____
isa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C. 20463

December 14, 1992

381 Brooks Road
King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that MAACO 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 3709.
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 MAACO 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.
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MAACO
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

e 1

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC 20463

December 14, 1992

Quality FPurniture Co.
1700 Goldenmile Highway
Monroeville, Pennsylvania 15146

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Quality Furniture Co. 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 3709.
Please rofer 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 Quality Furniture
Co. 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.
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Quality Furniture Co.
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

isa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

pDecember 14, 1992

Edgar Snyder & Associates

707 Grand Street

Gulf Howell - 16th Floor
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Edgar Snyder & Associates 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 3709. 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 Edgar Snyder &
Associates in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission’s
analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under ocath. Your response, which should be addressed to
the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

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




Edgar Snyder & Associates
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

/ 7 A
p / &
bisa E#Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC 20463

December 14, 1992

Red Lobster Restaurants
P. 0. Box 593330
Orlando, Florida 32859-3330

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Red Lobster Restaurants 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 3709. 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 Red Lobster
Restaurants in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission’s
analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under ocath. Your response, which should be addressed to
the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

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




Red Lobster Restaurants
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

December 14, 1992

Fountainhead
8339 Telegraph Road
Odenton, Maryland 21113

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Fountainhead may have viclated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3709.
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 Fountainhead 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.
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This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

777
2/

isa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

December 14, 1992

Turnpike Toyota
1312 Perry Highway
Mars, Pennsylvania 16046

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Turnpike Toyota 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 3709.
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 Turnpike Toyota 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
cath. 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.




Turnpike Toyota
Page 2

If you have any gquestions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

December 14, 1992

West Penn. Power Company
800 Cabin Hill Drive
Greensburg, Pennsylvania 15601

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the West Penn. Power Company 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 3709. 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 West Penn.
Power Company in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission’s
analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be
submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to
the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

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




West Penn. Power Company
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerel

sistant General Counsel
Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

December 14, 1992

Cinema World, Inc.

107 Sixth Street

10th Floor

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15222

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Cinema World, Inc. 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 3709.
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 Cinema World, Inc.
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.
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Cinema World, Inc.
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

7

g8 E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Sincerely,

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

December 14,

Medic Alert
2323 N. Colorado Street
Turlock, california 95181

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Malzm:

The Fedu:ral Eiection Commission received a complaint which
indicates thu* Medic Alert may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act ¢ 2971, as amended ("the Act”). A copy of the
complaint is = :closed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3709.
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 Medic Alert 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.
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
ssistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

December 14, 1992

General Mills, Inc.

c/0 C. T. Corporation System

1635 Market Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that General Mills, Inc. 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 3709. ‘
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 General Mills, Inc.
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.



General Mills, Inc.
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If you have any guestions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

7///@

a E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

December 14, 1992

Willi’'s Ski Shop
3738 Library Road
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15234

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Willi’'s 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 3709.
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 Willi’s 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 § 437g9(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.
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Willi’'s
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If you have any qguestions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

z"l y
E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Craig D. Reffner

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

RE: MURs 3709 and 3710
Dear Mr. Reffner:

By letters dated November 24, 1992, received by my office on November 30, 1992, Lisa
Klein, Assistant General Counsel of the Federal Election Commission, advised me that Mr. William D.
federal election law through its news coverage of Pennsylvania's recent Senate race between incumbent
Republican Senator Arlen Specter and Democratic challenger Lynn Yeakel. 1 understand that you have
been assigned both MUR 3709, complaining of WPXI and Ms. Yeakel, and MUR 3710, complaining of
WPXI and Senator Specter.

In MUR 3709, Mr. White, a self-proclaimed candidate for the United States Senate,
complains that WPXI’s broadcast of a one-hour viewer call-in television program featuring Ms. Yeakel,
during a regularly scheduled news program, counstituted an in-kind campaign contribution under the
Federal Election Campaign Financing Act. In MUR 3710, Mr. White makes the same allegations with
respect to a similar program featuring Senator Specter.

Mr. White is a regular critic of WPXI's campaign coverage. Earlier this year, Mr. White
filed 2 lawsuit in federal court in Pittsburgh, complaining of WPXI's broadcast of a debate between
Senator Harris Wofford and Atiorney General Richard Thornburgh, Pennsylvania's major party
candidates for the United States Senate in 1990. That suit was dismissed for failure to state a claim on

September 15, 1992.

Mr. White’s most recent complaints seem as meritless as his previous ones. The call-in
programs of which he complains, broadcast on consecutive Saturday mornings in a regular news slot,
allowed the voters of Pennsylvania to put questions directly to the major party candidates for the United
States Senate.

Mr. White's claim that these programs constituted in-kind contributions to the campaigns
of Ms. Yeakel and Senator Specter seems to miss the mark. As | understand the law, the programs fall
within the news exemption set out in 11 C.F.R. §100.7(6)2). (WPXI, Inc. is 2 wholly owned subsidiary
of Cox Communications, Inc., a subsidiary of Cox Enterprises, Inc.) Therefore, the programs are within
the news exemption.
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Craig D. Reffner
December 14, 1992
Page 2

In light of the applicability of the news exemption, WPXI hopes the Commission will see
fit to dismiss Mr. White's most recent complaints summarily. In any event, the station stands ready to
assist the Commission in any investigation it chooses to undertake.

Attached is a Statement of Designation of Counsel identifying Jonathan D. Hart of Dow,
Lohnes & Albertson, Washington, D).C., as counsel for WPXI for each matter. Please contact Mr. Hart

at 202-857-2819 with any further questions you may have on this matter.

Sincerely,
. v K

A. Howell, I
Vice President/General Manager

I appreciate your assistance.
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MANZ OF COUNSEL:_Jonathan D. Hart

ADDRESS: h'm & Albertson
1255 23rd St., N.W., Suite 500
Washington, DC 20037

srczawone:( 292 ) 8572009

™ the abeve-namsd individual is hersby designated as my ~~
N

counsel and is aucthorized to receive ary notifications and other
& t
78 communications froam the Commiszsien and to act on my behalf
4 before the Commissicn.
> 2l i
- at AU i
1

-~

AISPONDENT'S NANE:_WPXI Television

ADDRESS: 1l Television Hill
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December 18, 1992

Mr. Craig Douglas Reffner, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Mr. Craig:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of even date, I am counsel for
International Paper Company, the parent company of Nevamar Corporation, which
markets the product known as "Fountainhead®'. On December 17, 1992, Nevamar
Corporation received the December 14, 1992 letter addressed to "Fountainhead". This
letter, along with its attachments, were received by me on December 18, 1992.

I would request a 15 day extension of the time to file a response to the
December 14, 1992 letter, until January 14, 1993. This additional time is requested
due to upcoming holidays and the unavailability of many Nevamar personnel, whom
I need to contact to discuss this matter. I would appreciate your confirming in writing
your agreement to this extension.

Best wishes for the holidays.

Very truly yours,

/14 ,/,:;f .

Williams G. Lewis
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

December 21, 1992

William G. Lewis, Counsel

International Paper and Nevamar Corporation
Two Manhattanville Road

Purchase, New York 10577-2196

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Mr. Lewis:

This is in response to your letter dated December 18, 1992,
which we received on December 18, 1992, regquesting an extension
until January 14, 1993, to respond to the complaint in this
matter. After considering the circumstances presented in your
letter, the Office of the General Counsel has granted the
requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the
close of business on January 14, 1993.

If you have any questions, please contact me at

(202) 219-3400.
L/”%\
r

Sincerely,

Craig Dougl Reff
Attorney
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Richardson-Vicks, Inc. a3 a Respondent in a complaint brought by William D. White. Richerdson-Vicks,
mmdvgwhﬂ Mquowm&m-ﬂwlhm-mu

 Because of the Christmas and New Year holiday period, we will be unsble to investigats and respond

within the 15 day deadline. Accordingly, this letter requests an extension to January 19 as the filing date
for our response. Please send a written confirmation that this extension of time is acceptable.

Very truly yours,

&#Urm\m% /.M
David G. Hemminger
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20463

December 29, 1992

David G. Hemminger, Esq.
Corporation Counsel

The Procter & Gamble Company
1 Procter & Gamble Plaza
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202-3315

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Mr. Hemminger:

This is in response to your letter dated December 22, 1992,
which we received on December 22, 1992, requesting an extension
on behalf of Richardson-Vicks, Inc., until January 19, 1993, to
respond to the complaint in the above-captioned 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 January 19, 1993,

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

Sincerely,
(o Lol Fopf

Craig Dougla‘ Reffoer
Attorney -
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC 20463

December 29, 1992

Ivy S. Bernhardson, Esq.

Vice President

Senior Associate Counsel

Assistant Secretary

General Mills, Inc.

Executive Offices

Number One General Mills Boulevard
P. O. Box 1113

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55440

RE: MUR 3709
General Mills, Inc.
Red Lobster Restaurants

Dear Ms. Bernhardson:

This is in response to your correspondence dated
December 21, 1992, which we received on December 21, 1992,
requesting an extension on behalf of General Mills, Inc., and
the Red Lobster Restaurants, a division of General Mills
Restaurants, Inc., until January 11, 1993, to respond to the
complaint in the above-captioned matter. After considering the
circumstances that we discussed in our telephone conversation on
December 21, 1992, the Office of the General Counsel has granted
the requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by
the close of business on January 11, 1993.

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

Sincerely,

L / Z : G //‘ //

" 4 - s’ y -
ol P e A o
Craig Douglas Reffner

Attorney




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

December 22, 1992

Paul Curry, Esq.

Welch’'s

Welch Foods, Inc.

2 South Portage
Westfield, New York 14787

Dear Mr. Curry:

Enclosed you will find a copy of the complaint in the
above-captioned matter. I apologize for the poor lity of the
copy of this complaint that you previously received and hope
that the enclosed copy is of a better quality.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact me at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

?

Craig Dougla‘laeftn.

Enclosure




ABRAHAM PRESSMAN & BAUER P C

December 23, 1992

Via Fax 202-219-3923/Reqular Mail

Craig Douglas Reffner, Esquire
General Counsel Office
Federal Election Commission
999 "E" Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20463

RE: NUR 3709
MAACO Enterprises, Inc.

Dear Mr. Reffner:

a3ndoa

27 2144 02 33026

OIS SIMIOY Ky

Pursuant to our telephone conversation yesterday, enclosed
please find the Statement of Designation of Counsel from MAACO

Enterprises, Inc. authorizing me to represent it in the above
referenced matter.

N
2
-
N
<r
~
o

As we discussed, I hereby request an extension of time to
respond to the complaint to and including January 15, 1992. It wvas
my understanding from our discussion yesterday that you would fax
me written confirmation of this extension.

Thank you for your courtesy and cooperation in this matter.
Very truly yours,
ABRAHAM, PRESSMAN & BAUER, P.C.

-‘“‘\-__‘
Joseph Schumacher

By:

JS:doc

enc/as

cc: Anthony A. Martino
Mark A. Martin
Kevin A. Kormondy




MUR
NAME OF COUNSEL: Joseph Schumacher, Esquire
Abraham, Pressman & Bauer, P.C.

1818 Market Street - 35th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 569-9990

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

1232 |as-

Date { §i gnature

Vice President of Llcensing
MAACO Enterprises, Inc.

MAACO ENTERPRISES, INC.
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381 Brooks Road

5

King of Prussia, PA 19406

/

HOME PHONE: (215) 265-6606

BUSINESS PHONE:
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC 20463

December 29, 1992

Joseph Schumacher, Esqg.

Abraham, Pressman & Bauer, P.C.
1818 Market Street

3Sth Floor

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Mr. Schumacher:

This is in response to your letter dated December 23, 1992,
which we received on December 23, 1992, requesting an extension
on behalf of MAACO Enterprises, Inc., until January 15, 1992, to
respond to the complaint in the above-captioned matter. After
considering the circumstances presented in your letter, the
Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested
extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on January 15, 1992.

I1f you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

-
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/ ’, -{/,/ #
‘// ——ry ‘,44“1 - :’ /4‘\—._—-
Craig Douglas”’Reffner
Attorney




Office' 716/427-2280 '«  Distribution Center. 716/427-2309

December 22, 1992

Federal Election Commission
General Counsel’'s Office
Washington, D.C. 204863

RE: MUR 3709

Z1Hd 8233026

Dear Sir or Madam:

22

In response to your inquiry regarding the above matter,
please be advised that ve are unable to confirm or deny that
a Monro Nuffler Brake commercial aired during the WPXI
program featuring Lynn Yeskel as no date or time of
broadcast was included in the complaint. Our wmedia buying
service, C.C. Communications, has confirmed, that one spot
vas ordered to run every other veek from July 11 through
October 3, 1992 in the WPXI Saturday worning "news block"
betwveen 8 am and 12 pm. Commonly referred to as "rotators"”
wvithin the advertising community, this type of purchase
arrangement gives the station, in this case WPXI, the

lattitude to run the spots snywhere within the specified
time period.

Furthermore, WPXI never represented to us or C.C.

Communications that our comwmercial would be run in anything

other than "newe programming®. We consequently deny the

allegations that wve illegally contributed to the campaign of
Lynn Yeakel.

el

Yours truly,

Robert W. ust
Vice Presi t, HMarketing

B e 67
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The above-named Andividual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is apfhorized to receive any notifications and other
from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commj&sion.

Signature

&o e Lo /lué UST—

pD box _zz720
Kocrnesres Ay 14692

HOME PHONE: e 38 1-Hzd

BUSINESS PHONE: 26 HZL)-ZTL SO
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COMMISSION
MAIN COPY ROOM

Dee 28 9 oM '%

December 23, 1992

Ms. Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 3709
Medic Alert Dear Ms. Klein: ’

77 :Z1Hd 8¢ Jad

Fou‘.‘,da} ooy We believe the Federal Election Commission should take no action
;‘;_”; against Medic Alert in this matter. Medic Alert made no contribution, in kind
TWX 0457 A B MAFITL or otherwise, to the campaign of Lynn Yeakel. Medic Alert did not sponsor,
. AR produce nor distribute a program on behalf of the candidate Lynn Yeakel.
e Ot 465 The complaint identifies Medic Alert inaccurately as a commercial

a. ... advertiser. It goes on to say that Medic Alert paid a portion of the production
e and distribution costs of the program in exchange for advertising time - also not
o sy

FOARD OF DIRECTORS

Ehiaua Medic Alert is a nonprofit 501(c) (3) charitable institution that does not
At ot s . 4.0 engage in paid advertising. Medic Alert produces various public service
TICE CHAIRMAN announcements (PSAs) and distributes them on video tape to TV stations
< throughout the country for airing at the stations’ discretion as a public service.
s Medic Alert has no influence in the stations’ scheduling of air time for these

) PSAs. If a Medic Alert PSA happened to air at about the same time as the

ghon s S Lynn Yeakel programming, we would consider that sheer coincidence; it does
- . not establish any affiliation between Medic Alert and the candidate.

I trust this information demonstrates that no action should be taken
against Medic Alert. Let me know if | can be of further assistance in the
resolution of this matter.




CoVvINGTON & BURLING
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December 30, 1992

O ‘—é
BY_TELEFAX N 52
-_-‘:_)‘ -
Craig D. Reffner, Esquire S am
Federal Election Commission o S
Room 657 I
999 E Street, N.W. 2 50
mm' D-C- 30“3 w ;%7 ._‘1
. “in
Re: MUR 3709 = 2

Dear Mr. Reffner:

I write on behalf of Welch's, one of the respondents
in the above-referenced matter. Attached is a copy of Welch's
Statement of Designation of Counsel.

- 409 45 4 43

Since I have just been retained in this matter, we
respectfully request an extension of time of 15 days until
January 19, 1993, for Welch's response.

3

Yours sincerely,

Bt

Brice M. Clagett

v

af

Attachment



R
NAME OF COUNSEL: __ Rrice M. Claygati. laguire
ADORESS : Covisgten aad Burling

1201 Peansylvanis Avenue NW
“F.5. Box TR |

Was y D.C

_202 662-5216

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

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

4 4

o December 29, 1992

= Date gnature
Faul F. Cuzzy

O Senior Attorney

<

RESPONDENT'S WAME: _"o.ch Foods, Inc.

2 South Portage Strwet
Westfiald, NY 1‘72

8§14 - 864~-5107

716 = 326~5265
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

December 30, 1992

Brice M. Clagett, Esqg.
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
P. 0. Box 7566

Washington D.C. 20044

RE: MUR 3709
Welch’s (Welch Foods, Inc.)

Dear Mr. Clagett:

This is in response to your letter dated December 30, 1992,
which we received on December 30, 1992, requesting an extension
of 15 days for Welch’s 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 requested extension. Accordingly, your response is
due by the close of business on January 19, 1993.

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

Sincerely,

i S i /L/}\

Craig D. Reffner
Attorney




PETER J. DAILEY .. ‘ o
Attorney Ft{)‘!":".(,f"‘vﬁo
DERAL EL ECT
MICHAEL D. McDOWELL West Pean Power Company o< 0y
Attorney Partof the Allegheny Power System MAIN GOPY ROOM
JOHN L. MUNSCH 800 Cabin Hill Drive

] ( . '
Attorney Greensburg, PA 15601-1689 JAN | ” 03 LH 93
(412) B37-3000  FAX (412) 838-8177
DAVID L. WILLIAMS

Attorney December 31, 1992

Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: William D. White v. WPXI Television
Channel 11 et al:

MUR-3709

To The Commission:

Enclosed please find the Answer of Respondent, West Penn Power
Company, to the above-captioned Complaint.

Very truly yours,

hn L. Munsch

JLM:rt

Enclosure




WILLIAM D. WHITE,
Petitioner

V. Docket No.: MUR 3709
LYNN YEAKEL,

WEST PENN POWER COMPANY,
WPXI TELEVISION CHANNEL 11,

Respondents.

ANSNER TO COMPLAINT

NOW COMES, West Penn Power Company (hereinafter West Penn Power),
by and through its attorneys, and answers the Complaint of William D. White
at the above-captioned docket as follows:

1. West Penn Power is a Pennsylvania corporation and public
utility with its principal place of business at 800 Cabin Hill Drive,
Greensburg, Pennsylvania 15601. West Penn Power provides electric utility

service in all or parts of 23 counties in western and central Pennsylvania.
2. The names and address of West Penn Power attorneys authorized
to receive service in this matter are: John L. Munsch and Peter J. Dailey,

800 Cabin Hi11 Drive, Greensburg, Pennsylvania 15601.

3. West Penn Power denies that it is in violation of the Election

Campaign Act of 1971, 2 U.S5.C. §431 et seq, or regulations promulgated

thereunder, or any other federal or state law or regulation in respect of

allegations of fact made in the above-captioned complaint.




4. West Penn Power purchased an annual contract Vrom television
station WPXI Channel 11 in early January of 1992 for the placement of
commercials during news broadcasts. Said contract was purchased through an
advertising agency. Said contract with WPXI called for the commercials to

be scheduled three times per week, at the same times each week, or within a
reasonable period thereof. West Penn Power had no way of knowing or of
influencing the actual substance of the news program during which the
commercials would be aired. The details of West Penn Power's purchase of
WPXI advertising time are described in the December 23, 1992, letter of
Willoughby Communications to West Penn Power, attached hereto as Exhibit
No. 1.

5. The Federal Election Campaign Act is not applicable in the
instant case insofar as West Penn Power is concerned because, among other
reasons, West Penn Power's payment for advertising as described in
Paragraph 4 does not constitute a direct or indirect political expenditure
or contribution, as defined in regulations promulgated by the Federal
Election Commission (11 CFR §100.7 and §100.8), since the payments were pnot

"made for the purpose of influencing any election for Federal office.”

6. West Penn Power reserves the right to raise additional
defenses or facts or affirmative claims to the Complaint of the Petitioner,
including an affirmative demand for attorney fees and other costs from

Petitioner.




WHEREFORE, West Penn Power respectfully requests that the Federal
Election Coomission dismiss the above-captioned Complaint of the

Petitioner.

Date:

December 31, 1992

Respectfully submitted,

P wraed.
sch

Penn Power Company
800 Cabin Hi11 Drive
Greensburg, PA 15601
(412) 838-6210




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
COUNTY OF WESTMORELAND

C. S. AULT, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says
that he is Vice President, Division Operations of West Penn Power Company;
that he is authorized to and does make this affidavit for it; and that the
facts set forth in the foregoing Answer are true and correct to the best of
his knowledge, information and belief and he expects West Penn Power
Company to be able to prove the same at any hearing hereof.

fLA_M-

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 31st day of December 1992.




1 hereby certify that this 31st day of December, 1992, I served a
copy of the Answer of West Penn Power Company as follows by U.S. Mail.

William D. White
16 East Manilla Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

Jonathan P. Hart, Esquire

Dow Lohnes & Albertson

1255 23rd Street, N.W., Suite 500
Washington, DC 20037

u%o‘ﬁ’%*‘-
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Docember 23, 1992

John 1. Vincze

West Penn Power Company
BOO Cabin Hill Drive
Greensburg, PA 15601

Dear Joha,

We purchased an annual contract for commercials during news
broadcasts on WPX! in’ carly Janvary 1992.

The contract calls for commercigls to be scheduled at the same
times each week during ncwscasts for the entire yoar. Thare is no
way we can know the content of & newscast befors it airs,
Specifically, we had no knowledge of the political mews features in
question or of the fact that our commercials would be aired during
such programming.

In summation, since the commercials which appeared in this
programming where purchased approximately 10 months before the
broadcasts in question, West Penn Power could have had no

knowledge or ia over the conteat of the news feature in
which their eppearcd.

Sincerely,

Roger Wil
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DOW, LOHNES & ALBER
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1258 TWENTY-THIRD STREET
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20037

TELEPHONE (202) BS7-2500 rececomen (2o02) es7-2000
CASLE “DOWLA*
TELEX azuSas

JONATHAN D. HART

DIRLCT DeAl NO.

e January 4, 1993

VIA HAND DELIVERY

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

BS:H Hd H-KVree

Re: MUR 3709
Response of Cinema World, Edgar Snyder &
L]

Dear Mr. Reffner:

As you know, on November 19, 1992, William D. White, a
self-proclaimed candidate for United States Senate, complained to
the Federal Election Commission that United States Senator Arlen
Spector (Republican of Pennsylvania), his Democratic challenger
in the recent election, Lynn Yeakel, and Pittsburgh television
station WPXI all had violated federal election laws.
Specifically, Mr. White alleged that it was unlawful for WPXI to
invite Sen. Spector and Ms. Yeakel to appear on the air live to
answer questions from Pennsylvania voters. According to Mr.
White, Sen. Spector and Ms. Yeakel violated federal law by
appearing on WPXI on successive Saturdays during a regularly
scheduled news program. Mr. White's complaint against Ms. Yeakel
and WPXI was designated MUR 3709; his complaint against Sen.
Spector and WPXI was designated MUR 3710.

Mr. White is apparently disappointed with WPXI's
editorial decision not to afford his candidacy the coverage it
afforded the candidacies of Sen. Spector and Ms. Yeakel. In
further protest of this editorial decision, he has now filed 15
additional complaints against businesses he believes purchased
advertising on WPXI during the call-in interview featuring Ms.
Yeakel. Each of these new complaints has been assigned MUR 3709.

In an effort to limit the burden on its advertisers of
Mr. White's campaign of harassment, WPXI has offered each of the
advertiser respondents the services of this office in responding
to Mr. White's complaint. Though we would have preferred to




Mr. Craig D. Reffner
January 4, 1993
Page 2

avoid burdening the Commission with duplicative filings by
submitting a single consolidated response on behalf of all
respondents, as of this date the services of this firm have been
.ngaq.d by only three of the respondents. Accordingly, we submit
this letter on behalf of respondents Cinema World, Edgar Snyder &
Associates, and Willi's Ski Shops, Inc. (Forms designating this
firm as counsel for each of these entities are attached hereto.)
We respectfully request that the Commission accept an additional
response, to be filed within two weeks, on behalf of any other
respondents that engage us to represent them following their
return to work after the holidays.

Like his previous complaints against WPXI, Mr. White's
most recent complaints appear to be entirely without merit. Mr.
White continues to misconstrue the definition of a campaign
contribution under the Federal Election Campaign Financing Act
("Act"). As explained in WPXI's December 14 letter, the program
of which Mr. White complains is exempt from the prohibitions of
the Act as a news story since WPXI is not "owned or controlled by
any political party, political committee, or candidate . . . ."
11 C.F.R. § 100.7(b)(2). (WPXI, Inc. is a wholly owned
subsidiary of Cox Communications, Inc., a subsidiary of Cox
Enterprises, Inc.)

Moreover, the Commission has issued an advisory opinion
flatly rejecting the position urged by Mr. White against these
respondents: sponsorship of a candidate interview program does
not constitute a campaign contribution under the Act. See AO
1987-8, 2 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) ¥ 5890 at 11362-
64 (May 4, 1987) (News exemption applied to a series of "thirteen
individual one-hour programs"™ featuring "interviews and
background material profiling™ the "twelve major [presidential])
candidates for the Republican and Democratic Party nominations."
Corporate sponsorship of series did not constitute campaign
contributions.)

In any event, these advertisers could not possibly have
violated federal election laws since they had no way of knowing
in advance the editorial content of the Saturday morning news
programs during which they purchased advertising time. None of
these advertisers knew that the spots they had purchased would
run during the portion of the newscast during which voters were
invited to put questions directly to Ms. Yeakel. Thus,
sponsorship of the newscasts could not have been made "for the
purpose of influencing any election," as required under 2 U.S.C.
§ 431(8)(A).




Accordingly, respondents Cinema World, Edgar Snyder &
Associates, and Willi's Ski Shops, Inc. join WPXI in urging the
Commission to dismiss Mr. White's complaints summarily. In any
event, the respondents are prepared to assist the Commission in
any investigation it chooses to undertake.

I appreciate your assistance.

Enclosures

ces John A. Howell, III
Cinema World, Inc.
Edgar Snyder & Associates
Willi's Ski Shops, Inc.
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STATENENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

w3709

morm. Jonathan D. Hart

ADDRESS: . Dow, Lohnes & Albertson

1255 29rd Street N.¥.. Suite 500
mx 20037

rhe above-named individual 7!:"“1 designated as my ~~

counsel and is authorized to receive any nowifications and other

cemmunicaticns froa the cmu,ta/::\ to/Act on my behalf

before the Coamissicn.

] 2)ay 42
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RES7ONDENT’ S wanes (LacmA J0RLD . ZAC -

ADDRESS: /000 [fureion Bl
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STATINENT OF DESICMATION OF COUNSEL
370
s or comemus o NATHAN D - Hapr

-

ADDRESS ) .

v A
[255 23951 N.W. Sume s00
K nsHeoN DC. D037

e 200) J52-2019

_ The asboveenamad individual is bareby designated as my
- counsal and is anthorized to recsive axy nosifications and othar
communicatiens fses the Commisgion and to act aa By behalf

betoce the Coamigsion.
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Jonathan D. Hart
Dow, Lohnes & Albertson
1255 23rd Street N.W., Suite 500

Washington, DC 20037
TRLEPHONE: (202) 857-2819

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and ls authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before
the Commission, L., I J4 Jﬁfp
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GENERAL MILLS, INC. - EXECUTIVE OFFICES
Number One General Mills Boulevard « Minneapolis, Minnesota 55426
VIA EXPRESS MAIL

C.L. WHITEHILL
Jﬂnu‘ry 6, 1993 Senior Vice Presigent

Genera! Counsel and Secretary
Tel. (612) 540-3882
Fax (612) 540-3778

Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR3709
Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is General Mills' response to your letter dated December 14, 1
concerning a complaint received by the Federal Election Commission and whi

you have numbered MUR3709. Further, by fax correspondence, an understanding
w:: reached that General Mills would have until January 11, 1993 to respond to
this matter.

The complaint received by the Commission appears to relate to both "General
Mills" and "Red Lobster.® "Red Lobster" is a division of General Mills
Restaurants, Inc., a wholly owned subsidiary of General Mills, Inc., and
therefore this response covers both "General Mills" and "Red Lobster."

Upon investigation, commercial(s) for products or services of General Mills and
Red Lobster appeared during the program in question produced by WPXI, which was
understood to have been a news program.

Neither General Mills nor Red Lobster sponsored this program, nor did General
Mills or Red Lobster make any type of contribution to the candidacy of Lynn
Yeakel. None of the monies paid by General Mills and Red Lobster for the
television time in question were, to our best knowledge and belief, paid by
either the National Broadcasting Company or WPXI, directly or indirectly, to
the campaign committee or any other organization supporting the candidacy of
Lynn Yeakel. The commercials of General Mills and Red Lobster appeared during
the time of this program because General Mills and Red Lobster, through their
advertising agencies, purchased air time coincident with the timing of this
particular program. This is the usual and customary practice of commercial
advertisers on television, and only with rare exception, which does not exist
in this particular circumstance, does General Mills or Red Lobster sponsor a
specific television ram. While General Mills and Red Lobster were aware
that their commercial(s) would be running during a WPXI news program, neither
General Mills nor Red Lobster were aware that the format of the program would
be a call-in type show featuring Lynn Yeakel. Therefore, neither General Mills
nor Red Lobster were aware of, instructed, or endorsed the placing of their
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commercials on the program in question. The only control or instruction given
by General Mills or Red Lobster as to placing of their commercial advertise-
ments on television is that such commercials shall not appear at the same time
that a program is being broadcast which would be offensive or in extremely bad
taste to a large segment of the viewing audience. Other than this particular
guideline, it is the decision of the national television companies or the local
television station as to what program might be broadcast during the time that
commercials of an advertiser such as General Mills or Red Lobster are shown.

Accordingly, for the above reasons, neither General Mills nor Red Lobster made
any contribution to the candidacy of Lynn Yeakel, nor did either General Mills
or Red Lobster endorse such candidacy.

If further information or detail is requested as to this matter, please contact
the undersigned.

Yours truly,

L GHALTDD
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DENNIS L. VERALDJ
(412) 566-5982 January 6, 1993

BY FEDERAL EXPRESS

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

Atn: Craig Douglas Reffner, Esquire

The David L. Lawrence Convention Center ("Convention Center") is a named
respondent in the Complaint filed by William D. White in the above-referenced matter. The
Complaint avers as a basis for action against the Convention Center, that as one of the sponsors
of a television program which featured Lynn Yeakel in an hour-long telephone format show on
WPXI-TV, the Convention Center made an in kind prohibited contribution to the campaign of
Lynn Yeakel. This assertion is clearly incorrect.

The Federal Election Campaign Code at 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(A)(i) defines the term
"Contribution” to include:

[Alny gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of money or
anything of value made by any person for the purpose of influenc-
ing any election for Federal office . . . . (Emphasis ours)

Similarly, § 431(9)(A)(i) of the Federal Election Campaign Code defines the term
"Expenditure” to include:

[A]lny purchase, payment, distribution, loan, advance, deposit, or
gift of money or anything of value, made by any person for the

purpose of influencing any election for Federal office . . . .
(Emphasis ours)

PITTSBURGH * HARRISBURG  ALLENTOWN + PHILADELPHIA  BOSTON
BUFFALO * FORT LAUDERDALE « WEST PALM BEACH * WASHINGTON, D.C.
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The Code of Federal Regulations applicable to the Federal Election Commission
parrot the language in the Federal Election Campaign Code and provide further insight into what
constitutes a "Contribution" and an "Expenditure.”

Specifically, 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)(iii)(A) defines the term "Anything of Value"
as used in the Code to include all in-kind contributions. The regulations state that the provision
of any goods or services without charge or at a charge which is less than usual and normal
charge for said goods or services is considered a contribution. The Code of Federal Regulations
then cites the following example of such goods and services — "Securities, facilities, equipment,
supplies, personnel, advertising services, membership lists and mailing lists."

11 C.F.R. § 100. 8(a)(l)deﬁmngthctcrm Expendlture agamprovndes t.hat only

payments, gifts or other things of value ma | [
Federal office is an expenditure under the Act. Fhrthcr 11CFR §1008(a)(l)([V)(a)statcs

For purposes of 11 C.F.R. § 100.8(a)(1), the term anything of
value includes all in-kind contributions. . . . [T]he provision of
any goods or services without charge or at a charge which is less
than the usual and normal charge for the goods or services is an
expenditure. Examples of such goods or services include, but are
not limited to: securities, facilities, equipment, supplies, person-
nel, advertising services, membership lists and mailing lists. . .
(Emphasis ours)

It is clear from a review of the language contained in 2 U.S.C. § 431(8) and (9)
and 11 C.F.R. § 100.7 and 100.8, that, as a prerequisite for payments, gifts, services or other
things of value to be considered a contribution or a an expenditure, they must be made for the
purpose of influencing any election for Federal office.

The enclosed Affidavit of James M. Kiesel, establishes that the David L.
Lawrence Convention Center ("Convention Center") is operated and maintained by the Public
Auditorium Authority of Pittsburgh and Allegheny County ("Auditorium Authority”). The
Auditorium Authority is a public body, exercising public powers of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania as an agency thereof. In order to promote the Convention Center and increase the
use of the Convention Center facilities, the Auditorium Authority advertises the Convention
Center by purchase of "image" advertising spots on local radio and television stations, including
WPXI-TV Channel 11. The Affidavit states unequivocally that the television advertising time
purchased by the Convention Center for Saturday, October 3, 1992 (which according to
information received from WPXI-TV was the date of the Lynn Yeakel telephone show), was
limited solely to news programs. The WPXI-TV Schedule of shows sponsored by the
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Convention Center (attached as Exhibit "A" to the Kiesel Affidavit) does not reference a Lynn
Yeakel telephone show and for Saturdays designates only news programs as shows to be
sponsored by the Convention Center. Mr. Kiesel's Affidavit further states that WPXI-TV did
not advise the Auditorium Authority that the news spots for which it had purchased Convention
Center advertising time would be aired during a Lynn Yeakel telephone interview program
instead of a normal news program; that WPXI-TV did not advise the Auditorium Authority that
its regular Saturday news program format would be changed to a live telephone interview format
program featuring Lynn Yeakel and that at no time did the Auditorium Authority give
permissions to WPXI-TV to air its advertising spots for the Convention Center during the Lynn
Yeakel telephone interview program. Further, as a policy matter, the Auditorium Authority
specifically does not promote or support the candidacy of any individual who seeks nomination
for election, or election to Federal office. Mr. Kiesel’s Affidavit states unequivocally that had
the Auditorium Authority been advised or become aware that Convention Center ads were to be
aired during a Lynn Yeakel telephone interview program, the Auditorium Authority specifically
would have requested WPXI-TV not to air Convention Center commercials during that show.

Based on the facts set forth in Mr. Kiesel’s deposition, it is clear that the
Auditorium Authority was not aware and did not consent to the Convention Center as being a

sponsor for the Lynn Yeakel telephone interview program. Therefore, it follows that the
Auditorium Authority did not purchase advertising time from WPXI-TV for the purpose of
influencing an election for Federal office. To the contrary, Convention Center purchased
advertising time during scheduled news segments, solely for the purpose of promoting the
Convention Center.

In his Complaint, Petitioner, relying on 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)(E)(iii)(A), maintains
that by purchasing advertising spots on WPXI-TV which were aired during the Lynn Yeakel
telephone interview format program, the Convention Center/ Auditorium Authority provided an
in-kind contribution to Lynn Yeakel. However, close examination of the language in the
regulation, does not support this contention. Specifically, the regulation provides that only the
" - provision of goods or services without charge or at a charge which is less than the usual and
normal charge for such goods or services is a contribution.” The regulation then cites several
examples of such goods or services, one of which is the provision of advertising service.

Nowhere in his Complaint does the Petitioner assert that the Convention
Center/Auditorium Authority provide goods or services to Lynn Yeakel at a charge which is less
than the usual and normal charge for such goods. Further, nowhere in his Complaint does the
Petitioner assert that the Convention Center provided advertising services to Lynn Yeakel at any
cost. The Petitioner merely asserts that the Convention Center was one of the sponsors of a
telephone interview show produced by WPXI-TV as part of its Saturday news programming.
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In support of the Convention Center, the Affidavit of James M. Kiesel discloses
that the Auditorium Authority entered into an agreement with WPXI-TV for the purchase of
advertising time to promote the Convention Center. The Auditorium Authority did not agree,
through WPXI-TV, to provide advertising services for Lynn Yeakel at a reduced cost or, in fact,
at any cost. According to the facts set forth in the Affidavit, the Auditorium Authority
purchased advertising air time solely for the purpose of promoting the Convention Center
facilities. Image advertising purchased from WPXI-TV by the Auditorium Authority for the
purpose of promoting the Convention Center cannot be construed as the provision of advertising
services for the Lynn Yeakel campaign as is required by the Federal regulations in order to
constitute a contribution.

Based on the information set forth in this response and the attached Affidavit of
James M. Kiesel, it is evident that the Convention Center/Auditorium Authority did not make
a "Contribution” or "Expenditure” for the Lynn Yeakel campaign. Therefore, it is respectfully
requested that in accordance with 11 C.F.R. § 111.7, that General Counsel find that there is no
reason to believe a violation has been committed or is about to be committed and recommend

that the Commission dismiss the Complaint.

Very Truly Yours,
S
Dennis L. Veraldi
DLV/jb
Enclosures

James M. Kiesel




VS.

Lynn Yeakel, Lawrence Convention
Center, WPXI Television Channel 11,

Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT OF JAMES M. KIESEL

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared James M. Kiesel
who, being first duly sworn by me according to law, did depose and state as follows:

1. I am Executive Director of the Public Auditorium Authority of Pittsburgh
and Allegheny County (*Auditorium Authority").

2. The Auditorium Authority is organized and exists pursuant to the "Public
Auditorium Authorities Law,"” Act of July 29, 1953, P.L. 1034, § 1 et seq., 53 P.S. § 23841
¢l seq.

. A The Auditorium Authority is a public body, corporate and politic,

exercising public powers of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania as agency thereof. Powers of

the Auditorium Authority are exercised by a board composed of five (5) members (hereinafter

" Authority Board").




4, The Auditorium Authority, pursuant to its enabling act, operates and
maintains the David L. Lawrence Convention/Exposition Center ("Convention Center").

5. The Convention Center is a "public auditorium authority" that is used for

large public assemblies, the holding of conventions, exhibitions and other business, social,

cultural, scientific and recreational events.

6. In order to promote the Convention Center and increase the use of the
Convention Center facilities, the Auditorium Authority advertises the Convention Center by the
purchase of "image" advertising spots on local radio and TV stations, including WPXI-TV
Channel 11.

7. Due to a limited television advertising budget, the Auditorium Authority
purchases primarily news spots, because the purchase price for TV advertising time on news
shows is much less expensive than prime time advertising.

8. Typically the Auditorium Authority purchases television advertising time
slots well in advance of the actual programs for which the Convention Center is a sponsor.

9. The TV advertising time for Saturday, October 3, 1992 (which according
to information received from WPXI-TV was the date of the Lynn Yeakel telephone show), was
purchased September 8, 1992.

10. Based on the schedule received from WPXI-TV dated 9/8/92 (copy of
which is attached hereto as Exhibit " A") Saturday advertising spots purchased by the Convention
Center were limited solely to news programs. The schedule did not reference a Lynn Yeakel

telephone talk show as a show to be sponsored by the Convention Center.
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11.  According to WPXI-TV Invoice No. 6435-02 (copy attached hereto as
Exhibit "B") on Saturday, October 3, 1992 Convention Center TV ads aired on various news
programs at 8:26 a.m., 11:20 a.m. and 6:10 p.m.

12.  According to WPXI-TV Invoice No. 6435-01 (copy attached hereto as
Exhibit "C") on Saturday, September 26, 1992 Convention Center TV ads aired on various news
programs at 9:31 a.m., 10:30 a.m. and 6:21 p.m.

13.  The invoices attached hereto as Exhibits "A" and "B" are consistent with
the Auditorium Authority’s understanding that the Convention Center would appear as a sponsor
during WPXI-TV news telecasts.

14. At no time did the Auditorium Authority give permission to WPXI-TV to
air image advertising spots for the Convention Center during the Lynn Yeakel telephone
interview program.

15. At no time did WPXI-TV advise the Auditorium Authority that the news
spots it had purchased for Convention Center advertising, would be aired during a Lynn Yeakel
telephone interview program instead of WPXI-TV’s normal news programs.

16. At no time did WPXI-TV advise the Auditorium Authority that its regular
Saturday news program format would be changed to a live telephone interview format program
featuring Lynn Yeakel.

17.  The Auditorium Authority is a public agency of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania and as a policy matter, specifically does not promote or support the candidacy of

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




18.  Had the Auditorium Authority been advised or become aware that the news
advertising spots it had purchased for the Convention Center were to be aired instead during the
Lynn Yeakel telephone interview program, the Auditorium Authority specifically would have
requested WPXI-TV not to air Convention Center commercials during the Lynn Yeakel
telephone interview program.

19. It was the understanding of the Auditorium Authority when it purchased
TV advertising time from WPXI-TV, that in accordance with WPXI-TV's advertising schedule
for the period September 21 through October 4, Saturday advertising for the Convention Center
would be limited to news programs. The Auditorium Authority was not aware and did not
consent to the Convention Center as being a sponsor during the Lynn Yeake! telephone interview
program. Accordingly, it was never the intention of the Auditorium Authority when purchasing
the television advertising for the Convention Center from WPXI-TV, to make a contribution or
an expenditure for the purpose of influencing an election for Federal office.

20. The facts stated in this Affidavit are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge, information and belief.

M. Kiesel, Executive Director
blic Auditorium Authority of
Pittsburgh and Allegheny County

Sworn to and subscribed by me this
£¢ day of%%. 1993.

MQ{ M%J

Notary Pubké

My Commxm Expires:
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Total Number :30 Second Announcemeats: 33
Total Gross Investment: $9,400
Toul Net Investment: $7,990

Susan Rutkowaky
Account Executive
WPXI-TV

(412) 237-1124
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as=s myv

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

DEC. 23, 1992
Date

-
N
"
~
o
e

RESPONDENT'S NAME:

et

JAIES M KIESEL, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

ADDRESS :

5

DAVID L LAWRENCE CONVENTION CENTER

/

1001 PERN AVENUE

PITTSBURGH PA 15222

HOME PHONE: 412-795-6005

BUSINESS PHONE: 412-565-6000
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West Penn Pover Company admits in paragraph 4, page 2 of thet?
"Ansver to Complaint"™ that they specifically contracted with IPEE
to sponsor "newvs broadcasts"™ in January, 1992. It is not zeleva&%

- im

to their position that the contract was made through an <
advertising agency.

Principals are responsible for the actions of thelr agents.
"...each participant is liable for harm to a third person arising
from the tortious conduct of the other, because he has induced and
encouraged the tort."*.

"(1) Principal and agent can be jolned in an action for a wvrong
resulting from the tortious conduct of an agent or that of agent
and principal, and a judgement can be rendered against each."=

WPXI broadcast numerous promotional announcements prior to the
program at issue, stating both the time and the content of the
broadcast. Respondents contention that they "had no vay of knowing
or of influencing the actual substance of the nevs program™ is an
admission of neglect and culpable negligence.

West Penn Pover Company admits to a contract for specific times

O
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-
n
-
M
O
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o

for their advertising. If the program at issue is within the time

7

period specified in the contract, West Penn Power Company has
directly and knowingly sponsored a contribution to the Yeakel
campaign. If the advertising was moved from the contracted time
period solely on the decision of WPXI to be within the time of the
program, then West Penn Powver Company may have a claim against
WPXI. In either case, West Penn Power Company has admitted its
sponsorship, through its agents, of a political program in
violation of the various FEC and FCC regulations applicable to
this situation. If West Penn Pover Company takes no interest in

‘. Blerczynski v. Rogers., 239 A.2d 218.
<. Restatement of the Law, Agency, 2d., § 217 B.

MUR 3709
Page(37)
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the performance of their contract with WeXI, it is clearly
negligent regarding the conduct of its agents. 5

While West Penn Pover Company may not have had specific control
of the content of the program, they certainly could have, and
should have, withdrawn thelir sponsorship of the program. The
program vas clearly designed to iInfluence a federal election by
highlighting a specific candidate in a public appearance. The
single and sole topic of the entire program was the Yeakel
candidacy.

Jointly or separately, WPXI and West Penn Power Company refused
to allov the petitioner any access to the forum provided to only
tvo of four known candidates in the election for United States
Senator. Petitloner requested participation well in advance of the
event.® As no attempt was made to provide "reasonably equal
coverage" to the petitioner in any news broadcast by WPXI, the
program, sponsored by West Penn Power Company and others, is a
contribution to the candidate featured in the broadcast according
to 8 100.7(b)(2){ii). Additionally, all nevs broadcasts by WPXI
concerning the United States Senate race, vhich also omitted any
mention of the petitioner, are contributions. The sponsors of the
nevs broadcasts just described have also made illegal

contributions.

I, William D. White, swear that the foregoing is correct and

true to the best of my knowledge.

White, petitioner
11

Subscribed and swvorn to before me

on this ‘ﬁ day of et
P N

’I v L

ioner's Exhibit A.

MUR 3709
Page(Sg)
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th, Shaw & McClay
ixth Avenue
tsburgh, Pa. 15219

September 30, 1992
Dear Mr. DeForest, i %

g not my intention at this time to puzsue an agpeal of 92-

979. Ih le I 40 not agree with the dlzniusT ghere is no point in

attempting $o erechens the deCislon s ased court
I will allow my complaints to the Federal Election "Commission

and the Federal Commun cations Commission, about your clients, to

roceed.
e HPXI has announced that theK will grovide an hour of time to
Mr. ctor and Ms. Yeakel, with telephone call-in faclilitles and
a hos for "the Senate candidates™

y u are well avare, I am a vrite-in candidate for the

United States Senate. I am requestlng egqual access to, and use of,

WPXI's facilities, in the ldentical format, as the station is
Ezoviding to these two of the four candidafes for United States
ega&or. I am flexible as to vhen my appearance would be

Do not hesitate to contact -e by telephone or letter to

dlscuss any gquestions you -ﬁy' have.

You la wish to contact i Dave Becker, P:ogxan Director at
wDuUQ rn .5, and dlscuss thelr havl gtov ded "unprecedented
access g the alrva;e ? all the idates in the g omin ?
ggnate election, something your cl ents have repeate failed to

Sincerely,

cc:Mr. Dave Becker
Federal Communications Commission
Mr. John Perry
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Lynn Ha:dy Yeakel,
Wes gg Power c? g:ng
I 1 oug y Communic ns
WPXI levision Channel &
respon enta,

Amendment to Complaint

The above named respondents sponsored, produced and distributed
a program on behalf of Senate Candidate Lynn Yeakel which is an
in-kind and a prohibited contribution to the campaign of Lynn
Yeakel,

2 U.8.C. 431(8) - 8100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution as

"...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office...".

2U.8.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(E)(1ii1)(A) defines anything of
value as including "&ll in-kind contributions®™ and that "the
provision of any goods or services without charge or at a charge
vhich is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods or
services is a contribution."™ Examples cited in this regulation of
goods and services include "facllitlies, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists..."

In coordination with the Yeakel campalgn and under a
contractual agreement with West Penn Pover Company through its
agent, Willoughby Communications, WPXI produced a live, hour-long
telephone interview format program which was alired during the time
segment normally reserved for a saturday newvs broadcast. This
program featured only Lynn Yeakel and was hosted by a paid
employee of WPXI. WPXI refused to allow the petitioner to speak
with Ms. Yeakel during the show and refused to provide a similar
or identical format presentation by the petitioner in spite of
numerous reguests.

Willoughby Communications, on behalf of West Penn Powver
Company, negotiated a contract with WPXI which resulted in a
contribution to the election campaign of Ms. Yeakel by paying a
portion of the production and distribution costs of the program at
issue in exchange for advertising time.

Principals are responsible for the actions of their agents.

MUR 3709
Page(40)
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"...each participant is llable for harm to 1ird person arising
from the tortious conduct of the other, because he has induced and
encouraged the tort."=,

"(1) Principal and agent can be joined in an action for a wrong
resulting from the tortious conduct of an agent or that of agent
and principal, and a judgement can be rendered against each."®

Although WPXI characterlizes thls broadcast as a nevs event,
it still represents a substantial contribution to the campaign of
a clearly lidentified candidate.

As a news event, there was no attempt made to provide the
"reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area" required under § 100.7(b)(2)(ii) to
exempt the event from contribution reporting requirements.

Additionally, WPXI gave substantial numbers of promotional
announcements to the event and frequently featured Ms. Yeakel in
their news reporting of the U.S. Senate campaign while
deliberately omitting all mention of the petitioner in news
broadcasts about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As an FCC licensee and business organization not reglstered
with the Federal Election Commission as a political organization,
WPXI is prohibited from making political contributions to specific

candidates.

As business organizations not registered as political
committees with the Federal Election Commission, West Penn Power
Company and its agent, Willoughby Communications, are prohibited
from making contributions to specific candidates under these
circumstances.

Additionally, Willoughby Communications may have received a
kickback of a portion of the payment made to WPXI by West Penn
Power Company for their having chosen WPXI as the outlet for West
Penn Powver Company advertisements.

Whereas, West Penn Poweer Company has admitted to a contract
with WPXI for long-term sponsorship of news broadcasts,

Whereas, the value of this contract exceeds $1000,

Whereas, the sponsored news broadcasts ommited any mention of

“. Bierxczynski v. Rogers, 239 A.2d4 218.
=, Restatement of the Law, Agency, 2d., § 217 B.

MUR 3709
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the petitioner and are tﬁit;;;hiéoittibdtloploi'cxhéndltures
vhenever less than all candidates but some candidates are
featured,

West Penn Power Company and its agent, Willoughby
Communications, constltute an unauthorized political committee as
defined in 8 100.5(a) and $100.5(£)(2). An unauthorized ploitical
committee may not be formed In this way by these organizations,
rather, a seperated segregated fund must be established to support
these political centributions.

Further, as the value of the contract is in excess of
$15,000%, this unauthorized committee may have far exceeded the
contribution limitations imposed on legitimately constituted
political committees.

I, William D. White, swvear that the foregoing is correct and

true to the best of my knowledge.

White, petitioner
anilla ﬁvenue
h 4Pa. 15220

Subscribed and sworn to before me

A
on this ; day of &LLapub4ii&x,
e o
{ A f ﬂ;{ “'lé’éc"u g

\ ,’(,(_3-"—

r i,
L

Notaria Seal
Susan P. Kaczoowski, Notary Public
nwomw-&hans¢ymnun
Membe:. Pennsyivania Assocation of Notanes

oha &, Petitioners estimates based on information provided by

MUR 3709
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Willlam D. White " MUR 3709
et petitioner,

WPXI Television Channel 1&
respondénts,

Addendum to Complaint

The central issue in this complaint is the overt manipulation
of the United States Senate Election by WPXI. In terms of §100.7,
WPXI intentionally and/or negligently gave control of theilr news
department to the Republican and Democratic parties. This resulted
in the censorship of the petitioner and the donation of tremendous
resources by WPXI to only the Republican and Democratlc partlies
and their candidates.

WPXI is putting forth the legal fiction that thelir activities
directly in support of particular candidates are "news events" and
are therefore exempt from any and all laws and regulations
regquiring egqual use or access to their facilities or that prohibit
or regulate such support.

WPXI did not cover a nevws event when it broadcast the program
at ilssuve. In reallity, it created a 'public' forum to which it
restricted access to only those U.S. Senate candidates it wished
to support.

The Public, to the degree upon which they rely on the media to

inform them of information, was deceived as to the number of

~
0
-
N
b
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>

candidates by a lie of omission. WPXI choose to withhold all
information concerning the petitioner or the petitioner's
positions on any topic from the Public.

The Federal Election Commission, being "committed to honest,
independent and impartial monitoring and enforcement of federal
election lav"” must take immediate and comprehensive action in
this matter.

In essence, the elections of Harris Wofford and Arlen Specter
to the United States Senate were accomplished with widespread
election fraud in the form of media censorship of opposing

candidates.

7, 11 C.F.R. 7 Subpart A § 7.1(a).

MUR 37095
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%lllal . White, petitlioner
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Subscribed and swvorn to before me

on this 42 _day of
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

January 22, 1993

William D. White
16 East Manilla Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15220

Dear Mr. White:

This letter acknowledjes receipt on January 8, 1993, of the
second amendment to the complaint you filed on November 19, 1992,
against Lynn Hardy Yeakel, Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate and Sidney
Rosenblatt, as treasurer, and WPXI (Channel 11). In your first
amendment tc this complaint, which you filed on December 2, 1992,
you included as additional Respondents in this matter: Monroe

Muffler/Brake, Welch’s, Inc., Vicks, MAACO, Quality Furniture Co.,
Edgar Snyder & Associates, Red Lobster Restaurants, Fountainhead,
Turnpike Toyota, West Penn Power Company, Cinema World, Inc.,
Medic Alert, General Mills, Inc., and Willi’'s. Lynn Hardy Yeakel,
Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate and Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer,
WPXI and West Penn Power Company as well as Willoughby
Communications, whom you have identified as a respondent in your
second amendment, will be notified of your January 8, 1993,
submission. You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election
Commission takes final action on your complaint.

Sincerely,

x/\—'/’ 7‘-""/'

Craig Dougl 8 Reffﬁer
Attorney

L
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

January 22, 1993

Sidney Rosenblatt, Treasurer

Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate

304 C Lombard Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19147

RE: MUR 3709
Dear Mr. Rosenblatt:

On November 24, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from William D. White
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint, identified as MUR 3709, and informed that a
response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of the notification. Subsequently, on December 14, 1992,
you were notified that the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. A copy of this information was given to you and
you were afforded an additional 15 days to respond to the
allegations.

On January 8, 1993, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

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

Sincerely,

—

. o £t S
e T \T"'-,“"'"/_, J"‘"//

-

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

Lynn Hardy Yeakel
257 s. Ithan Avenue
Rosemont, Pennsylvania 19010

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Ms. Yeakel:

On November 24, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from William D. White
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint, identified as MUR 3709, and informed that a
response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of the notification. Subsequently, on December 14, 1992,

you were notified that the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. A copy of this ianformation was given to you and
you were afforded an additional 15 days to respond to the
allegations.

On January 8, 1993, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information,
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

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

Sincerely,

1 — f
' = / a5
Craig Dougrgs Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D.C 20463

January 22, 1993

John L. Munsch, Esq.

West Penn Power Company

800 Cabin Hill Drive

Greensburg, Pennsylvania 15601-1689

RE: MUR 3709
West Penn Power Company

Dear Mr. Munsch:

On November 24, 1992, the West Penn Power Company was
notified that the Federal Election Commission received a complaint
from William D. White alleging violations of certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that
time the West Penn Power Company was given a copy of the complaint
and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of the notification.

On January 8, 1993, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3407.

Sincerely,

% - L) B / ,
. - /
"//‘/f/'\,‘ /,,__.:' /C'\; ‘f—"_

Craig Dougléé Reffner v
Attorney

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

January 22, 1993

Willoughby Communications
1304 Greystone Drive
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15241

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Sir or Madam:

The rederal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Willoughby Communications 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 3709. 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 Willoughby
Communications 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 cath. 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.
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Willoughby Communications
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

isa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel .

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

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

January 22, 1993
Jonathan D. Hart, Esqg.
Dow, Lohnes & Albertson
1255 23rd Street, N.W.
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20037

RE: MUR 3709
WPXI Television (Channel 11)

Dear Mr. Hart:

On November 24, 1992, your client, WPXI Television
(Channel 11), was notified that the Federal Election Commission
received a complaint from William D. White alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. At that time your client was given a copy of the
complaint, identified as MUR 3709, and informed that a response to
the complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification. Subsequently, on December 14, 1992, you were
notified that the Commission received additional information from
the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. A
copy of this information was given to you and you were afforded an
additional 15 days to respond to the allegations.

On January 8, 1993, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

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

Sincerely,

by Dot 1

Craig Douglds Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure
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Craig D. Reffner, Esquire
Staff Attorney

Federal Election Commission
Room 657

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

Re: MUR 3709
Res se of Welch's

Dear Mr. Reffner:

Welch's, one of the respondents in the above MUR,
responds as follows.

Welch's adopts and incorporates by reference the
response of WXPI, dated December 14, 1992, and the response of
Cinema World, Edgar Snyder & Associates, and Willi's Ski
Shops, Inc., dated January 4, 1593. These responses should be
more than sufficient for the prompt dismissal of the case.

Welch's raises the following additional points:

1. Welch's questions whether the claimant ever
became a "candidate" for federal office as that term is
defined in 11 C.F.R. § 100.3(a).

2. Welch's denies the allegation of the complaint
that Welch's paid "a portion of the production and distribu-
tion costs of the program." Welch's paid a price to purchase
advertising time.

3. Welch's questions whether the opening of MUR
3709 complied with the Commission's procedures. The "Descrip-
tion of Preliminary Procedures for Processing Possible Viola-




COVINGTON & BURLING

Craig D. Reffner, Esquire
January 14, 1993
Page 2

tions Discovered by the Federal Election Commission," enclosed
with the complaint, provides that a Matter Under Review shall
be opened only after the Office of the General Counsel has
Submitted a report, and only after the Commission has found
reason to believe that a violation of the Act has been com-
mitted and has voted to open a Matter Under Review. Welch's
understanding is that these procedures were not followed in
this case; therefore no Matter Under Review should have been
opened.

Yours very truly,

rice M. Clagett

Attorney for Welch's
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FEDERAL EXPRESS

Craig Douglas Reffner, Esquire
General Counsel Office
Federal Election Commission
999 "E" Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20163

Re: MUR 3709
Response of MAACO Enterpriscs, Inc.
Dear Mr. Reffner:

As you know, I represent MAACO Enterprises, Inc. ("MAACO") with regard to the
above-captioned matter. By way of response, MAACO unequivocally denies that it has in any
way violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, 2 U.S.C. §431, et seq. (the "Act").
Specifically, MAACO denies that the airing of a MAACO television advertisement during a local
news broadcast on WPXI Television / Pittsburgh ("WPXI"), the substance of which was an
interview with former senatorial candidate Lynn Yeakel, was an "expenditure” or “contribution”
violative of the Act.

Complainant William D. White, ("White®) asserts in his complaint of November 19,
1992 that MAACO, by reason of the appearance of a MAACO television advertisement during
an interview with former sematorial candidate Lynn Yeakel, "contributed to the election
campaign of Ms. Yeakel by paying a portion of the production and distribution costs of the
program in exchange for advertising time.” Complainant White's allegations against MAACO
are necessarily premised upon two fundamental assumptions. Initially, Complainant White is
making the assumption that the news broadcast in question does not fall within the exceptions
to the definitions of "Expenditure” and "Contribution" known as the "Press Exemption”, codified
at 2 U.S.C. §431(9)(B)(i) and 11 C.F.R. §100.7(b)(2). Second, Complainant White makes the
assumption that MAACO received full disclosure from WPXI about the nature and content of




the subject broadcast, had editorial control over the conduct and content of the subject broadcast,
affirmatively requested that their television advertisements be aired during the subject broadcast
and understood that the fee paid for their advertisement would be applied to the production costs
of the subject broadcast. As will be shown below, even if the program were not exempt, which
we believe it is, Complainant White is in error as to his second assumption. Thus, WPXI's
airing of a MAACO television advertisement during the subject broadcast could not have been
an "Expenditure® or "Contribution” in violation of the Act. Finally, it is our understanding from
WPXT's counsel that WPXI is not owned or controlled by any political party, political committee
or candidate and, therefore, the subject program is exempt from those portions of the Act which

Although Complainant White fails to specify the time and date that the subject broadcast
was aired, MAACO has learned that the subject broadcast was aired on a Saturday morning.
MAACQO’s advertising schedule for the time period in which the subject broadcast wzs aired
consisted of 24 commercial advertisements to be aired on Saturday and Sunday mornings
between 8:00 A.M. and 12:00 P.M. from September 28 through October 25, 1992 and for 18
commercial advertisements to be aired Saturday and Sunday momings between 8:00 A.M. and
12:00 P.M. from October 26 to November 22, 1992. WPXI scheduled the airing of MAACO's
commercial advertisements during the requested time slots at its sole discretion. MAACO's

contract with WPXI provided only the number of advertisements to be aired and the time period
during which they were to be aired. MAACO was not further advised by WPXI of the exact
time within the requested time period that the advertisements would be aired or of the content
of the programming being broadcast at the time the advertisements wouid be aired. MAACO
only learned of the exact time during which their advertisements were aired after the fact upon
receipt of the WPXI invoices, and even then remained unaware of the subject matter of the
programming being aired at the time of the airing of their commercial advertisements.

Both the definitions of "expenditure” and “contribution® require that the "expenditure”
or "contribution” is made "for the purpose of influencing an election of public office”. 2 U.S.C.
§431(9%A); 2 U.S.C. §431(8)(A). Implicit in this definition is the notion that the expenditure
or contribution is made with the knowledge that it would be used for the "purpose of influencing
an election for federal office.® MAACO was without knowledge that its contract with WPXI
for the airing of commercial advertisements would be aired during the subject broadcast.
MAACO, therefore, could not have contracted with WPXI for the "purpose of influencing any
election for federal office”, and thus the advertisements could not have been an expenditure or
contribution violative of the Act.

Further, the Commission has issued an advisory opinion regarding the position taken by
Complainant White; finding that sponsorship of a candidate interview program does not
constitute a campaign contribution under the Act. Sge AO 1987-8; 2 Fed. Election Comp. Fin.
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ABRAHAM PRESSMAN & BAUER P C

Guide (CCH) 1 5890 at 11362-64 (May 4, 1987). In AO 1987-8, the Commission held that a
corporate “sponsorship of a series of interviews with presidential candidates® to be aired as
“thirteen individu:al one-hour programns ... would be covered by the news story exemption in 2
U.S.C. §431(9)(B)(i) and therefore would not result in a contribution by [the sponsor] to any
of the featured candidates.” In rendering its decision, the Commission relied on the fact that

timing of the broadcast; the markets to be broadcast into; or the production costs of the project.

The facts of the present case warrant a similar finding. Not only did MAACO exercise
no editorial or financial control over the subject broadcast, but was not even aware that its
advertisements would be aired during the subject broadcast. Thus, the airing of MAACO's
advertisements during the subject broadcast fall well short of constituting a contribution or
expenditure violative of the Act.

Complainant White’s allegation that MAACO knowingly contributed to Ms. Yeakel's
senatorial campa’sn, in violation of the Federal Election Act of 1971, by placing advertising
with WPXI that was aired during a news broadcast during which an interview with Ms. Yeakel
also aired, is completely without merit. The Federal Election Commission is urged, therefore,
to dismiss Complainant White's Complaint with prejudice. If you require any further
information, please feel free to contact me.

Very truly yours,
ABRAHAM, PRESSMAN & BAUER, P.C.

By: 4L"

Joseph Schumacher
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January 14, 1993

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washingten, DC 20463

Attn: Craig Douglas Reffner, Fsq.
RE: MUR 3709
Ladies and Gentlemen:

Please accept this letter as our response to the above numbered complaint filed
with the Federal Election Commission against "Fountainhead".

As a matter of clarification, Fountainhead® is 2 registered trade name for a
product manufactured and sold by Nevamar Corporation, a wholly owned subsidiary
of International Paper Company. Thus, the response made hereby is on behalf of
Nevamar Corporation ("Nevamar”).

Nevamar Corporation hereby submits and responds that it did not make any
contribution to the campaign of Lynn Yeakel, cash, in kind or otherwise. Nevamar
possessed certain radio and television advertising time credits, of which it desired to
make use. Nevamar elected to utilize its time credits for advertising in five cities, one
of which was Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. The only control Nevamar exercised over this
advertising was choosing the markets in which the advertisements appeared and
selecting the general time slots in which the advertisements were to be shown.
Nevamar had absolutely no control over the actual time slots in which the
advertisements appeared nor in the program or the contents of the program which the
advertisements were to be shown.

Regardless of when the advertisement appeared, Nevamar received what it paid
for - Nevamar paid for television advertising and received television advertising.
Nevamar made no payments toward the production of the program in question, did
not request that its advertising be shown during the program, did not endorse the
candidate who appeared on this program, nor acted in any manner which




Federal Election Commission
January 14, 1993
Page Two

could even remotely be considered a political contribution. The fact that the
advertising happened to appear during a news program on which a political candidate
may have appeared in no way constitutes a prohibited contribution.

Nevamar respectfully requests that the above referenced complaint filed with
the Federal Election Commission be immediately dismissed with prejudice.

Very truly yours,
Williams G. Lewis
WGL/msm

cc: Evans Heath
President - Nevamar Corporation
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VIA HAND DELIVERY

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

Re: MUR 3709
Response of Ouality Furniture Co.

Dear Mr. Reffner:

By this letter, Quality Furniture Co. responds to the
November 19, 1992 complaint filed by William White and assigned
MUR 3709.

On January 4, 1993, this firm responded on behalf of
Cinema World, Edgar Snyder & Associates, and Willi‘s Ski Shops,
Inc. to virtually identical complaints, also filed by Mr. White
on November 19, 1992. In that response we requested that the
Commission accept an additional response, to be filed within two
weeks, on behalf of any other respondents that designated us to
represent them following their return to work after the holidays.
Since the filing of the January 4 response, we have been
designated as counsel by Quality Furniture Co., for whom a
designation of counsel form is attached.
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As you know, on November 19, 1992, William D. White, a
self-proclaimed candidate for United States Senate, complained to
the Federal Election Commission that United States Senator Arlen
Specter (Republican of Pennsylvania), his Democratic challenger
in the recent election, Lynn Yeakel, and Pittsburgh television
station WPXI all had violated federal election laws.
Specifically, Mr. white alleged that it was unlawful for WPXI to
invite Sen. Specter and Ms. Yeakel to appear on the air live to
answer gquestions from Pennsylvania voters. According to Mr.
White, Sen. Specter and Ms. Yeakel violated federal law by
appearing on WPXI on successive Saturdays during a regularly
scheduled news program. Mr. White's complaint against Ms. Yeakel




Mr. Craig D. Reffner
January 19, 1993
Page 2

and WPXI was designated MUR 3709; his complaint against Sen.
Specter and WPXI was designated MUR 3710.

Mr. White is apparently disappointed with WPXI's
editorial decision not to afford his candidacy the coverage it
afforded the candidacies of Sen. Specter and Ms. Yeakel. 1In
further protest of this editorial decision, he has now filed 15
additional complaints (designated MUR 3709) against businesses he
believes purchased advertising on WPXI during the call-in
interview featuring Ms. Yeakel. Quality Furniture Co. is one of
these fifteen businesses.

Like his previous complaints, Mr. White's complaint
against Quality Furniture Co. appears to be entirely without
merit. Mr. White misconstrues the definition of a campaign
contribution under the Federal Election Campaign Financing Act
("Act"). As explained in WPXI's letter of December 14, and the
January 4 letter of Cinema World, Edgar Snyder & Associates, and
Willi's Ski Shops, Inc., the program of which Mr. White complains
is exempt from the prohibitions of the Act as a news story since
WPXI is pnot "owned or controlled by any political party,
political committee, or candidate . . . ."™ 11 C.F.R.

§ 100.7(b)(2). (WPXI, Inc. is a wholly owned subsidiary of Cox
Communications, Inc., a subsidiary of Cox Enterprises, Inc.)

Mcoreover, the Commission has issued an advisory opinion
flatly rejecting the position urged by Mr. White against Quality
Furniture: sponsorship of a candidate interview program does not
constitute a campaign contribution under the Act. See AO 1987-
8, 2 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide (CCH) q 5890 at 11362-64 (May
4, 1987) (News exemption applied to a series of "thirteen
individual one~hour precgrams"™ featuring "interviews and
background material profiling" the "twelve major [presidential]
candidates for the Republican and Democratic Party nominations."
Corporate sponsorship of series did not constitute campaign
contributions.)

In any event, Quality Furniture Co. cou'd not possibly
have violated federal election laws since it had nc way of
knowing in advance the editorial content of the Saturday morning
news programs during which it purchased advertising time.
Quality Furniture Co. did not know that the spots they had
purchased would run during the portion of the newscast during
which voters were invited to put questions directly to Ms.
Yeakel. Thus, sponsorship of the newscasts could not have been
made "for the purpose of influencing any election," as required
under 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(A).




Mr. Craig D. Reffner
January 19, 1993
Page 3

Accordingly, respondent Quality Furniture Co. joins
WPXI, Cinema World, Edgar Snyder & Associates, and Willi's Ski
Shop in urging the Commission to dismiss Mr. White's complaints
summarily. In any event, Quality Furniture is prepared to assist
the Commission in any investigation it chooses to undertake.

I appreciate your assistance.

Enclosures

(o £ Yu~-Bin Chiao
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The Procter & Gamble Company i 21 ) 1
Legal Division a1 19 Py e
1 Procter & Gamble Plaza, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202-3315

Phone: (513) 983-2174
Fax: (513) 983-4274

January 15, 1993

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Federal Election Commission
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Lisa E. Klein, Esq.

Re: MUR 3709
Dear Ms. Klein:

This letter responds to a Complaint received by the Federal Election Commission that Vicks NyQuil, a
product of The Procter & Gamble Company, through its advertising on a news broadcast aired by
WPXI-TV, Piusburgh, Pennsylvania, on October 3, 1992 may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act”). The Complaint under review by your office was
forwarded with your letter of December 14, 1992 to Richardson-Vicks, Inc. and is part of MUR 3709,
The Procter & Gamble Company owns the Vicks NyQuil brand. The Company was granted an extension
of time to January 19, 1993 to file its response and this response has been timely filed.

The Procter & Gamble Company strongly contests the validity of the Complaint involving Vicks NyQuil
advertising and submits, for the reasons advanced below, that the Act has not been violated by The
Procter & Gamble Company as alleged in the Complaint.

Background

The Vicks NyQuil commercial, aired on WPXI-TV on October 3, 1992 during the time Ms. Lynn Yeakel
appeared on the Saturday morning news, is called "spot television advertising”. Procter & Gamble
annually airs over one million 30-second television spots nationally covering about 100 of its brands.
There are over 200 television markets in the U.S. with 4-5 television stations in each market. While the
Media Department at Procter & Gamble directly purchases national television air time, the purchase of
spot television is much more complex since it is based on the needs of Procter & Gamble brands in local
markets. Accordingly, all Procter & Gamble spot advertising is purchased by eight major advertising
agencies under general policy guidelines distributed to all agencies by Procter & Gamble (Exhibit 1).

The Vicks NyQuil commercial at issue in the Complaint was purchased by D’arcy, Masius, Benton &
Bowles ("DMB&B") on September 29, 1992 as one of thirteen spots for Vicks NyQuil to be aired during
the Saturday “news"” program on WPXI-TV during the 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon time slot. These spots
occurred each week during the period October 3, 1992 to December 27, 1992 (Exhibit 2).
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The cost shown on Exhibit 2 of $125 per spot is based primarily on the efficiency of the advertising in
reaching the targeted viewers and like any media buy is determined primarily by negotiation between
Procter & Gamble’s advertising agency and the station. Supply and demand, demographics and other
factors are assessed in the process of negotiating a price. Thirty-second commercial spots will vary
widely in price in the same television market during the same general period of time based on these
varying factors. Procter & Gamble spot costs in the Pittsburgh market ranged from $50 to $1600 baseu
on a random sample of advertising placed during the fourth quarter by DMB&B. Other spots for another
Procter & Gamble brand, Fixodent, during part of the same period and program on WPXI-TV also cost
$125 per spot (Exhibit 3).

Neither Procter & Gamble nor its agencies review the specific content of a program on the day a
ccmmercial is to air. The designated "Sat. News" as shown on Exhibit 2 would be an adequate
description of content for the Agency to conclude that the program content would be compatible with
Procter & Gamble television program content policy (Exhibit 1).

Legal Analysis

Procter & Gamble denies that it made an "expenditure” or "contribution” as those terms are defined in
the Act as a result of Procter & Gamble payment for the cost of its Vicks NyQuil advertising spot on the
October 3, 1992 Saturday morning news on WPXI-TV. Accordingly, there is no violation of §441(b)
of the Act, prohibiting corporaic expenditures or contributions in connection with the election of a federal
candidate. This position is based on the facts described above, analyzed under the standards established
in the Act and FEC Regulations, as follows:

L The Regulations of the Federal Election Commission exclude any "news story” as a
“contribution” or "expenditure” under the Act. (11 CFR 100.7(b)(2) "contribution" and
11 CFR 100.8(b)(2) "expenditure”). If a bona fide news story cannot itself be a
contribution or expenditure then it follows that the cost paid by an advertiser for a spot
commercial during the news program cannot be regarded as a contribution or
expenditure.

Procter & Gamble paid for the cost of the Vicks NyQuil air time at its true value and no
more. Procter & Gamble paid for advertising its Vicks NyQuil brand to the viewing
public at the "usual and normal charge” (11 CFR 100.7(a)(1)(iii)}(A)), the same as it paid
for Fixodent advertising aired on the WPXI-TV Saturday news, but not on October 3,
1992 (Exhibit 3). Contrary to the allegations in the Complaint, Procter & Gamble paid
for no "advertising services” promoting the election of a specific candidate. Procter &
Gamble was only promoting its own brand on a news program with the spot Vicks
NyQuil Commercial.

Procter & Gamble had every reason to believe, and there are no facts to the contrary,
that the program content of the Saturday morning news on WPXI-TV on October 3, 1992
would qualify as a "bona fide news account” and "part of a general pattern of campaign-
related news accounts which give reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates
in the circulation or listening area...” (quoted in pertinent part from FEC Regulations
cited above).




The definition of "contribution” or "expenditure” under the Act require that they be made
“for the purpose of influencing any federal election” (2 U.S.C. §431(8)(A) "contribution”
and 2 U.S.C. §431(9)(A) "expenditure” - emphasis added). It is self-evidence from the
facts that Procter & Gamble as an advertiser had as its sole purpose for airing its Vicks
NyQuil commercial the communication of the attributes of its product to the viewing
public during the spot telecast in question. The process by which this advertising was
purchased (Exhibit 2) underscores this point and there are no facts to suggest otherwise.

Procter & Gamble had no foreknowledge of the specific news program content on WPXI-
TV on October 3, 1992 when its ad was aired nor would it need to know its specific
content. This spot was purchased by DMB&B on the basis that it was to be aired during
the Saturday news. The expenditure by Procter & Gamble for the Vicks NyQuil ad was
never made “for the purpose” of influencing the federal election of Miss Yeakel or any
other candidate. Thus, Procter & Gamble has not made a contribution or expenditure
that would violate §441(b) of the Act.

Conclusion

As indicated in the Procter & Gamble Television Program Content Policy, Point 14, the Company is very
sensitive to avoiding politically oriented programs that would not meet the balance requirements generally
contained in the FEC Regulations for bona fide news shows. For all the reasons cited above, the
expendiiure by Procter & Gamble for the Vicks NyQuil commercial, which is the subject of this
complaint, did not violate the Act and we respecifully request that the Office of General Counsel consider
recommending that the Commission close its file in this matter and dismiss the Complaint against
Procter & Gamble.

This Response sets forth the principal reasons why the Company has not violated the Act. We, of courze,
reserve the opportunity w expand on our position with a more detailed brief should the Complaint
advance beyond a preliminary assessment i the Commission’s procedure. Procter & Gamble is willing
to cooperate fully in this investigation and we will be happy to consider providing sworn affidavits or
personal interviews with Procter & Gamble employees should this be required. Finally, please note that
Exhibit 1 is marked "Confidential” and as part of this investigation, is not 1w be disclosed by the
Commission under 11 CFR 111.21(a).

Very truly yours,

< o

David G. Hemminger J

DGH/ram
Exhibits Attached
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Januvary 26, 1993

Federal Election Commission

999 E. Street, NW

Washington, DC 20463

Attn: Craig Douglas Reffner, Esq.

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Attorney Reffner,

I am in receipt of a let’ ; ¢ .led January 22, 1993 which suggests

that we may have violate. ..e "Federal Election Campaign Act of
975",

This arises apparently because we are the advertising agency for
West Penn Power and one of this client's commercials happened to
fall within a newscast, the content of which, is claimed to have
been politically damaging to the petitioner. The complainant states
that West Penn Power has directly and knowingly sponsored a
contribution to the Yeakel campaign.

We have in no way violated the "Federal Election Campaign Act" for
the following reasons:

1. We purchase annual contracts for approximately 5,000
commercials for West Penn Power which run on more
than thirty radio and television stations throughout
western Pennsylvania. We make these purchases in
January each year as we did in 1992. Approximately
2,000 of these commercials fall within the local and
national news programming of the various stations.
We do not know the content of these news programs in
advance. It would be impossible for us to do sc.

1304 Greystone ® Pittsburgh, Pa. 15241 » {412) 221-1769 ® FAX 221-1815




We have no political clients and no political motives
whatsoever. We were unaware of any of the parties
involved in this issue when we placed the time and made
no contact with the station or anyone else regarding any
political issue.

We have no control whatsoever over the content of WPXI
television news programming.

We were not notified that a commercial featuring our
client, West Penn Power, would appear in a newscast
which was to involve a political element.

The suggestion made by the petitioner that we could
have received a “kickback® from WPXI for placing the
commercial in this newscast is way out of line. We have
never received a "kickback™ from WPXI for this or any
other placement.

I attach a copy of the information sheet which West Penn Power
received from us in Januvary 1992 giving the details of the WPXI-TV
schedule. This is all the information that they or we have
concerning the programming. Incidentally, you will notice that the
cost of the spot which ran in the program in question was $85.89. I
hope this letter will answer any questions you may have and that
this matter may be laj

s

/
Very sincerely/

. John Vincze, West Penn Power Company
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DAY TIME PROGRAM

M-F 5-6:00AM

M-F 6-7:00AM WPXI LOCAL NEWS
M-F 7-9:00AM TODAY SHOW

M-F 5-6:30PM 1STNEWS AT 5

SA-SU 12NOON-6PM SPORTS VARIOUS
SAT*" BAM-12PM SAT. MORNING NEWS

PER WEEK
1ST & SAD OUARTER:
88 SPOTS PER 4-WEEK FLIGHT @ $7,040.00 NET PER FLIGHT.

ZND U 4TH QUARTER:
88 SPOTS PER 4-WEEK FLIGHT @ $8,076.00 NET PER FLIGHT.

TOTALS:

16 WEEKS @ $1,760.00 NET = $28,160.00 NET

16 WEEKS @ $2,019.00 NET~_$32.304.00 NET
$60,464.00 NET ANNUAL

AVERAGE COST PER SPOT = $85.89 NET
704 SPOTS PER YERR

**PLUS 1 FULL-PAGE AD IN WPHI MAGAZINE--320,000 CIRCULATION

1304 Greystose * Pittsburgh, Pa. 15241 » (412) 221-1769 * FAX 221-1815
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Craig D. Reffner, Esq.
Attorney

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

RE: MUR 3709
Dear Mr. Reffner:

In his most recent flurry of filings with the Commission, William White again complains of news
judgments made by WPXI in its coverage of last year’s Senate race in Pennsylvania.

In his Amended Complaint, he repeats his erroneous assertion that federal law obligates WPXI
to afford his candidacy news coverage equal to that given to the candidacies of Senator Spector and his
Democratic challenger Lynn Yeakel. In support of this remarkable proposition he again cites Section
100.7 (b) (2) (ii) of the Commission’s regulations. As we pointed out in our letter to your office of
December 14, 1992, the interviews WPXI conducted with Senator Spector and Ms. Yeakel are exempt
from federal regulation as news stories. The "equal coverage” requirement referred to by Mr. White is
wholly inapplicable since WPXI is pot "owned or controlled by any political party, political committee,
or candidate. . . ." 11 C_F.R. 100.7 (b) (2).

In his Reply, Mr. White offers the logical extension of his pernicious misconstruction of federal
election law: "[A]11 news broadcasts by WPXI concerning the United States Senate race, which also
omitted any mention of the petitioner, are contributions. The sponsors of the news broadcasts just
described have also made illegal contributions.” Reply at 2 (MUR 3709, Page 38).

WPXI urges the Commission to dismiss Mr. White's frivolous complaints summarily before he
attempts to drag more of our advertisers into these proceedings. Of course, WPXI stands ready to assist
the Commission in any way it can.

Smccrely.

\-ltﬂmA Howell, III

Vice President/General Manager
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Craig Douglas Reffner, Esquire
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW

Washington, DC 20463

135U

RE: MUR-3709: West Penn Power Company

Dear Mr. Reffner:

This is in response to your letter dated January 22, 1993,
providing an amendment to the complaint in the above proceeding.

I have reviewed the additional document filed by the Complainant
and find that there is no additional relevant information to which West
Penn Power Company must respond. On behalf of West Penn Power Company
I reassert its Answer filed December 31, 1992.

Very truly yours,

b 0 T asek

¥§F n L. Munsch
JLM: rt ‘

Enclosure




I hereby certify that this 12th day of February 1993 I served a
copy of the foregoing document as follows by U.S. Mail.

William D. White
16 East Manilla Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

Jonathan P. Hart, Esquire

Dow Lohnes & Albertson

1255 23rd Street, N.W., Suite 500
Washington, DC 20027

Dl £ Pl

n L. Munsch




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

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL’'S REPORT SENS|T|VE

MUR #s 3483, 3605, 3615, 3624,
3660, 3706, 3709, 3710
STAFF MEMBER: Lawrence L. Calvert, Jr.

COMPLAINANTS:

MUR 3483: Gerald B. Wetlaufer

MUR 3605: Rodney G. Gregory, as General Counsel to
Friends of Corinne Brown

NUR 3615: Don Brewer Jr., as Chairman of the Duval
County Republican Executive Committee

MUR 3624: Walter H. Shapiro

MUR 3660: Dr. Philip W. Ogilvie

MURs 3706, 3709, and 3710: William D. White

RESPONDENTS:

MUR 3483: George Bush N
Bush—-Quayle ‘92 Primary Committee £

and J. Stanley Huckaby, as treasurer g

KXIC Radio i

U. S. Sfmall Business Administration

MUR 3605: Andrew E. Johnson
Committee to Elect Andy Johnson

and Andrew E. Johnson, as treasurer
WVOJ Radio

0 § 09 8§ 9"'3

MUR 3615: Clinton/Gore '92 Committee and

Robert A. Farmer, as treasurer
WIXT-TV

3

Bush-Quayle ’92 Primary Committee
and J. Stanley Huckaby, as treasurer
Bush-Quayle "92 General Committee
and J. Stanley Huckaby, as treasurer
WBT Radio

Flower & Garden Magazine

Lynn Yeakel
Lynn Yeakel for U. S. Senate Committee and
Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer
Arlen Specter
Citizens for Arlen Specter and

Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasurer
WDUQ Radio
Kevin Gavin



Lynn Yeakel

Lynn Yeakel for U. S. Senate Committee and
Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer

WPXI-TV

Lawrence Convention Center

Monro Muffler/Brake

Welch Foods, Inc.

Richardson-Vicks, Inc.

MAACO

Quality Furniture Co.

Edgar Snyder and Associates

Red Lobster Restaurants

International Paper Co.

Turnpike Toyota

West Penn Power Co.

Cinema World, Inc.

Medic Alert

General Mills, Inc.

Willi’'s Ski Shop

Willoughby Communications

MUR 3710: Arlen Specter
Citizens for Arlen Specter
and Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasurer
WPXI-TV
RELEVANT STATUTES: 431(8)(A)
431(9)(B) (1)
431(11)
44la(a)(1)
441b
441b(a)
4414
441d(a)(1)
9003(4d)
100.7(a (iii)(A)
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INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure Reports
FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

| GENERATION OF MATTERS

These matters arise from various complaints filed in 1992
concerning several 1992 elections. Each complaint alleges that a

news story or broadcast constituted a prohibited in-kind




contribution from a media corporation to candidates or committees

in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441b. Accordingly, the complaints are

treated in one report. Details about the generation of each
particular matter and the material facts of each case will be
provided in the next section.

II.

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. The Law
The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"), provides that no corporation, except through a separate

segregated fund, may make a contribution or expenditure in

connection with any Federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441b. However,
the Act and the Commission’s regqulations exclude, under certain

conditions, costs associated with the production or dissemination

of news stories, commentaries or editorials from the definitions

of "contribution"™ and "expenditure". 2 U.S.C. § 431(9)(B)(1i);
11 C.F.R. §§ 100.7(b)(2) and 100.8(b)(2).

In Readers’ Digest Ass’n. v. FEC, 509 F. Supp. 1210, 1214

(S.D.N.Y. 1981), the court, interpreting the Act, stated that the
media exemption applies when the distribution of news or
commentary falls within the media entity’s "legitimate press

function," and when the entity is not owned or controlled by any

political party, political committee, or candidate. The
Commission has interpreted the media exemption broadly, consistent
with Congress’ admonition that the Act was not intended "to limit

or burden in any way the first amendment freedom of the press.”

H. R. Rep. No. 943, 93d Cong., 1lst Sess., at 4 (1974). For

instance, although Section 431(9)(B)(i) speaks only of "news



stor(ies], commentar(ies], or editorial(s]", the Commission’s

regulations have extended the protection to "costs incurred in

covering or carrying" exempt material. 11 C.F.R.

§§ 100.7(b)(2) and 100.8(b)(2). See also, e.g., Advisory Opinion

1982-44 (cable television network’s donation of time to national
party committees for broadcasts in which candidates and other
party leaders discussed issues and solicited contributions was
protected by media exemption).
Section 431(9)(B)(i) identifies only "broadcasting

station(s), newspaper([s), magazine[s], or other periodical

publication[s])" as press entities entitled to the exemption. To Jf
determine whether a2 medium of communication fits one of these -
descriptions, the Commission has applied the definitions of
"broadcaster,”™ "newspaper", and "magazine or other periodical

publication” in its Explanation and Justification of

11 C.F.R. § 114.4(e). See, e.g. MURs 2277 and 2567. Although

that regulation deals with the sponsorship of candidate debates by

news organizations, the definitions in the Explanation and
Justification were explicitly drafted with the media exemption in
mind. See Explanation and Justification of 11 C.F.R. § 114.4(e),

44 Fed. Reg. 76,734 (1979).

According to the Explanation and Justification, "the term

‘broadcaster’ is meant to include broadcasting facilities licensed

by the Federal Communications Commission [("FCC")], as well as

networks."” 44 Fed. Reg. at 76,735. Magazines and "other

periodical publications” are "publication(s] in bound pamphlet

form appearing at regular intervals (usually either weekly,
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bi-weekly, monthly or quarterly) and containing articles of news,
information, opinion and entertainment, whether of general or

specialized interest. Only magazines and periodicals which

ordinarily derive their revenues from subscriptions and

advertising"” are to be exempt. 44 Fed. Reg. at 76,735.

In addition to the "legitimate press function"™ test, the
Commission must also determine whether the press entity is owned
or controlled by any political party, political committee or
candidate. This test is a straightforward inquiry into whether

the complaint, response or other data available to the Commission

suggest that a media entity is so owned or controlled. See, e.g.,

MUR 3645. 1If it is, it qualifies for the exemption only in

certain narrowly defined situations described in the regulations. 3

See 11 C.F.R. §§ 100.7(b)(2)(i) and (ii) and 100.8(b)(2)(i) and
(i1).1

Paid advertising expressly advocating a candidate’s election

or defeat would not gualify for the media exemption and would be

J4 09 455

subject to the requirements of 2 U.S5.C. § 441d. That section

provides disclaimer requirements "whenever any person makes an

1. Under the cited provisions, if a media entity is owned or
controlled by a party, committee or candidate the media exemption
extends only to the costs of news stories "(i) which represent

. bona fide news account[s]) communicated in a publication of
general circulation or on a licensed broadcasting facility, and
(ii) which [are) part of a general pattern of campaign-related
news accounts which give reasonably equal coverage to all opposing
candidates in the circulation or listening area . . . ." These
provisions are not applicable to any of the MURs discussed in this
report. However, it is important to note that, contrary to the
assertion of complainant William D. White in MURs 3706, 3709 and
3710, the "reasonably equal coverage" requirement is triggered
only by a £inding that a media entity is owned or controlled by a
party, committee or candidate.




expenditure" for "general public political advertising” containing
express advocacy. Obviously, Congress did not intend through the
media exemption to exempt paid advertising containing express
advocacy from the definition of "expenditure"; otherwise, Section
441d would be a nullity. By contrast, paid non-political
advertising sponsorship of a broadcast or publication protected by
the exemption is permitted, provided that the sponsor exercises no
control over the exempt content. See Advisory Opinion 1987-8
(corporate sponsorship of magazine and television interview series
with presidential candidates was not prohibited).
a0 B. The Cases

1.

MUR 3483

This matter was generated by a complaint received
from Gerald B. Wetlaufer of Iowa City, Iowa against KXIC Radio of
Iowa City; then-President George Bush; the Bush-Quayle ’'92 Primary
Committee, Inc. and J. Stanley Huckaby, as treasurer; and the

U. S. Small Business Administration (SBA). The complaint alleges
that taped radio public service announcements produced by SBA and
broadcast by KXIC contained the statement "President Bush knows
our challenges”, leading into a voice-over message from the
President promoting SBA export assistance programs. The complaint
appears to allege that because President Bush was a candidate for
re-election at the time the public service announcement was
broadcast, the announcement expressly advocated his candidacy and
was a thing of value to his campaign. Consequently, the complaint
theorizes that the production and airing of the public service

announcement constituted a prohibited in-kind contribution from



the SBA and KXIC to the Bush campaign. Attachment A-1.

As a threshold matter, this Office is of the opinion that
the Commission lacks jurisdiction over the SBA in this case.

Although 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l) provides that "no person” shall

make contributions in excess of certain limits, 2 U.S.C.

§ 431(11) provides that "the term 'Person’ . . . does not include

the Federal Government or any authority of the Federal

Government." The SBA is, of course, a federal agency. Moreover,
for reasons that will be shown, even if the SBA were subject to
the Commission’s jurisdiction this Office would still recommend
that the Commission find nc rsascn Lo believe the SBA violated any
provision of the Act.
KXIC asserts it broadcast the announcement "to meet its

responsibilities as a licensee of the Federal Communications

533

Commission to present programming that addresses issues of concern
to the community," and argues that the broadcast of public service

s¥nouncements like the one at issue here is per se within the

legitimate press function of a radio station. Attachment A-3
at 2.
In Advisory Opinion 1978-76, the requester, a member of

Congress, had produced a film on the services his office made

available to constituents. A television station in the member’s

home district proposed to broadcast the film free of charge as a

public service announcement. The Commission determined that the

media exemption was "available when, in the exercise of its

responsibility [as an FCC licensee] to serve the public interest,

convenience and necessity, the station carries a . . . public
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service announcement to inform constituents of facilities and

services provided” by the member’'s office.

The SBA announcement appears to meet the test articulated in

AO 1978-76.

KXIC asserts it broadcast the announcement in
furtherance of its obligation as an FCC licensee, and, by
providing a toll-free telephone number listeners could call to
order SBA publications, the announcement informed listeners of

2

services provided by the Federal government. Attachment A-3

at 5. Additionally, KXIC’'s general manager. Steven Winkey,

ast dsclated that KXIC’s parent, Iowa City Broadcasting Co., is

neither owned nor controlled by a party, committee or candidate.

Id. at 4. Because the announcement appears to be within the press

exemption, it does not appear to contribute a contribution to the

Bush-Quayle ‘92 Primary Committee.

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission find

no reason to believe that KXIC Radio, the U. S. Small Business
Administration, George Bush, or the Bush-Quayle ’'92 Primary
Committee and J. Stanley Huckaby, as treasurer, violated any

provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3483 and close the file.

2. NMUR 3605

This matter was generated by a complaint received from

s Cf. former 47 C.F.R. § 73.1810(d)(4), the FCC’'s former
definition of a "public service announcement", which provided that
announcements for which the broadcaster made no charge and which
promoted the activities and services of Federal agencies, among
other entities, qualified as public service announcements.
Although the FCC has removed the regulation from the Code of
Federal Regulations, see 49 Fed. Reg. 33,658 (August 24, 1984), it
has continued to refer to the definition. See In the Matter of

Policies and Rules Concernini Children’s Television Programming,
cd. ’ T n. ).




Rodney G. Gregory, as general counsel to Friends of Corinne Brown,

against Andrew E. Johnson, the Committee to Elect Andy Johnson and

Andrew E. Johnson, as treasurer, and WVOJ Radio of Jacksonville,

Florida.> The complaint alleged that Johnson continued to host a

call-in radio program on WVOJ after becoming a candidate for
Congress, and that this arrangement may have constituted a

prohibited in-kind contributicn from WVOY to the Johnson campaign,

Attachment B-1. WVOJ's response indicates that both before and

after becoming a candidate for Congress, Johnson paid WvVOJ for two

hours of live broadcast time every weekday afternoon and a two

hour replay at night. See Attachment B-2 at 1. The station

asserts that after Johnson became a Congressional candidate, the

time was paid for by his campaign committee. Id. at 3. The
committee’s disclosure reports appear to corroborate the

assertion.

As discussed supra at 5-6, paid political advertising falls

outside the scope of the news media exemption. Furthermore,
because it appears that WVOJ charged Johnson the usual and normal

charge for air time consis.:_nt with 11 C.F.R.

§ 100.7(a)(1)(iii)(A), this Office recommends the

Commission find

no reason to believe that WVOJ violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b, and close

3. Friends of Corinne Brown was the principal campaign
committee of Corinne Brown, who, like Johnson, was a candidate for
the Democratic nomination for U. S. Representative from the Third
Congressional District of Florida. 1In the September 1, 1992
Florida Democratic primary, Brown and Johnson received 43 percent
and 31 percent of the vote, respectively, qualifying them for the
October 1, 1992, run-off election. In the run-off, Brown was
nominated, receiving 64 percent of the vote to Johnson’s 36
percent. Brown was elected to the U. S. House of Representatives
in the November 3, 1992 general election.



the file with respect to IVDJ.‘

However, WVOJ's response raises the gquestion of whether
Johnson’s call-in show carried a legally sufficient disclaimer.

The response indicates that after Johnson became a candidate, the

show was identified as a "Paid Political Broadcast." Attachment

B-2 at 2. 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a)(1) provides that political

advertising, "if paid for and authorized hy a candidate, an -
authorized political committee of a candidate, or its agents,

shall clearly state that the communication has been paid for by

such authorized political committee."™ A disclaimer identifying
Johnson’'s show as a "Paid Political Broadcast" without identifying
who paid for it would not meet Section 44l1d(a)(l)’'s requirements.
Accordingly, this Office recommends that the Commission find
reason to believe that the Committee to Elect Andy Johnson and

Andrew E. Johnson, as treasurer, viclated 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a)(1).

0 09 ¥ 3D &k
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4. 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)(1)(iii)(A) provides that the provision
of services to a political committee at less than the usual and
normal charge for such services will constitute an in-kind
contribution to the committee. Both the contract between WVOJ and
Johnson and the FCC’s regulations governing the sale of broadcast
time to candidates provide that if air time is used by candidates
personally within 45 days of a primary or run-off election, the
station may charge the "lowest unit charge of the station for the
same class and amount of time for the same period;" prior to 45
days before an election, the station may charge not more than "the
charges made for comparable use of such station time by other
users." Attachment B-2 at 3; 47 C.F.R. § 73.1940(b) (reprinted at
11 C.F.R. Supp. A., p. 265 (1992 ed.)). Moreover, the rates on
the contract appear generally consistent with the advertising
rates quoted for WVOJ in the Gale Directory of Publications and
Broadcast Media 1993, taking into consideration the time of
broadcast and the station’s wattage. Therefore, it appears that
WVOJ charged Johnson the "usual and normal" charge for air time.

J




3. MUR 3615

This matter was generated by a complaint received from Don
Brewer, Jr., chairman of the Duval County (Florida) Republican
Executive Committee, against WJXT-TV in Jacksonville, Florida and
the Clinton-Gore 92 Committee and Robert A. Farmer, as treasurer,.
The complaint alleges that WIXT broadcast a live call-in interview

program featuring Democratic presidential nominee Bill Clinton on
5 , C e

-

September 9, 1992.° According to’ the complaint, WJXT invited the
public and placed television sets on its premises outside its
studio building so that members of the public could watch the
program. It then allegedly allowed the Clinton campaign to erect
a tent over the televisicn sets and exclude persons who were not
Clinton supporters from the tent. The Clinton committee
purportedly "enclosed the area with police tape and police
officers to prevent non-Clinton supporters from viewing the
program. Approximately two hundred and fifty Clinton supporters
were allowed into [the)] viewing area while approximately seventy
non-Clinton supporters were held away from the event by police
lines." Attachment C-1. Moreover, the complaint alleges that
"WJXT . . . allowed Clinton financial supporters into the station
to meet privately with Governor Clinton." 1Id. The cumulative
effect of these events, the complaint alleges, was a prohibited

corporate in-kind contribution from WJXT to the Clinton campaign.

Both responses dispute the complaint’s version of the facts.

8. The broadcast was apparently carried statewide over the
"Florida News Network," which consists of WIXT and several other
television stations.
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R e
While Clinteon appaceni®y 4% sgpear on WIXT’'s September 9
broadcast, both responses indicate that the television sets were
brought onto WJXT's property by the Clinton campaign, not WJIXT.
Attachment C-2 at 3; Attachment C-3 at 3. However, HJiT
management apparently did not object to the sets’ pf:seﬁce:
management had already decided to permit the general public to
gather on its property while Clinton was inside the studio
building, attachment C-2 at 2, and it appears that this decision
may have come in response to a request from the Clinton committee.

Attachment C-3 at 5. Station management explicitly gave the

4

Clinton campaign permission to put up the tent, but not until the

Z

tent was partially erected. Attachment C-2 at 3. Neither

response directly disputes the complaint’s contention that persons

4 opposed to Clinton’s candidacy were excluded from the tent.
ii However, WJXT asserts that crowd control at the site was handled
o by local police (including some off-duty officers with whom it

<y contracted to direct traffic in its parking lot) and the U. S.

D Secret Service, and that any actions by those agencies or by

2 Clinton supporters to exclude Clinton opponents from the premises
™

were taken without station management’s knowledge or approval.
Id. at 2. Finally, WJIXT denies that it hosted a "private meeting"
between Clinton and "financial supporters™; instead, it asserts it

hosted a small reception after the program for Clinton and local
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dignitaries. Id. at 342"
The broadcast itself appears to fall within the "media
exemption."” A call-in interview with a major party nominee for
President is a legitimate news story, and it makes no difference
that the station is producifiy; == well as covering, the news

story. Cf. MUR 2567 (debates produced by broadcasters are news
stories within meaning of exemption). WJXT is an FCC licensee,
and there is no indication that it is owned or controlled by a
party, candidate, or committee. Moreover, there appears to be no
factual basis for any implication in the complaint that the event
after the broadcast was a Clinton fundraiser.

This Office does not concur with WJXT or the Clinton-Gore
Committee’s contention that any costs incurred by WJXT with regard
to the tent, including the opportunity costs of allowing the
Clinton Committee to use WJXT property to install TV sets and a
tent were "costs incurred in covering or carrying” Clinton’s
appearance on the broadcast and therefore exempt pursuant to
11 C.F.R. §§ 100.7(b)(2) and 100.8(b)(2). Contrary to WJIXT’s
assertions, the station’s ability to carry the broadcast was in no
way altered by its decision to allow demonstrators on station
property. In fact, granting permission to the Clinton Committee

to set up TV sets and to erect a tent to shelter the TVs and

Clinton supporters is entirely unrelated to the station’s

6. WJIXT does acknowledge that some Clinton supporters entered
the station building and “"were restricted to a roped off area" in
the lobby, although the station claims WJXT personnel did not let
them into the building. The station also acknowledges that Mr.
Clinton shook hands with these supporters as he walked through the
lobby on his way out. See C-2 at 12-13.




broadcast function and should not be viewed as a "cost incurred in
covering or carrying a new story."

Under the Act, corporations are prohibited from making any
contribution or expenditure in connection with the election of a
Federal candidate, and candidates and political committees are
prohibited from knowingly accepting any such contributions or
expenditures. 2 U.S5.C. § 441b(a). For purposes of Section 441b, ]
"contribution or expenditure” is defined to include "any direct or
indirect payment, distribution, loan advance, deposit or gift or
money . or any services, or anything of value to any candidate,
ce=psign committee, or political committee or organization in
connection with a federal election.” 2 U.5.C. & £41B(B)TA .~ i
this case, the use of WIXT's property by the Clinton campaign
clearly constitutes an in-kind contribution prohibited under
Section 441b.’

WJIXT advances two arguments for concluding that, even
without the protection of the news media exemption, it made no
contribution or expenditure in this case. First, the station
argues that none of its actions were taken for the purpose of

influencing a federal election as would be required by 2 U.S.C.
§ 431(8) under Orloski v. FEC, 795 F.2d 156 (D.C. Cir. 1986).

That case involved an address at a picnic by an incumbent

officeholder in his capacity as a Member of Congress; here Clinton

7. While the Corporations Division of the Office of the
Secretary of State of Florida lists no corporation under the name
"WJXT," the Gales Directory of Publications and Broadcast Media
1992 lists WIXT as owned by Post-Newsweek Stations, Inc. of
Washington, D.C.
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spoke to Florida voters not in his capacity as Governor of
Arkansas but in his capacity as a Presidential candidate.B The
station also argues that its actions do not constitute
expenditures on the grounds that they lack "express advocacy."
WJIXT attempts to rely on the Supreme Court’s holding "that an

expenditure must constitute ’express advocacy’ in order to be

subject to the prohibition of Section 441b. FEC v. Massachusetts

Citizens for Life, 479 U.S. 2456, 249 (1986). Respondent’s

argument carries no weight here since this case does not involve
independent expenditures but rather in-kind contributions for
which the "express advocacy" limitation does not apply. :

Accordingly, it appears that WJXT made, and the Clinton {
campaign knowingly received, a prohibited contribution.
Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission find reason
to believe that WJXT-TV violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a) and that the
Clinton-Gore ’EZAConiittee adﬁkk¢ﬂt:;‘5;.rarner. as treasurer,
knowingly violated 2 U.S.C.~s 44alb(a) anéﬂtité@ted 26 11.8.C.
§ 9003.

4. HNMUR 3624

This matter was generated by a complaint eceived from
Walter H. Shapiro of Charlotte, North Carolina, against WBT Radio
of Charlotte, the Bush-Quayle ’'92 Primary Committee, the
Bush-Quayle ’92 General Committee, and J. Stanley Syckaby, as

N\
treasurer of both committees. The complaint alleges“hat by

A
~z

8. WJIXT actually invited both major party candidates to appiar
for Town Meeting programs. The Bush campaign initially declined
the offer and then subsequently agreed to participate in a program
broadcast on October 23, 1992. See Attachment C-2 at 2.
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broadcasting the nationally syndicated Rush Limbaugh radio

program, WBT effectively broadcast three hours a day of unpaid
advertising for the Bush-Quaylie campaign and thereby made a
prohibited in-kind contribution. Attachment D-1. On November 30, 1
1992, Shapiro amended his complaint, alleging that Limbaugh was in
a business relationship with Roger Ailes, a consultant to former
President Bush’s 1988 campaign, and that Bush and then-Vice s
President Quayle appeared on the Limbaugh program while other
candidates for President and Vice President did not. Attachment
D-2.

WBT is licensed by the FCC, and is owned not by any party,
candidate or committee but by Jefferson-Pilot Communications Co.,
a4 North Carolina media corporation. 1In a sworn affidavit in '3-
response to the complaint, Richard Jackson Whitt, WBT's general
manager, stated that the Limbaugh program is a nationally
syndicated "call-in" talk show broadcast for three hours every
weekday. On the typical show, Limbaugh "states his opinion on
some subject and then invites callers, who may express opposing or
supporting views. . . . Politics may or may not be discussed on
any given day." Attachment D-4 at 5-6. Limbaugh’s program
therefore appears to be commentary by a third party not employed
by WBT; such third-party commentary is squarely within the
"legitimate press function"™ of a broadcaster. Advisory Opinion
1982-44. WBT’'s broadcast of the Rush Limbaugh program thus

appears to be protected by the media exemption, and there appears

to have been no prohibited in-kind corporate contribution for




either Bush-Quayle committee to lcc.pt.’ Accordingly, this Office
recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe that WBT
Radio, the Bush-Quayle ‘92 Primary Committee, the Bush-Quayle ’92
General Committee, and J. Stanley Huckaby, as treasurer of both
committees violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR
3624,

and close the file.

5. MUR 3660

This matter was generated by a complaint received
from Dr. Philip W. Ogilvie of Washington, D. C. against Flower &

Garden magazine. The complaint alleges that Flower & Garden’s use

of Barbara Bush’'s picture on the cover of its November 1992 issue

was an illegal in-kind contribution to the presidential campaign

of Mrs. Bush’s husband. Attachment E-1.

As the response of KC Publishing, Inc., the parent of Flower
& Garden, points out, Barbara Bush was a public figure whose
interest in gardening was newsworthy for a general-interest
publication devoted to that topic; the cover picture accompanied
an interview with Mrs. Bush printed inside the magazine.

Attachment E-2. Moreover, Flower & Garden would appear to be a

"bona fide" magazine. From a xerographic copy of the magazine’s

cover, it would appear that Flower & Garden is in bound pamphlet

form. It is published every other month, and apparently has a

9. Shapiro’s amendment to the complaint, which must be read
broadly even to find an allegation of conduct that would violate
the Act, may be an attempt to allege that through a web of

unsubstantiated relationships between the committees, Ailes, and
Limbaugh, the costs associated with the program constituted

in-kind contributions. No factual support is offered for such an
allegation.



regular subscription price of $12.95 per year, a subscription and
newsstand circulation of more than 570,000, and regular

advertising rates. 1 Gale Directory of Publications & Broadcast

Media 1993 1165. Further, it appears to contain articles of

interest to the general gardening public. Therefore, Flower &

Garden’s interview with Barbara Bush appears to have been within
its legitimate press function.
KC Publishing’s response does not explicitly address the

issue of ownership or control, but no available data suggest that

KC Publishing is a party, committee or candidate. FEC indices

reveal no campaign activity by KC Publishing or publisher John C.

Prebich in the 1992 election cycle. Accordingly this Office

recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe that KC

Publishing, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b, and close the file on

MUR 3660.

6. MURs 3706, 3709, and 3710

These matters were all generated by complaints filed by

10

) William D. White of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. In MUR 3706, White

filed a complaint against Lynn Yeakel; the Lynn Yeakel for U.S.
Senate Committee and Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer; Senator

Arlen Specter; Citizens for Arlen Specter and Stephen J. Harmelin,

10. White claims to have been an independent candidate for
United States Senator from Pennsylvania in the November 3, 1992
general election. See, e.g., Attachment F-1 at 2. However, White
failed to file a Statement of Candidacy with the Commission for
the 1992 election, and counsel for one of the respondents in these
matters stated upon information and belief that White failed to
qualify for the Pennsylvania balloct. Attachment F-Z at 2.




as tt.llutltlll WDUQ Radio of Pittsburgh; and Kevin Gavin, WDUQ's
news director. The complaint alleges that WDUQ provided free air
time to the Yeakel campaign, and that this constituted an illegal
in-kind contribution. It also implies that Gavin, who is WDUQ's
news director, personally contributed services to the Yeakel
campaign by interviewing Yeakel during the broadcast produced with
WDUQ’s grant of free air time. Additionally, White alleges that
WDUQ'’s coverage of Yeakel and Specter’s participation in the
League of Women Voters’ "Citizens’ Jury" program constituted an
illegal in-kind contribution from WDUQ to both campaigns.
Attachment F-1.

WDUQ's general manager, Judy Jankowski, averred in a sworn
affidavit that the station made "free and essentially unrestricted
time" available to all candidates for the U. S. Senate from
Pennsylvania, including White. Attachment F-4 at 2. WDUQ’'s
donation of air time was similar to that approved by the
Commission in Advisory Opinion 1982-44, and to the donation of
free newspaper space held to be within the media exemption in
MUR 486 (cited in AO 1982-44). WDUQ's coverage of the League of
Women Voters’ "Citizens’ Jury" appears to have been spot news
coverage. Moreover, WDUQ is an FCC licensee; therefore, the
broadcasts at issue appear to have been within WDUQ's legitimate
press function. Additionally, WDUQ appears to be owned not by a

party, committee or candidate, but by Duquesne University.

11. Senator Specter was the Republican nominee for U. S. Senator
from Pennsylvania in the 1992 general election, and Yeakel was the
Democratic nominee. Senator Specter was re-elected, receiving 51
percent of the vote to Yeakel’s 49 percent.
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Attachment F-4 at 1. Accordingly, this Office recommends that the
Commission find no reason to believe that WDUQ Radio or Kevin
Gavin violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3706.

Because there appears to have been no prohibited contribution to

accept,

this Office further recommends that the Commission find no

reason to believe that Lynn Yeakel, the Yeakel for Senate

Committee or Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer, Senator Arlen

Specter, or Citizens for Arlen Specter or Stephen J. Harmelin, as
treasurer violated any provision of the Act with respect to
MUR 3706 and close the file.

In MUR 3709, White filed a complaint against Yeakel, the

Yeakel committee, and WPXI-TV of Pittsburgh. The complaint

alleged that WPXI‘s hour-long broadcast of a "call-in" interview

featuring Yeakel constituted an illegal in-kind contribution from

WPXI to the Yeakel campaign. Attachment G-1. On December 2,

1992, White amended his complaint to name each of the program’s

advertisers as respondents, and, on January 8, 1993, White again

amended his complaint to name as a respondent Willoughby

Communications, an advertising agency that acted as purchasing

12

agent for one of the advertisers. The amendments alleged that

The advertiser respondents in MUR 3709 are:

Lawrence Convention Center
Monrco Muffler/Brake

Welch Foods, Inc.
Richardson-Vicks, Inc.
MAACO

Quality Furniture Co.
Edgar Snyder and Associates
Red Lobster Restaurants
International Paper Co.
Turnpike Toyota
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the advertisers’ sponsorship of the program constituted illegal
in-kind contributions to the Yeakel campaign. Attachments G-2 and
G-3.

WPXI responds that the program about which White complains
was a "regularly scheduled news program." Attachment G-4 at 1.
Confirming this assertion, all of the advertiser respondents
contend that they bought time on WPXI news programming generally,
and had no knowledge (much less intent) that they were buying time
on a broadcast featuring Yeakel. For instance, respondent Monro
Muffler/Brake asserted that "one spot was ordered to run every
other week from July 11 through October 3, 1992 in the WPXI
Saturday morning ‘news block’ between 8 a.m. and 12 p.m."
Attachment G-6. The specific placement of advertisements within
that time period was apparently left up to WPXI.

Regularly scheduled news programs are protected by the media
exemption. Moreover, WPXI is an FCC licensee and does not appear
to be owned or controlled by a party, committee or candidate.
Accordingly, it appears to be within the media exemption, and this
Office recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe
that WPXI-TV violated any provision of the Act with respect to
MUR 3709.

As discussed supra at 6, non-political advertising on or

sponsorship of material which qualifies for the media exemption is

(Footnote 12 continued from previous page)
West Penn Power Co.
Cinema World, Inc.
Medic Alert
General Mills, Inc.
Willi’s ski Shop
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not prohibited by 2 U.S.C. § 441b, provided that the advertiser
exercises no editorial control over the content of the exempt
material. Because none of the advertiser respondents appeared to
exercise editorial control over the content of WPXI's interview

with Yeakel, this Office recommends that the Commission find no

reason to believe that any of the advertiser respondents or
Willoughby Communications violated any provision of the Act.

Finally, because there appears to have been no prohibited in-kind

contribution,

this Office recommends that the Commission find no
reason to believe that Lynn Yeakel or the Lynn Yeakel for Senate
Committee, or Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer, violated any
provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3709 and close the file.

In MUR 3710, White filed a complaint against Senator

Specter, the Specter committee, and WPXI. The allegations were

substantially the same as those involving Yeakel, the Yeakel

committee, and WPXI in MUR 3709. Attachment H-1l. However, unlike

4 09 45

in MUR 3709, White did not name individual advertisers on the
program as respondents. The allegations and responses in MUR 3710

are sufficiently similar to those in MUR 3709 for the same

analysis to apply. Accordingly, this Office recommends that the

Commission find no reason to believe that any respondents violated

any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3710 and close the
file.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

A. With respect to MUR 3483:

1. Find no reason to believe that KXIC Radio, the U. S.
Small Business Administration, George Bush, or the
Bush-Quayle '92 Primary Committee or J. Stanley Huckaby,
as treasurer, violated any provision of the Act.



=33

Approve the appropriate letters.
Close the file.

With respect to MUR 3605:

Find no reason to believe that WVOJ Radio violated

2 U.S.C. § 441b, and close the file with respect to WVOJ
radio.

Find reason to believe that the Committee to Elect Andy
Johnson and Andrew E. Johnson, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. § 441d(a)(1).

Approve the attached Factual and Legal Analysis.
Approve the appropriate letters.

With respect to MUR 3615:

N Find reason to believe that WJXT-TV violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b(a).

Find reason to believe that the Clinton-Gore ’92

N Committee and Robert A. Farmer, as treasurer, knowingly
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a) and violated 26 U.S5.C.

§ 9003.

4

Approve the attached Factual and Legal Analyses.
Approve the appropriate letters.

With respect to MUR 3624:

o Find no reason to believe that WBT Radio, the
: Bush-Quayle ’'92 Primary Committee, the Bush-Quayle ’92
o) General Committee, or J. Stanley Huckaby as treasurer of

both committees, violated any provision of the Act.
Approve the appropriate letters.
Close the file.

With respect to MUR 3660:

Find no reason to believe that KC Publishing, Inc.,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

Approve the appropriate letters.

Close the file.



With respect to MUR 3706:

1. Find no reason to believe that WDUQ Radio, Kevin Gavin,
Lynn Yeakel, the Lynn Yeakel for U. S. Senate Committee
or Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer, Arlen Specter, or
Citizens for Arlen Specter or Stephen J. Harmelin, as

treasurer, violated any provision of the Act.

Approve the appropriate letters.

file.

Close the

With respect to MUR 3709:

1. Find no reason to believe that Lynn Yeakel, the Lynn
Yeakel for U. S. Senate Committee or Sidney Rosenblatt, .
as treasurer, WPXI-TV, Lawrence Convention Center, Monro
Muffler/Brake, Welch Foods, Inc., Richardson-Vicks,
Inc., MAACO, Quality Furniture Co., Edgar Snyder and
Associates, Red Lobster Restaurants, International Paper
Co., Turnpike Toyota, West Penn Power Co., Cinema World, p
Inc., Medic Alert, General Mills, Inc., Willi’'s Ski
Shop, or Willoughby Communications violated any
provision of the Act.

2. Approve the appropriate letters.

4 535336

3. Close the file.

7

H. With respect to MUR 3710:

4 0

1. Find no reason to believe that Arlen Specter, Citizens
for Arlen Specter or Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasurer,
or WPXI-TV violated any provision of the Act.

-

Approve the appropriate letters.

Close the file.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G. Lgrner
Associate/ General Counsel

{(}m




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 3709
Lynn Yeakel;

Lynn Yeakel for U. S. Senate
Committee and Sidney Rosenblatt,
as treasurer;

WPXI-TV;

Lawrence Convention Center;
Monro Muffler/Brake;

Welch Foods, Inc.;
Richardson-Vicks, Inc.;

MAACO;

Quality Furniture Co.;

Edgar Snyder and Associates;

Red Lobster Restaurants;
International Paper Co.;
Turnpike Toycta;

West Penn Power Co.;

Cinema World, Inc.;

Medic Alert;

General Mills, Inc.;

Willi’s Ski Shop;

Willoughby Communications

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on May 27,
1993, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

vote of 5-0 to take the following actions in MUR 3709:

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 3709
May 25, 1993

Find no reason to believe that Lynn
Yeakel, the Lynn Yeakel for U. S.
Senate Committee or Sidney Rosenblatt,
as treasurer, WPXI-TV, Lawrence
Convention Center, Monro Muffler/Brake,
Welch Foods, Inc., Richardson-Vicks, Inc.,
MAACO, Quality Furniture Co., Edgar
Snyder and Associates, Red Lobster
Restaurants, International Paper Co.,
Turnpike Toyota, West Penn Power Co.,
Cinema World, Inc., Medic Alert,
General Mills, Inc., Willi’s Ski Shop,
or Willoughby Communications violated
any provision of the Act.

Approve the appropriate letters as
recommended in the General Counsel’s
report dated May 17, 1993.

3. Close the file.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McGarry, Potter, and
Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner

McDonald was not present.

Attest:

"] Marjorie W. ‘zuonrg A E L

Séfretary of the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20461

JUNE 8, 1993

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William D. White
16 East Manilla Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

RE: MUR 3709

Dear Mr. White:

On May 25, 1993, the Federal Election Commission reviewed the
allegations of your complaint dated November 17, 1992, as amended
on December 2, 1992 and January 8, 1993, and found that on the
basis of the information provided in your complaint that there is
no reason to believe that Lynn Yeakel, Lynn Yeakel for U. S.
Senate Committee and Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer, WPXI-TV,
Lawrence Convention Center, Monro Muffler/Brake, Welch Foods,
Inc., Richardson-Vicks, Inc., MAACO, Quality Furniture Co., Edgar
Synar and Associates, Red Lobster Restaurants, International Paper
Co., Turnpike Toyota, West Penn Power Co., Cinema World, Inc.,
Medic Alert, General Mills, Inc., Willi’'s Ski Shop, or Willoughby
Communications violated any provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act.") Accordingly, on
May 25, 1993, the Commission closed the file in this matter.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

JUNE 8, 1993

Sidney D. Rosenblatt, Treasurer

L{nn Yeakel for U. S. Senate Committee
3120 North 17th Street

Philadelphia, PA 19132

MUR 3709

Lynn Yeakel for U. S. Senate
Committee and

Sidney D. Rosenblatt, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Rosenblatt:

On November 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified the Lynn Yeakel for U. S. Senate Committee ("Committee")
and you, as treasurer, of a complaint alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (“"the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, that there is no reason to believe
the Committee and you, as treasurer, violated any provision of the
Act with respect to MUR 3709. Accordingly, the Commission closed
its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

erner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 20463

JUNE 8, 1993

Lynn Yeakel
1735 Market Street, 35th Floor
Philadelpi.ia, PA 19103

RE: MUR 3709
Lynn Yeakel

Yeakel:

Dear Ms.

On November 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging violations of certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
{"the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, that there is no reason to believe
that you violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR
3709. Accordingly, the Commission clcsed its file in this matter.

y 4 Y 4

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

4
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Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Sl —

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

JUNE 8, 1993

Jonathan D. Hart, Esquire

Dow, Lohnes & Albertson

1255 23rd Street, N.W. Suite 500
Washington, DC 20037

RE MUR 3709
WPXI-TV

Dear Mr, Hart:

On November 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client of a complaint alleging violations of certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you on
behalf of your client, that there is no reason to believe WPXI-TV
violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3709.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(l1l2) 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
seneral Counsel

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 2046)

JUNE 8, 1993

Dennis Veraldi, Esq.

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott
600 Grant Street, 42nd Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

MUR 3709
Lawrence Convention Center

Dear Mr. Veraldi:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, the Lawrence Convention Center, of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you on
behalf of your client. that there is no reason to believe that the
Lawrence Convention Center violated any provision of the Act with
respect to 4UR 3709. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

S Cxe ——

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

JUNR 8, 1993

Robert W. August, Vice President
Monro Muffler/Brake

P. 0. Box 22720

Rochester, NY 14692

RE: MUR 3709
Monro Muffler/Brake

Dear Mr. August:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified Monro Muffler/Brake of a complaint alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you,
that there is no reason to believe Monro Muffler/Brake violated
any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3709. Accordingly,
the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

- 7P

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s EReport
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2046)

JUNE 8, 1993

Brice M. Clagett, Esg.
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
P. 0. Box 7566

Washington, DC 20044

RE: MUR 3709
Welch's (Welch Foods, Inc.)

Dear Mr. Clagett:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, Welch Foods, Inc., of a complaint alleging
violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you on
behalf of your client, that there is no reason to believe Welch’s
violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3709.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within 30
days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon a3
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

L,

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2046)

JUNE 8, 1993

David G. Hemminger, Esq.
Corporation Counsel

The Procter & Gamble Company
1l Procter & Gamble Plaza
Cincinnati, OH 45202-3315

RE: MUR 3709
Richardson-Vicks, Inc.

Dear Mr. Hemminger:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client of a complaint alleging violations of certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you on
behalf of your client, that there is no reason to believe
Richardson-Vicks, Inc. violated any provision of the Act with
respect to MUR 3709. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

S

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 2046)

JUNE 8, 1993

Joseph Schumacher, Esquire
Abraham, Pressman & Bauer, P.C.
1818 Market Street - 35th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19102

RE: MUR 3709
MAACO Enterprises, Inc.

Dear Mr. Schumacher:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, MAACO Enterprises, Inc., of a complaint
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the

information in the complaint, and information provided by you on
behalf of your client, that there is no reason to believe MAACO

Enterprises, Inc. violated any provision of the Act with respect
to MUR 3709. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this

matter.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

RV

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Encliosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

JUNE 8, 1993

Jonathan D. Hart

Dow, Lohnes & Albertson

1255 23rd Street, N.W. - Suite 500
Washington, DC 20037

RE: MUR 3709
Quality Furniture Co.

Dear Mr. Hart:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, Quality PFurniture Co., of a complaint
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the

information in the complaint, and information provided by you on
behalf of your client, that there is no reason to believe Quality
Furniture Co. violated any provision of the Act with respect to
MUR 3709. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the publ!ic 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20461

JUNE 8, 1993

Jonathan D. Hart, Esquire
Dow, Lohnes & Albertson
1255 23rd Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20037

RE: MUR 3709
Edgar Snyder and Associates

Dear Mr. Hart:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, Edgar Snyder and Associates, of a complaint
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act™).

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you on
behalf of your client, that there is no reason to believe Edgar
Snyder and Associates violated any provision of the Act with
respect to MUR 3709. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Y

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DT J0db3

JUNE 8, 1993

Ivy S. Bernhardson, Esq.

Vice President

Senior Associate Counsel

Assistant Secretary

General Mills, Inc.

Executive Offices

Number One General Mills Boulevard
P. 0. Box 1113

Minneapolis, MN 55440

RE: MUR 3709

General Mills, Inc.
Red Lobster Restaurants

Dear Ms. Bernhardson:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified General Mills, Inc. and Red Lobster Restaurants of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you,
that there is no reason to believe General Mills, Inc. or Red
Lobster violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR
3709. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

=93

Lois G. rner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

JUNE 8, 1993

Williams G. Lewis, Esquire
International Paper Company
Two Manhattansville Road
Purchase, NY 10577-2196

RE: MUR 3709
International Paper Company

Dear Mr. Lewis:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified International Paper Company of a complaint alleging
violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you,
that there is no reason to believe International Paper Company
violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3709.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G.ELerner

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

JUNE 8, 1993

Turnpike Toyota
1312 Perry Highway
Mars, PA 16046

RE: MUR 3709
Turnpike Toyota

Dear Sir or Madam:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging violations of certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint that there is no reason to believe
Turnpike Toyota vioclated any provision of the Act with respect to
MUR 3709. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G. Erner

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2048)

JUNE 8, 1993

John L. Munsch, Esquire
West Penn Power Company
800 Cabin Hill Drive
Greensburg, PA 15601

MUR 3709
West Penn Power Company

Dear Mr. Munsch:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified West Penn Power Company of a complaint alleging
violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you,
that there is no reason to believe West Penn Power Company
violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3709.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(1l2) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within 30
days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 2046}

JUNE 8, 1993

Jonathan D. Hart

Dow, Lohnes & Albertson

1255 23rd Street, N.W. Suite 500
Washington, DC 20037

RE MUR 3709
Cinema World, Inc.

Dear Mr. Hart:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, Cinema World, Inc., of a complaint alleging
violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the

information in the complaint, and information provided by your
client, that there is no reason to believe Cinema World, Inc.
violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3709.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

TG Qe
Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2046}

JUNE 8, 1993

Gene Wycoff
Medic Alert
2323 Colorado Avenue
Turlock, CA 95380

RE:

MUR 3709
Medic Alert

Dear Mr. Wycoff:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified Medic Alert of a complaint alleging violations of certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you,
that there is no reason to believe Medic Alert violated any
provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3709. Accordingly, the
Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

U 4 0% 4 3:9. 99
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Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

\_____/
——
BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

JUNE 8, 1993

Jonathan D. Hart, Esq.

Dow, Lohnes & Albertson

1255 23rd Street, N.W. Suite 500
Washington, DC 20037

RE MUR 3709
Willi’s Ski Shop

Dear Mr. Hart:

On December 14, 1992, the Federal Election Commissicn
notified your client, Willi’'s Ski Shop, of a complaint alleging
violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the

information in the complaint, and information provided by you on
behalf of your client, that there is no reason to believe Willi's
Ski Shop viclated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR
3709. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

AR v

Lois G. 'Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20483

JUNE 8, 1993

Roger Willoughby-Ray
Willoughby Communications
1304 Greystone
Pittsburgh, PA 15241

RE: MUR 3709
Willoughby Communications

Dear Mr. Willoughby-Ray:

On January 22, 1993, the Federal Election Commission notified
Willoughby Communications of a complaint alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act").

On May 25, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you,
that there is no reason to believe Willoughby Communications
violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3709.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 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
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G.;Lerner

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report
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