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William Oldaker, Esq.
General Counsel ,:yﬁ
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION A
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 379 (77)

Dear Mr. Oldaker:

With reference to your letter dated 6/2/77 and my letter to you
dated 6,13/77, I understand from Mr. Stein that your office has
confirmed from your records the fact of the telephone conference
between an FEC representative and Mr. Caldwell referred to in my
letter to you. As Mr. Stein acknowledged, there is no reason to
doubt that Mr. Caldwell did pose the prepared questions and received
the answers from the FEC advisor as related in my letter.

Under such circumstances, it would seem clear that Mr. Hansen
and his committee would not even be in technical violation of the act,
since they specifically followed FEC direction in point. Yet the
public has been led to believe through FEC spokesman David Fisk that
Congressman Hansen was in "technical violation” of the act as a result
of his report not containing reference to the alleged loans. Once
again the press in Idaho has reported Mr. Hansen as being in trouble
with the FEC and in "technical violation" of the law. It seems only
fair that this situation should be rectified by a simple statement
from the FEC that the Commission's action in MUR 379 (77) did not
constitute a determination by the Commission that the congressman or
his committee was in technical violation of the act.

Again, please consider this a formal request on behalf of
Congressman George V. Hansen for clarification of the determination by
the Commission in MUR 379 (77). If Congressman Hansen, myself, or any
of his staff can do anything to facilitate your response to this
request, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very tr ly yours,

JofN L. RU'\IFT
JLR:1r FEDERAL ELECTION COMMTSSTON

cc: Congressman Hansen BFHmAL H‘.E ww

OFFICE OF GENERAL CouN3c:




RUNFT & LONGETEIG, CHARTERED

\PATTORNF.YS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
420 WEST BANNOCK STREET
P.O. BOX 953
BOISE, IDAHO 83701

®; 41 19,0

u

w

cp

L

William Oldaker, Esq.
General Counsel

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
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William Oldaker, Esq. ':35
General Counsel ) VEP
Federal Election Committee )
1325 K Street N.W. e

Washington, D.C. 20463
Re: MUR 379 (77)
Dear Mr. Oldaker:

I am in receipt of your letter dated June 2nd, 1977,
and thank you for same, As your letter advised, I have
directed some questions to David Stein of your office con-
cerning your notice to Congressman Hansen that a complaint
has been filed against him with the FEC in the above referenced
matter. It is as a result of my telephone conversations with
Mr. Stein, and with his advice, that I am directing this letter
to you.

Your notice of June 2nd, 1977, to Congressman Hansen
in this matter notified him of the complaint received which
alleged that loans made by him to his committee were not
reflected in his disclosure report, in technical violation
of the Act. Further, your letter to Congressman Hansen advised
that "the Commission has voted to take no action with respect
to this complaint....” Nowhere in your letter is it stated
that Congressman Hansen's failure to reflect the alleged loans
in his disclosure reports, under the circumstances, constituted
a violation of the Act, technical or otherwise. 1In other words,
from your letter it appears that the Commission did not deter-
mine that the Congressman was in violation of the Act, but,
rather, it simply determined to take no action with respect
to this complaint. Additionally, your letter requests that
Congressman Hansen submit the waiver provided for in Regulation
101.3.

However, apparently FEC spokesman David Fiske advised
the press that Congressman Hansen was in "technical violation"
of the Act as a result of his report not containing reference
to the alleged loans. In order to rectify this apparent conflict
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William Oldaker, Esqg.
Page Two
June 13, 1977

of advice from the FEC, I am respectfully requesting written
clarification from your office as to whether, in fact, the
Commission determined that Congressman Hansen was in violation
of the Act, whether technically or otherwise,

With respect to the possible existence of a technical
violation, please let me present certain facts, which I dis-
cussed at length with Mr. Stein, which would appear to obviate
any technical vioclation on the part of Congressman Hansen.
First, with regard to the alleged loans. The items in question
were not loans to the Committee in the sense that the Committee
received money from the Congressman. These items were expen-
ditures made by the Congressman for postage and the Congressman
was subsequently reimbursed for them.

Secondly, there was some confusion at the time con-
cerning the filing of the candidate report, since the FEC had
advised that it could not receive Form C waivers until the
regulations became effective., It was frankly assumed that the
filing of a candidate report in place of the proposed waiver,
pending the effective date of the regulations, was really a
formality only. However, recognizing a possible problem in
reporting the unreimbursed expenses of the Congressman, the
Committee treasurer, Mr. Lee Caldwell, C.P.A., telephoned the
FEC for clarification on this point. As the enclosed diary
notes indicate, Mr. Caldwell was informed that there was no
requirement to report the expenditures on the Congressman's
report, since it was the Committee's intent to reimburse the
Congressman therefor.

As I have previously advised the FEC, the system we
have developed for handling the Committee's matters includes
the maintaining of a telephone diary by Mr. Caldwell, wherein
all telephone conversations with the FEC are recorded as to
questions, advice, and time of the call. The enclosed sheet
is a copy of the page in the telephone diary reflecting
Mr. Caldwell's conversation with a woman at the FEC on the
toll free line at 11:30 a.m. on June 8, 1976. As indicated
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RUNFT & LONGETEIG, CHARTERED - 420 WEST BANNOCK STREET - P.O. BOX 953 - BOISE, IDAHO 83701

William Oldaker, Esq.
Page Three
June 13, 1977

by the enclosed diary sheet, Mr. Caldwell posed the question
of how to handle reporting the expenditures by the Congressman
for postage and their reimbursement and listed three possible
methods. Likewise as indicated, Mr. Caldwell was advised that
the best way to show the transaction would be not to show the
expenditures as loans but, rather, to show the expenditures

as a debt owed to the Congressman on Schedule C. She specifi-
cally advised Mr. Caldwell that the Committee could carry the
debt and the Congressman wnould not need to report the expendi-
tures on his candidate report so long as it was the intent of
the Committee to reimburse the Congressman.

If desired, I could obtain and send to you an affidavit
of Mr. Caldwell swearing to the foregoing facts.

Please consider this a formal request on behalf of
Congressman George V. Hansen for a clarification of whether
or not the Commission's action in MUR 379 (77) constituted a
determination by the Commission that the Congressman was in
technical violation of the Act. If you have any question or
desire further information, please do not hesitate to contact me,

Very truly yours,

LA

JoO L. RUNFT

JLR/cd
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RUNFT & LONGETEIG, CHARTERED

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
420 WEST BANNOCK STREET
~ P.O. BOX 953
BOISE, IDAHO 83701

William Oldaker, Esqg.
General Counsel

Federal Election Committee
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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william Oldaker, Esqg.
Page TwO
June 13, 1977

of advice from the FEC, 1 am respectfully reqguesting written
clarification from vour cffice as to whether, in fact, %he

. Comrission determined that Congressran Hansen was in violation
of the Act, whether technically or otherwise.

With respect to the possible existence of a technical
violation, please let me present certain facts, which I dis-
cussed at length with Mr. Stein, which would appear to orviate
any technical violation on the part of Congressman Hansen.

o Pirst, with regard to the allegad lcans. The itens in guesticn

were not lozns to the Corrmittee in the sense that the Cormittcee
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.~ John L. Runft, Esq.
PO Box 9853
‘ Boise, Idaho 83701

n

Mr. David Stein

.77),1'\'1»'s

Immediate Attention:

Lt PLURIBUS UNUM
LSA
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William Oldaker, Esq.
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20463
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t/a/77

Mr. Grenville E. Day
1741 E. Terxy
Pocatello, Idaho 83201

Re: MUR 379 (77)

Dear Mr. Day:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
against Congressman Hansen. W= have numbered it as
MUR 379 (77).

A review of Commission records pertaining to
the allegations contained in »vour letter does indicate
that Congreasnan Hansen has failed to revort the loans
made to his cormmittee during 1974 and 1976, but that
his cormmittee has accurately disclosed these transactions
in full compliance with the Federal FElection Canpaign
Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the Cormission
does not intend to take any further action with respect
to thisg matter.

I£ Turther information comes to vour attention
which you believe establishes a claim on matters within
the jurisdiction of the Cormission. please fzel free to
apprisze me of them.

Sincerely yours,
’s/

jilliam Nldaker
enaral Counsel

I
~
3

DS:amh:4/13/77 FLOTAL T ""-’h‘! DAMIAISSION

i

OFRiGIAL FILE GOPY

OFFICE GF “ENERM COUNSEL
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L/a/77

John Runft, Esg.

Runft and Longeteig: Charterad
220 West Bannock St.

?.0. 30x 953

Boisa, Idanxo 383731

Re: MUR 379 (77)

Dear Mr. runft:

Enclosed plesase find a copy of our lettar to
Concressman “ansen, notifying him of our receipt of a
complaint against him, alleging a violation of the
Tadezal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as arended.

If you have any guestions. please contact
David Stein, at (202/523-41753).

Sincerely wvours.

/s/

William Oldaker
General Counsel

FEDERAL LECTnY oommrsoiy
OFFIGIAL it copy

D3:amh:4/13/77 OFFISE 5F L0z pagnsy
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4/3/77

lionorable George liansen
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re: MUR 379 (77)

Deax Mr. Hansen:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal
Election Commission has received a complaint against you
which alleges that lcans made personally by you, to
vour principal campaign conmittee, during 1974 and 1976,
were not reflected in your disclosure reports, in
tachnical violation of the Federal Tlection Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. 434(b) (4).

The Cormission has voted to take no action with
respect t0o thig complaint. since these locans were
accurately reported by the Eansen for Concress Committee.
Iowever, please bhe advised that in order to waive the
personal f£iling requirements under the Act, you must
submit to the Ccmmission a completed FZC Form 2, or
a letter stating that you wish to waive the personal
£iling requirement and that your committee will assunme
all reporting responsibilities, 2 U.S.C. 436(b) (1).

FZC Ragulation 101.3. A review of your reports on file
with the Commission indicates that no such waiver has

ever bheen executed. Accordingly, we are requesting that you
subnit said waiver within fifteen days of receipt of

this letter.

If you have any guestions please contact the
attornev handling this matter. David Stein, at (202/523-4125).

Sincerely yours,

cc cohn Runfk, Isa.
2unf+ and Longateig
Chartared . o =/
123 Vest Dannock Sk.
?.3. Box 953 7iliiam Dldaker
20ise, Tdaho 337351 oaneral Counsal

FEDERAL TLECTION COMMISSION

OFFICIAL FILE COPY

DS:amh:4/13/77 UFHICE OF GENERAL COUNSE[
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W.
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

April 27, 1977

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS "ﬁ\"o£

SUBJECT: MUR77) and MUR 385 (77)

The above-mentioned documents were transmitted to the

" Commissioners on April 26, 1977 at 4:15 po.m.

P As of 4:15 p.m., April 27, 1977, no objections have been

received regarding the staff recommendations in MUR 379 (77)
and MUR 385 (77).
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter )

MUR 379 (77) &
George V. Hansen ) i

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on April 27, 1977, the
Commission adopted the recommendation of the General Counsel
that it finds no reason to believe that a violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act, as amended, had been committed
in the above-captioned matter.

Accordingly, the file in this case has been closed.

arjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

OFFIGIAL FILE CGPY

OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL




NO.  MUR 379 (77)

REC'D:

DATE AND ®INE OF TRANSHIUTIAL: ¢ 4@: W4 %/922_
- 930om

FEDERAL ELECYTON COMMISSTON "
Washington, D. C.

Dmplzinant's Neamo: Grenville Day
b—— — e
pPsooncamt's wan=e: George V. Hansen .
h1oso- - Statuto: 2 U.S.C. 5434 (a) . - .-
hitgynnl Rosoris Checked: candidate and Committee disclosure records
bdoral hgencics Checked: None . :

- SUMMARY GF ALLIGLDION )

___~Ih15 complaxnh_éwiggegmtEg_gegarate v1olat10ns (a) that two loans
<
totalllng $10,250, made to the George Hansen for Congress Committee

Y —_——— ~
\. e

bv _George Hansen, during June, 1976, were not reported by Mr. Hansen

~(b) that two loans totalling $20,473.53 made to the Hansen Committee

by George Hansen, during 1974, were similarly misreporteg;

" PRELIMINARY LEGRAL ANALYSLS

___nlnaependentureview of the Hansen filings 1nd1cate that both loans were

| accurately reported by the Hansen gommlttee, but were omltted from the

. candldate s flllngs. This ralses a techn:calv1olatlon of §434(b)(4)

__in that the candldate must report tnese loans 1ndependently of hlS

Commlttee, in thc absence of flllng an FEC Form 2 or letter 1ndlcat1uq

a walver of the personal flllng requ1rement pursuant to §436(b)(l) “and .

FEC ?egulatlon 101 3

FEDERA:. ELEGT!UN L‘M'MISSIIN

RECOMMENDAT T ON ‘ : DFH“A Hif MPV

._------F-ir‘d-nO;,rre,ic}.?QR.f:Q.P?.l_i_ey_e_;_msend_.a,tta,c_hed_-no.ti_ficat_io_ns. ”F“CE OF GERERAL Caviic




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

B2 K SIREET NW.
AWASHINGION, D.C. 20163

Honorable George Hansen
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re: MUR 379 (77)

Dear Mr. Hansen:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal
— Election Cormission has received a complaint against you
which alleges that loans made personally by you, to
your principal campaign committee, during 1974 and 1976,
were not reflected in your disclosure reports, in

“ technical violation of the Federal Election Campaign

- Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. 434(b) (4).

~ The Commission has voted to take no action with

— respect to this complaint, since these loans were

; accurately reported by the Hansen for Congress Committee.
~ However, please be advised that in order to waive the

personal filing requirements under the Act, you must
~ submit to the Commission a completed FEC Form 2, or
a letter stating that you wish to waive the personal
filing requirement and that your committee will assume
all reporting responsibilities, 2 U.S.C. 436(b) (1),
FEC Regulation 101.3. A review of your reports on file
with the Commission indicates that no such waiver has
ever been executed. Accordingly, we are requesting that you
submit said waiver within fifteen days of receipt of
this letter.

If you have any questions please contact the
attorney handling this matter, David Stein, at (202/523-4175).

Sincerely yours,

cc: John Runft, Esq.
Runft and Longeteig,

Chartered
420 West Bannock St.
L P.0. Box 953 William Oldaker
.5}~—-i Boise, Idaho 83701 General Counsel
ROE FEDTRAL ELECTION COMMISSION

. BFFICIAL FILE GOPY

OFFICE OF GENERAL CUUiSEL




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET NW
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

John Runft, Esq.

Runft and Longeteig, Chartered
420 West Bannock St.

P.O. Box 953

Boise, Idaho 83701

Re: MUR 379 (77)

Dear Mr. Runft:

Enclosed please find a copy of our letter to
Congressman Hansen, notifying him of our receipt of a
complaint against him, alleging a violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

If you have any questions, please contact
David Stein, at (202/523-4175).

Sincerely yours,

William Oldaker
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 KN STREET NAW.
WASHINCTON. D (. 20463

Mr. Grenville E. Day
1741 E. Terry
Pocatello, Idaho 83201

Re: MUR 379 (77)

Dear Mr. Day:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
0 acainst Congressman Hansen. We have numbered it as
MUGR 379 (77).

N A review of Commission records pertaining to
the allegations contained in your letter does indicate

c that Congressman Hansen has failed to report the loans
- made to his committee during 1974 and 1976, but that
: his committee has accurately disclosed these transactions
- in full compliance with the Federal Election Campaign
. Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the Commission
- does not intend to take any further action with respect
to this matter.
~N
~ If further information comes to your attention

which you believe establishes a claim on matters within
the jurisdiction of the Commission, please feel free to
apprise me of them. @

Sincerely yours,

William Oldaker %
General Counsel ;
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Pocatello, Idaho 83201 , -
March 14, 1977 “of

Federal Election Commission

FEC Office of the General Counsel

1325 K Street NW 7708

Washington, D.C. 20463 7/‘
Re

Possible FEC Law Violation
By Congressman George Hansen;

Request for inquiry into
Gentlemen:

This letter is to request that the Federal Election Commission
investigate the following matters with respect to the campaign
reports of the George Hansen for Congress Committee:

ITEM I1:

The July 10, 1976 Primary Report (dated July 8, 1976) indicates
on FEC Form 3, item 4, that George Hansen made two loans to his
committee totaling $10,250 for postage he purchased as follows:

(a) 6-8-76 $6,250
(b) 6-12-76 4,000

The above entries would appear to be a violation of the reporting
requirements of Title 2, Section 434, USCA, as being a failure to
report the actual nature of the expenditure and the actual amount
and date of a loan for the following reasons:

(1) The same July 10th report shows expenditures by the
Committee itself for postage and other mailing related
expenditures of $26,149.16, which items I itemize on
Appendix "A" attached hereto.

(2) It is difficult to perceive how a congressman whose
gross income before taxes is $3,875 per month could,
in a five-day period, actually go to the post office
and purchase $10,250 worth of stamps unless he borrowed
the money somewhere, in which event the source of the
loan should be declared.

(3) In view of the pending request for Mr. Hansen to raise
funds to pay off various personal debts, it is doubtful
he would have that sum in a savings account and, in any
event, he should be required to show actual cancelled
checks or post office receipts to verify that the
expenditures for stamps was, in fact, made.
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(4) The $10,250 at an average bulk rate of 7.5¢ would
indicate a mailing during that period of 136,667
pieces of mail in addition to what his committee
mailed and what he may have mailed under his Congress-
ional franking privilege -- this appears patently
improbable on its face.

ITEM II:

I believe there is another possible violation of Title 2,
Section 434, USCA, in failure to make actual disclosure as to
a loan transaction between the candidate and his committee.

The report filed on April 8, 1976 constituting a possible
close-out report of November 5, 1974 general election, shows

the following payments to George Hansen as reimbursement for 1972
and 1974 campaign expenses as follows, on Schedule B, page 1l:

2=7-76 $9,431.98
2-12-76 7,000.00
2-13-76 5,000.00
2-23-76 4,704.86

Tracking back through the 1974 and 1972 filings, there appears
to be various loans to the committee by Mr. Hansen in large

lump sum figures such as the figure of $10,551.23 on the June 10,
1974 report, and $9,922.30 on an earlier report.

Those purported loans were never properly itemized.

Although it might be argued that the three-year statute of
limitations has run, it would seem that the proper interpreta-
tion would be that the statute does not begin to run at the time
the candidate claims he loaned the committee the money, but,
rather, at the time campaign monies were actually used to repay
the loan, which repayments were made in February 1976.

The bona fides of the loan as an actual loan, as opposed to some
type of business expense, could probably be readily ascertained
by requiring:

(a) Actual receipts or checks provided the committee at
the time the loans were made; and

(b) Cross-checking with tax returns to see whether the
items were carried as a loan or expensed off as
expense deductions. Len iy prtresiny
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that the above information appears on
the various campaign funding reports of Congressman Hansen, and

is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. y

it o M54

GRENVILLE E DAX

1741 E. Terry
Pocatello, Idaho 83201
Telephone: 233-9104

STATE OF IDAHO )
: ss,
County of Bannock )

On this 14th day of March, 1977, before me, the undersigned
Notary Public in and for said county and state, personally appeared
GRENVILLE E. DAY, known to me to be the person whose name is

affixed to the foregoing document, and acknowledged to me that
he executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and
affixed my official seal the day and year in this certificate
first above written.

Re51ding at Pocatéllo, Idaho

(SEAL)
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APPENDIX "A"

ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES

7 7

Harris Advertising 5/19/76 $ 591.12

6/7/76 4,400.00

6/23/76 3,691.08

6/28/76 1,956.00

7/19/76 4,135.96

7/27/76 325.48

7/27/76 2,500.00

8/20/76 1,387.31 $18,986.95
Postmaster 4/8/76 600.00

4/27/76 26.00

5/21/76 910.00

7/27/76 234.00 1,770.00
Metro Mailing & Printing 6/28/76 3,656.71 3,656.71
Virginia Envelope Co. 6/28/76 1,793.62 1,793.62
Richard Viguerie Co. 6/28/76 7,017.56 7,017.56
Martin Advertising Agency 6/28/76 2,924.32 2,924.32

DRI BLIOTH
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Federal Election Commission
FEC Office of the General Counsel

1325 K Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Federal Election Commission
FEC Office of the General Counsel
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463
Re: Possible FEC Law Violation
By Congressman George Hansen;

Request for inquiry into
Gentlemen:

This letter is to request that the Federal Election Commission
investigate the following matters with rcspect to the campaign
reports of the George Hansen for Congress Committee:

ITEM I:

The July 10, 1976 Primary Report (dated July 8, 1976) indicates
on FEC Form 3, item 4, that George Hansen made two loans to his
committee totaling $10,250 for postage he purchased as follows:

(a) 6-8-76 $6,250
(b) 6-12-76 4,000

The above entries would appear to be a violation of the reporting
requirements of Title 2, Section 434, USCA, as being a failure to
report the actual nature of the expenditure and the actual amount
and date of a loan for the following reasons:

(1) The same July 10th report shows expenditures by the
Committee itself for postage and other mailing related
expenditures of $26,149.16, which items I itemize on
Appendix "A" attached hereto.

(2) It is difficult to perceive how a congressman whose
gross income before taxes is $3,875 per month could,
in a five-day period, actually go to the post office
and purchase $10,250 worth of stamps unless he borrowed
the money somewhere, in which event the source of the
loan should be declared.

(3) In view of the pending request for Mr. Hansen to raise
funds to pay off various personal debts, it is doubtful
he would have that sum in a savings account and, in any
event, he should be required to show actual cancelled
checks or post office receipts to verify that the
expenditures for stamps was, in fact, made.
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(4) The $10,250 at an average bulk rate of 7.5¢ would
indicate a mailing during that period of 136,667
pieces of mail in addition to what his committee
mailed and what he may have mailed under his Congress-
ional franking privilege -- this appcars patently
improbable on its face.

ITEM ITI:

I believe there is another possible violation of Title 2,
Section 434, USCA, in failure to make actual disclosure as to
a loan transaction between the candidate and his committee.

The report filed on April 8, 1976 constituting a possible
close-out report of November 5, 1974 general election, shows

the following payments tc George Hansen as reimbursement for 1972
and 1974 campaign expenses as follows, on Schedule B, page 1:

2-7-76 $9,431.98
2-12-76 7,000.00
2-13-76 5,000.00
2-23-76 4,704.86

Tracking back through the 1974 and 1972 filings, there appears
to be various locans to the committee by Mr. Hansen in large

lump sum figures such as the figure of $10,551.23 on the June 10,
1974 report, and $9,922.30 on an earlier report.

Those purported loans were never properly itemized.

Although it might be argued that the three-year statute of
limitations has run, it would seem that the proper interpreta-
tion would be that the statute does not begin to run at the time
the candidate claims he loaned the committee the money, but,
rather, at the time campaign monies were actually used to repay
the loan, which repayments were made in February 1976.

The bona fides of the loan as an actual loan, as opposed to some
type of business expense, could probably be readily ascertained
by requiring:

(a) Actuel receipts or checks provided the committee at
the time the leoans were made; and

(b) Cross-checking with tax returns to scc¢ whether the
items were carried as a loan or expensed off as

expense deductions. HUEMLEHCﬂGHCUHHmNUN
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Federal Election Commission
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that the above information appears on
the various campaign funding recports of Congressman Hansen, and
is true and correct to the best of my knowledgc.

/-5[ Qr{u\vvlé f‘ﬁ‘j
GRENVILLE E. [DAY
1741 E. Terry
Pocatello, Idaho 83201
Telephone: 233-9104

STATE OF IDAHO

County of Bannock

On this 14th day of March, 1977, before me, the undersigned
Notary Public in and for said county and state, personally appeared
GRENVILLE E. DAY, known to me to be the person whose name 1is
affixed to the foregoing document, and acknowledged to me that
he executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, I have hereunto set my hand and
affixed my official seal the day and year in this certificate
first above written.

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO

Residing at Pocatello, Idaho
(SEAL)
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ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES

Harris Advertising

Postmaster

Metro Mailing & Printing
Virginia Envelope Co.
Richard Viguerie Co.

Martin Advertising Agency

APPENDIX "A"

5/19/76
6/7/76

6/23/76
6/28/76
7/19/76
7/27/76
7/27/76
8/20/76

4/8/76

4/27/76
5/21/76
7/21/76
6/28/76
6/28/76
6/28/76

6/28/76

$

591.12
4,400.00
3,691.08
1,956.00
4,135.96

325.48
2,500.00

1,387.31

600.00

26.00
910.00
234.00

3,656.71
1,793.62
7,017.56

2,924.32

$18,986.95

1,770.00
3,656.71
1,793.62
7,017.56

2,924,.32

FECERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

OFFICIAL FiLE COPY

OFFICE GF GENERAL COUNSEL



b
Vil

0
d
[
Y
&
RO

N i

NOISS i3

(L

Federal Election Commission

FEC Office of the General Counsel
1325 K Street NW

Washington, D.C. 20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MuR 3279

The above-described material was removed from this
file pursuant to the following exemption provided in the
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information (6) Personal privacy

(2) Internal rules and (7) Investigatory
practices files

(3) Exempted by other (8) Banking
statute Information

(4) Trade secrets and (9) Well Information
commercial or (geographic or

, financial information geophysical)
!Z {5) Internal Documents

Signed s

date q‘ - ?7

FEC 9-21-77

(Feww (3 D S b G C




