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WLKK RADIO POLITICAL BROADCASTING
RULES, POLICIES, & RATES

These published rates are gailable to legally qualified candidates in the general
election to be heid NeWember 3, 1994 for a penod of 45 days prior to that date.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20461

November 9, 1994

Michael r. Leyda
13144 014 Route 19
Waterford, PA 16441

Dear Mr. Leyda:

This letter acknowledges receipt on November 3, 1994, of
your complaint alleging possible violations of the rederal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“"the Act"). The

reapondent(s) 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. 8Should you
receive any additional information in this matter, please
forwvard it to the Office of the General Counsel. 8Such

information must be sworn to in the same manner as the original
complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4126. Please refer
to this number in all future communications. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Mowy X. Tahowr (1)

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DC X3

November 9, 1994

Arthur C. Drew
Road ¢2 Box 1381A
Predonia, PA 16124

MUR 4126

Dear Mr. Drew:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Frederal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act™). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NMUR 4126.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no sction 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, wvhich 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.8.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.




4 4 ¥ou have any questions, please contact Alva E. 8Smith at
(203) 219-3400. Por your information, we have enclosed a brief

description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

November 9, 1994

Arthur E. Drew, Treasurer
Citisens to Elect Arthur Drew
Road ¢ 2 Box 3851 A

Predonia, PA 16124

Dear Mr. Drew:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Citizens to Elect Arthur Drew ("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 4126.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against the Committee and
you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under ocath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel’s Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of recaipt 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.




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at
(202) 219-3400. Fror your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20463

November 9, 1094

Cheryl A. Drew
Bower S8School Rd.
fredonia, PA 16124

RE: MUR 4126

Dear Ms. Drew:

The Federal EBlection 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 NUR 4126.
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, vhich 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 1S days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.8.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.




) ¢ 4 xou have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at
(202) 219-3400. Fror your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

"/}7% K. Tabesar (ems)

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Bnclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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November 18, 1994

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
rederal Election Cosmmission
General Counsel's Office
Washington, D.C. 20463

IN RE: MUR 4126

Dear Attorney Taksar:

Please be advised that this agency has been retained by Mr.
Arthur C. Drew to conduct an inquiry and in general assist
him in responding to your letter dated Noveamaber 9, 1994.

Quite frankly, Mr. Drew is undecided, at this time, for
instance, as to whether it would be appropriate, or even
necessary to be represented by counsel. Although we have
agreed to assist Mr. Drew in gathering and reviewing
information relevant to this matter, due to ongoing
assignmants, we are unable to respond immediately. We
respectfully request, on behalf of Mr. Drew, that he be
granted a 45 days extension, in place of the 15 day initial
response requirement specified in your letter.

Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Leid 2l e

President
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2046}

November 25, 1994

Daniel L. Barber, President
Daniel L. Barber Associates, Inc.
P.0. Box 168

9046 W. Main Street

McKean, PA 16426

RE: MUR 4126
Arthur Drew,
Citizens to Elect Arthur Drew and
Arthur Drew, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Barber:

This is in response to your letter dated November 18, 1994,
requesting an extension of 45 days to respond to the complaint.

Considering the PFederal Election Commission’s
responsibilities to act expeditiously in the conduct of

investigations, the Office of the General Counsel cannot grant
your full request, but can only agree to a 30-day extension.
Accordingly, the response is due by close of business on December
28, 1994.

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

Sincerely,
oany § Tehoor

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
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December 26, 1994

Pederal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 4126
Dear Sir:

In response to your letter of Nov, 9, 1994, I with the aid -f my CPA
have been unable to find any improprieties or transgressions against
either of the two candidates or any of their staff,

I have been reassured by my CPA that the mquired forms have been
filed, 1If there has been a technical error in filing procedure,
every effort will be made to comply as per your instructions,

The "STATEMENT AROUT MIKE LEYDA BY HEBERLE", 11/17/94, has been
enclosed as some additional background informaticn, I am the
Citizen to Elect, Arthur E, Drev. I trust this letter will cover
the required response from your letter sent to both, Candidate
Arthur E, Drew as vell as your letter to Citizen to Elect,

Arthur E, Drev,

I must say that this wvas my first campaign as wvell as being my
first experiemce with political forms and schedules, My campaign
for the 21st Congressional District wvas also the first time my CPA
had experienced political forms and schedules,

Thank you for your help in resolving this matter and you can be
reassured of my full cooperation in the future.

Respectfully,

P I ———
C ,,; z j; ,iz/‘, I

“Arthur =, Dré;
21st Congressional
"ndependent Candidate

LLD/114




STATEMENT ABOUT MYKR LEYDA BY KEM NEBERLE 11/17/94

Mike Leyda was Arthur Drew's campaign assistant during the early
part of Drew's campaign. I understand that Mr. Leyda has a degree in
Political Science and was responsible for setting up Art's campaign and
making sure that all legal requirements were met. He was instrumental
in organizing "volunteers®™ to collect signatures to put Art on the
Ballot and also in organizing other aspects of the campaign. A friend
of mine (Martin Scott) worked with Mike Leyda, getting signatures for
Art. I met Mr. Leyda and spoke to him on the phone several times
during this time.

Sometime during August of 1994 Mr. Leyda decided to resign from
Mr. Drew's campaign. At this time, he started to call me several times
a day, making numerous and often ridiculous allegations about Art, and
also about Martin Scott (who was the only other person working for
Art at that time). 8ince I wasn't involved with the campaign at this
time, I didn't know why he was bothering me. He told me that Art
couldn't read or write, and that Art was not doing things legally or
correctly. He constantly made negative comments about Art's character,
abilities and background. Mike also boasted of his own "power" and
"connections®™ and said that he would see that Art and anyone connected
with his campaign would wind up in jail! I now believe that Mr. Leyda
was just trying to stop me (or anyone else) from helping Art with his

campaign.

In late August, Mr. Leyda officially and very publicly resigned
from the campaign. He had called all the papers and the media in the
district to let them know that he was no longer asscciated with the
campaign. At about this time, Art approached me and asked me to help
with his campaign. 1 explained that I knew very little about politics,
but I would be glad to help in any way I could. I liked his ideas. I
became Art's campaign assistant, helping with the buttons and fliers
(typesetting, printing and distributing), contact with the press
(reading papers, sending news releases to all media, making and
answering phone calls, etc.). I also assembled and helped distribute
signs, and just helped out in other ways that I could. I worked
directly with several other people on the campaign.

One day, right after I started working for Art, I drove Art out to
Mr. Leyda's house to try to get back some campaign materials and some
equipment that Art had purchased for the campaign. Mike didn't answer
the door. That evening, I got a call from Mike. He said that he had
been hiding at his neighbor's house and had been watching us. He again
threatened Art and me with jail if he ever saw either of us near his
house again.

I then heard from some reporters from all over the district that
Mr. Leyda was still calling the media every day with "libelous" stories
about Art that they couldn't even publish, He continued to call me as
well, trying, for some reason, to get me to quit. I then sent out a
news release from Art, stating that Mr. Leyda had indeed resigned. We
also questioned the motives for Mike's attacks on Art's campaign.
Within an hour after Faxing this to the media, I received the call on
my answering machine which I transcribed below.,

Ere, Ere Courty Ve
My Commission Expres Jan. 30, 1985 Jty‘}ﬂl”wat B
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1!!. nl!dn coatlnu.d to call me, the media, and other |
vnrsjhi repeated requests to stop. But now, he Y
to “pump ' oo ﬁor information about vhat we were . and also
1onl about what we should do. RAlthough he tnﬂnd to be
'a tri . and insisted that he only wanted to help, Mr. Leyda refused
to give us hia phone number and at one point said that he would never
vote for Art. I also found out from a mutual friend that Mr. Leyda had

made at least one appointment for Mr. Drew with WQLN, and had ggiggss%x
never told Art about it, so that Art would miss it and would 1

About two weeks before election day, Mr. Leyda stopped calling me,
but continued calling others. At the same time, political signs for
Leavans and lish started mysteriously appearing on my front lawn.
Two or three signs “"appeared" on my lawn eve night for about a week.
This did stop for a few days, but then, on efection day, wvhile I was
out at the Polls handing out fliers, nine signs appeared on my lawn! I
have no proof, but I think I can guess who was responsible.

TRANSCRIPT OF THE MESSAGE RECEIVED ON KEN HEBERLE'S
ANSWERING MACHINE FROM MIXE LEYDA ON 9/2/1994
IT WAS RECEIVED BETWEEN 2:00 - 3:00 PM.

The following is the tramscript of that call:

"Hello, Mr. Huberle. You just got on my bad list there! You want
one down? You wanna fight fire with fire, Mr. Huberle? I can get
you out real quick, too, buddy. I don't appreciate people writing
lies about stories in the newspapers and faxing it to them. You
didn't think word would get to me but it got to me real quick here.
And I'll tell you what . . . phase five . . . you...you...you wanna
fight fire, buddy, you're ass is gonna be grass, now, buddy. And
I'11 tell you right now, ‘cause I'm very pissed off. And you don't
think it's gonna be grass, you just watch how much amsunition I got
on you, buddy. 'cause I got a lotta shit on you, buddy. You wanna
fight fire with fire? That was a very bad article. Trying to throw
my aim and implying shit like that, when you know it ain't Goddamn
true. And..uh.. I don't give a shit! Wwhyn't you write about how
the guy can't read and write, huh? Whyn't you write about that? If
you wanna fight fire with fire, you wait now, buddy. The fun is
just beginning for me. 'Cause I will destroy you and you will be
the joke of the town, buddy, You and Mr. .Drew, there. And
Martin Scott. OK? Yeah, 22??? is for Martln Scott there, telling
everybody he supports Ph11 English. Well that tells you a whole
hell of a lot about who he's working for and shit, too. Think I
didn't hear about that? I know a lotta shit...k...Mr..Huberle. So
your ass is grass, you asshole!" -

All of the above statements are true and accurate to the best of

my kncwledge and belief.
Y /ANS

‘ Notarial Seal
&“”22325“"”"“”“ enneth J. Heberle

My Commission Expires Jan. 30, 1995 658 Euclid Ave.

“5&3 Erie, Pa. 16511
M_:-_ {:'/'/’ (Z){'(.,}Jt’{,‘gyf,f“\_——
/ A /!

/ /’
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FRIORE THE FESENAL SLSCHION COMIEE™ e

In the Matter of

) Enforcement Priority
)

GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT w

I. INTRODUCTION

This report is the General Counsel’s Report to recommend
that the Commission no longer pursue the identified lower
priority and stale cases under the Enforcement Priority System.

I1I. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSING

A. Cases Not Warranting PFurther Pursuit Relative to Other
Cases Pending Before the Commission

A critical component of the Priority System is identifying
those pending cases that do not warrant the further expenditure
of resources. Each incoming matter is evaluated using
Commission-approved criteria and cases that, based on their
rating, do not warrant pursuit relative to other pending cases
are placed in this category. By -=losing such cases, the
Commission is able to use its limited resources to focus on more
important cases.

Having evaluated incoming matters, this Office has
identified 34 cases which do not warreznt further pursuit

relative to the other pending cases.1 A short description of

1. These matters are: PM 309 (Attachment 1); RAD 95L-12
(Attachment 2); MUR 4118 (Attachment 3); MUR 4119 (Attachment 4);
MUR 4120 (Attachment 5); MUR 4122 (Attachment 6); MUR 4123
(Attachment 7); MUR 4124 (Attachment 8); MUR 4125 (Attachment 9);
MUR 4126 (Attachment 10); MUR 4130 (Attachment 11); MUR 4133
{Attachment 12); MUR 4134 (Attachment 13); MUR 4135

(Attachment 14); MUR 4136 (Attachment 15); MUR 4137




)=
each case and the factors leading to assignment of a relatively
low priority and consequent recommendation not to pursue each
case is attached to this report. See Attachments 1-34. As the
Commission requested, this Office has attached the responses to
the complaints for the externally-generated matters and the
referral for the matter referred by the Reports Analysis

pPivision because this information was not previously circulated

to the Commission. See Attachments 1-34.
B. Stale Cases
Investigations are severely impeded and require relatively

more resources when the activity and evidence are old.

Consequently, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the

Commission focus its efforts on cases involving more recent

activity. Such efforts will also generate more impact on the

current electoral process and are a more efficient allocation of

our limited resources. To this end, this Office has identified

11 cases that

(Footnote 1

continued from previous page)
(Attachment 16); MUR 4138 (Attachment 17); MUR 4140
(Attachment 18); MUR 4142 (Attachment 19); MUR 4143
(Attachment 20); MUR 4144 (Attachment 21); MUR 4145
(Attachment 22); MUR 4148 (Attachment 23); MUR 4149
{Attachment 24); MUR 4153 (Attachment 25); MUR 4155
(Attachment 26); MUR 4158 (Attachment 27); MUR 4163
(Attachment 28); MUR 4164 (Attachment 29); MUR 4169
(Attachment 30); MUR 4179 (Attachment 31); MUR 4195
(Attachment 32); MUR 4196 (Attachment 33); and MUR 4205

(Attachment 34).
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warrant further investment of significant Commission rolourcos.2
Since the recommendation not to pursue the identified cases is
based on staleness, this Office has not prepared separate
narratives for these cases. As the Commission requested, in
matters in which the Commission has made no findings, the
responses to the complaints for the externally-generated matters
and the referrals for the internally-generated matters are
attached to the report because this information was not
previously circulated to the Commission. See Attachments 35-45.
For cases in which the Commission has already made findings and
for which each Commissioner’s office has an existing file, this
Office has attached the most recent General Counsel’s Report.
This Office recommends that the Commission exercise its
prosecutorial discretion and no longer pursue the cases listed
below effective October 16, 1995. By closing the cases
effective October 16, 1995, CED and the Legal Review Team will
respectively have the additional time necessary for preparing

the closing letters and the case files for the public record.

2. These matters are: PM 250 (Attachment 35); PM 272
(Attachment 36); MUR 3188 (Attachment 37); MUR 3554
(Attachment 38); MUR 3623 (Attachment 39); MUR 3988
(Attachment 40); MUR 3996 (Attachment 41); MUR 4001
(Attachment 42); MUR 4007 (Attachment 43); MUR 4007
(Attachment 43); MUR 4008 (Attachment 44); and MUR 4018
(Attachment 45).




III. RECOMEREMDATIONS

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the file effective
October 16, 1995 in the following matters:

PM 309
RAD 95L-12
PM 250
PM 272

B. Take no action, close the file effective October 16,
1995, and approve the appropriate letter in the following
matters:

MUR 3554
MUR 3623
MUR 3988
MUR 3996
MUR 4001
MUR 4007
4008
MUR 4018
4118
4119
4120
4122
4123
4124
4125
4126
4130
4133
4134
4135
4136
4137
4138
4140
4142
4143
4144
4145
4148
4149

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
0
1
2
3
4q
5
6
7
3
3
0
1

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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) 4153
32) 4155
33) 4158
34) 4163
35) 4164
36) 4169
37) 4179
38) 4195
39) 4196
40) 4205

C. Take no further action, close the file effective
October 16, 1995 and approve the appropriate letter in MUR 3188.

awrence H. No
General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) Agenda Document #X95-85
Enforcement Priority )
CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Pederal
October

decided

A.

Election Commission executive session on
17, 1995, do hereby certify that the Commission

by votes of 5-0 to take the following actions:

Decline to open a MUR and close the file
effective October 17, 1995 in the following
matters:

1) PN 309
2) RAD 95L-12
3) PN 250
4) PM 272

Take no action, close the file effective

October 17, 1995, and approve the appropriate
letter in the following matters:

1) MUR 3554
2) MUR 3623
3) MUR 3988
4) MUR 3996
5) MUR 4001
6) MUR 4007
7) MUR 4008
8) MUR 4018
9) MUR 4118

(continued)




Pederal Election Commission
Cextification: Enforcemsat Priority
October 17, 1995

4119
4120
4122
41233
4124
4125
4126
4130
4133
4134
4135
4136
4137
4138
4140
4142
4143
4144
4145
4148
4149
4153
4155
4158
4163
4164
4169
4179
4185
4196
4205

16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)
26)
27)
as)
29)
30)
31)
32)
33)
34)
35)
36)
37)
38)
39)
40)

EEEEEREEEEEEEREEEEEEEEEEEREEEE

Take no further action, close the file
effective October 17, 1995 and approve the
appropriate letter in MUR 3188.

(continued)




Pederal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
October 17, 1995

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry, and

Thomas voted affirmatively for each of the decisions;

Commissioner Potter was not present.

Attest:




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON D C 20463}

October 23, 1995

Michael F. Leyda
13144 0ld Route 19
Waterford, PA 16441

RE: MUR 4126
Dear Mr. Leyda:

On November 3, 1994, the PFederal Election Commission
received Your complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against the respondents. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its Eile
in this matter on October 17, 1995. This matter will become
part of the public rerord within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission’s dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(8).
Sincerely,
“{"-'U. - Tudtve
Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



WR 4126
CITIZENS TO ELECT DREW

Nichael F. Lo;da filed a complaint alleging that Arthur Drew
raised in excess of $5,000 but failed to file the 1994 October
Quarterly Report.

In response to the complaint, Arthur Drew responds that he
was assured by his accountant that the required forms had been
filed. Mr. Drew states that if the Committee has made any errors
in filing reports, ovcrx effort will be made to comply. Cheryl
Drew responds that her husband, Arthur Drew, and the accountant

responsible for filing the reports were inexperienced with the
reporting requirements and inadvertently missed the deadline for
the October Quarterly Report by a few days.

This matter i{s less significant relative to other matters
pending before the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 2046}

October 23, 1995

Cheryl A. Drew
Bower School Road
Fredonia, PA 16124

RE:

MUR 4126

Dear Ms. Drew:

On November 9, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal !¥oction Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the

o 5 Commission has determined to exercige its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against you. See attached

3 narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed Its file in this
matter on October 17, ¥995.

C
, The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
< longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
=3 although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following

s certification of the Commission’s vote. 1If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
- please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
e materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

?“fk\.” :f TU’JC)\

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative




MOR 4126
CITIZENS TO ELECT DREW

Michael Fr. Lc¥da filed a complaint alleging that Arthur Drew
raised in excess of $5,000 but failed to file the 1994 October
Quarterly Report.

In response to the coamplaint, Arthur Drew responds that he
was assured by his accountant that the required forms had been
filed. HNr. Drew states that if the Committee has made any errors
in £filing reports, ovcrg effort will be made to comply. Cheryl
Drew responds that her husband, Arthur Drew, and the accountant

responsible for filing the reports were inexperienced with the
reporting requirements and inadvertently missed the deadline for
the October Quarterly Report by a few days.

This matter is less significant relative to other matters
pending before the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

October 23, 1995

Arthur E. Drew, Treasurer
Citizens to Elect Arthur Drew
RD #2, Box 351 A

Fredonia, PA 16124

RE: MUR 4126
Dear Mr. Drew:

On November 9, 1994, the Pederal Election Commission
notified iou of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against Citizens to Election
Arther Drew and you, as treasurer. See attached narrative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter on
October 17, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now Yublic. 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 prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

1f you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

R r I
a, 3. Tak>0~

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative




R 4126
CITIAENS TO ELECT DREW

Michael r. Leyda filed a co-YIaint alloging that Arthur Drew
raised in excess of $5,000 but failed to file the 1994 October
Quarterly Report.

In response to the complaint, Arthur Drew responds that he
was assured by his accountant that the required forms had been
filed. Mr. Drew states that if the Committee has made any errors
in filing reports, ovorg effort will be made to comply. Cheryl
Drew responds that her husband, Arthur Drew, and the accountant

responsible for filing the reports were inexperienced with the
reporting requirements and inadvertently missed the deadline for
the October Quarterly Report by a few days.

This matter is less significant relative to other matters
pending before the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20461

October 23, 1995

Daniel L. Barber, President
Daniel L. Barber Assoc., Inc.
P.0. Box 168, 9046 wW. Main St.
McKean, PA 16426

RE: MUR 4126
Arthur C. Drew

Dear Mr. Barber:

On November 9, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, Arthur C. Drew, of a complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed with that
notification.

After considorin? the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial

discretion and to take no action against your client. See
attached narrative. Accordinglggsthc Commission closed {ts file

in this matter on October 17, 1

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to subamit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. ile the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of {our additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

42 ot & [ 3P

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative




KR 4126
CITIZENS TO ELRECT DREW

Michael P. Leyda filed a complaint alleging that Arthur Drew
raised in excess of $5,000 but failed to file the 1994 October
Quarterly Report.

In response to the complaint, Arthur Drew responds that he
was assured by his accountant that the required forms had been
filed. Nr. Drew states that if the Committee has made any errors
in filing reports, ovorx effort will be made to comply. Cheryl
Drew responds that her husband, Arthur Drew, and the accountant

responsible for filing the reports were inexperienced with the
reporting requirements and inadvertently missed the deadline for
the October Quarterly Report by a few days.

This matter is less significant relative to other matters
pending before the Commission.
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