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To Whom it May Concern,

I wish to file a complaint against the "Larry Fowler for Congress" committee ( 1.D. # C00286989)
for a violation of campaign filing laws.

[ was employed by the "Larry Fowler for Congress” campaign from 12/15/93 - 3/1/94 at a salary
of $2,250 per month. However, the campaign was unable to pay my salary for 1 and 1/2 months,
and promised to do so as soon as possible.

The Fowler campaign’s April 15th financial filing shows a record of this unpaid salary owed to me
in the amount of $3.250.00. (Schedule D, page 1 of 1)

However, the campaign later refused to pay this salary, and I filed a complaint against Larry
Fowler and his campaign consultant, Rick Woodrow, with the Department of Industrial Relations.
Division of Labor Standards Enforcement, State of California. This complaint was filed on June
I, 1994 (see enclosed copy of complaint and notice to appear).

Because 1 had warned both Larry Fowler and Rick Woodrow of a possible law suit in labor court.
citing their April 15th filing as proof of the money owed. the Fowler campaign filed an
amendment on Mav 31 to their filing of Apnl 15 This amendment did not show the debt owed to
me

[ have never tforgiven or excused the debt owed to me by the Fowler campaign which was
reported on the Apnl [5th filing, and this debt has not been paid However, under the direction of
Larrv Fowler and Rick Woodrow. the campaign's treasurer, Michelle Simpkins, filed the
traudulent Mav 31 amendment to its campaign filings which removed the debt owed to me from
the campaign's records  And. 1t's obvious that this amendment was filed to try and disprove my
pending claim in Calitornia Labor Coun




Therefore, 1 am requesting an investigation of this fraudulent filing by the Fowler campaign. They
have clearly sought to steal the $3250.00 that was originally reported by the campaign as unpaid
debt owed to me. And, they have broken campaign filing laws by erasing this debt without
repayment or explanation.

GUBSORIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME
Please call me with any questions. Yy Of 975

-

Sincerely,

it

\
i —

Tim Clark

Since the election in June, both Larry Fowler and Rick Woodrow have fled the state, and
mail is not answered that is sent to the Fowler campaign address. However, both men can
be reached at their new addresses

Larry Fowler Rick Woodrow

1345 Daisy Creek Rd,, P.O. Box 458
Jacksonville, OR 97530 Mt. Lake Terrace, WA 98043

enclosures
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P.O. Box 417183
CA. 95841
(916) 332-1297

To Whom it May Concern,

This is a letter of introduction and recommendation for Mr. Tim Clark who served
as my Campaign Manager for my 1994 Congressional Race.

Tim is a very dedicated, hard working young man with wisdom beyond his years
and would be an asset to any staff.

If you have the opportunity to interview Tim, I'm sure you will agree with my
assessment.




BATE FiLE®

LABOR COMMISSIONER, STATE OF CALIFORNIA b-1-94 -
Oepartment of industirial Relations SISTRICY @FFICR

DIVISION OF LABOR STANDARDS ENFORCEMENT d " SP C EE n : E : E .

YAKEN BY

PLAINTIFPF

Timoray S. Claek o3

OKFRNDANTY

1) LARRY FoweceRr AN lnowiovAL dba: (rery Fowley fuv G oRESS

"'-) Riauc, WOGOROW , an 1nDIVIDVUAL d.bci:
HERITAGES. CONSULTING: AND NMAUAGCEMEUT

DOES | THROUGH V, Defendant(s)

PLAINTIFF ALLEGES:,

1. @M was employed by the defendant named above to perform personal services as: &QE%& A ab&ﬁ E 2 .
2. for the period 12'15 ’53 to 3"“94 .

*3. in the County of SM%M&UTD , California; under the terms of a rnmcnt; at the
promised rate of compensation -of __f_nl,_ﬂ_io 00 W ma Uﬂ)ﬁ

. that there is due, owing and payable from the defendant to the plaintiff an amount as and for wages, penalties and/or other demands
for compensation: o

[] a. asshown in attached Exhibit A, incorporated herein:

OB b. 2 et cut below:
UN pouct Wages CveRING Hthe Deriodd 1215795 thu
12-31-93  Dewq q d_was at P 103850 e
omel  2-1-9 to 3-154 bemg | macth
¥ 2 250.00 Qv Mucth

Q,latMtHC)- ‘a,:3J 184.20

ﬁ c. plus sdditional wages accrued pursuant to Labor Code Section 203 as a penaity at the rate of §
tor an indeterminate number of days not to exceed thirty (30} days.

D. lnterest pursuant to Califormia Labor Code Section 98.1. :
Plaintitf certifies that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of his/her knowledge and belief.

Executed at SACRA-M&U b . County of é&.@&[&h__— , California,
ona____m l ‘ .19% . ;Lv’l?‘—— CILMLL

Swgnatuce of Piainul!
DLSE 330 (mEV. 0/82)
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DIRECT ANY CORRESPONDENCE YO:

State of California (916) 263-2840
LABOR STANDARDS ENFORCEMENT

2424 ARDEN WAY, SUITE 360,

SACRAMENTO, CA 95825

PLAMITIFP

[— TIMOTHY S. CLARK m|

L ]

BDEPENOANT i - -
1) LARRY FPOWLER, AN INDIVIDUAL DBA: LARRY FOWLER FOR
CONGRESS 2) RICK WOODROW, AN INDIVIDUAL DBA: HERITAGE
CONSULTING AND MANAGEMENT
L _
BYAYE CASE HmUmNbIER -
08-15713-1 CB NOTICE OF HEARING — PLAINTIFF _J
—NOTICE! A Hearing will be held before the Labor Commissioner of the State of California as follows:
. PLACE: 2424 ARDEN WAY, SUITE 360, SACRAMENTO, CA
OATE: NOVEMBER 10, 1994
® 8 TIME: 8:15 A.M.

_or as soon thereafter as the matter can be heard, upon the complaint filed herein, a copy of which complaint is
““attached and hereby served upon you. This hearing will be held pursuant to Labor Code Sections 98(a) et. seq.

~-TO THE PLAINTIFF:

1. Any correspondence regarding the scheduled hearing in this matter should be directed to the Office of the Labor
T Commissioner shown above.

- 2. Failure to attend the scheduled hearing will result in the dismissal of your complaint.

3. You may be but need not be represented by counsel. You have the right to have a representative present at the
T hearing. {t is not necessary that such representative be an attorney.

_ 4. You will be given the opportunity at the scheduled hearing to present any relevant evidence, to call witnesses

= and to cross-examine witnesses testifying against you. Application for the issuance of subpenas to compel the
attendance of necessary witnesses and the production of books and documents can be made to the Office of the
Labor Commissioner. A copy of the rules of practice and procedure governing these hearings is available at any
district office of the Labor Commissioner.

5. If you have any reason to believe that the person or corporation named as the defendant in this Notice of Hearing
is not correct you are urged to contact the Office of the Labor Commissioner shown above

- %'g/‘g /

Dated: September 16, 1994 TERRY E. GOMM Hearing Officer

331

o
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Triplicate — Plaintiff
DLSK 533 (REV. 3/86) NOTICE OF HEARING — PLAINTIFF L. C. 9




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON D C 20461

December 7, 1994

Mr. Tim Clark
128101 rair Oaks Blvd. #229
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

RE: MUR 41853

Dear Mr. Clark:

This letter acknowledges receipt on December 5, 1994, of
your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The

respondent(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. 8hould 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 4153. 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,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20403

December 7, 1994

Michele Simprins, Treasurer

Larry Fowler for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 417183

Sacramento, CA 95841

MUR 4153

Dear Ms. Simprins:

The Pederal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Larry Powler for Congress Committee
("Committee”) and you, as treasurer, may have violated the
Pederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the Act").
A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this

matter MUR 4153. 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 subait 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.




If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 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

WASHINGION DC 2046}

December 7, 1994

Mr. Larry Powler
4811 Chippendale Dr. #5013
Sacramento, CA 95841

MUR 4153

Dear Mr. Fowler:

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 4153.
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
Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. 1If 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.




If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 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

cc: Larry Fowler
1345 Daisy Creek Road
Jacksonville, OR 97530



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTION. DC 20463

December 7, 1994

Mr. Rick Woodrow
P.O. Box 458
Mt. Lake Terrace, WA 98043

MUR 4153

Dear Mr. Woodrow:

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 4153.
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
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.




If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. Por your information, we have enclosed a {tiot
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

8incerely,

W\Gmb & Tahoon

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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




‘l" RICK WOODROW ‘l’

PO BOX 458 ok 2
NOUNTLAKE TERRACE, WA 98043 Ryt

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney RE: MUR 4153
Central Enforcement Docket

Federal Rlection Commission

Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mary;

I received your letter of December 7, 1994 regarding the above
MUR today and am happy to respond with the actual facts =
surrounding this situation. >

L e
Mr. Clark was hired by Heritage Consulting and was assigned to
the Fowler Campaign. He was hired as an independent contracter
by Heritage Consulting, not the Fowler Campaign. 2
The debt in question was a debt owed by Heritage Consulting, #et
the Fowler For Congress Campaign. On the campaign’s originalcc
April 15 filing, the debt was mistakenly shown as a debt owed to
Tim Clark. The fact of the matter is that the debt owed to Mr.
Clark was owed by Heritage Consulting. An amendment to the April
15th Report was filed after the mistake was realized and the debt
was included in the total amount owed to Heritage Consulting.
The debt was not, as Mr. Clark claims, removed from the
campaign’s records, it was simply corrected to reflect the actual
place the debt was owed to, per FEC filing requirements.

Contrary to Mr. Clark’s accusations, his threatened law suit had
nothing to do with the filing of the amendment to the April 15
Report. We simply corrected an earlier mistake and included the
debt under the actual creditor.

In consider of future action regarding this matter, I must point
out that this complaint is merely the actions of a disgruntled
former independent contractor who was terminated due for cause.

I will await word from you as to the future direction of this
complaint before designating legal counsel.

Please feel free to contact me if I can prov1de any additional
assistance. .

Yours truzy,
s

e

P

X
N

~—RicK Woodrow

cc: Larry Fowler
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March 14, 1995

Mr. Larry Fowler
1345 Daisy Creek Rd.
Jacksonville, OR 97530

Mary Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

re: MUR 4153

Dear Mary:

Mr. Tim Clark was never employed by me or the Larry Fowler for Congress Campaign. Mr. Clark was
employed by Heritage Consulting. The letter I have enclosed from Mr. Rick Woodrow explains that point
to Mr. Clark. I retained Hernitage Consulting to run my campaign.

Mr. Clark filed a claim (08-15713-1 GB) with the California State Labor Commission claiming that he
was my employee and that [ had not paid his salary. The claim was denied by the Labor commission as
it was found that he was neither my employee, nor an employee of the Larry Fowler for Congress
campaign (decision document enclosed).

In August of 1994 my family and I moved to Southern Oregon as a result of a job offer. Our mail was
forwarded by the U.S. Post Office and our new address and telephone number were listed in the telephone
book. Mr. Clark’s claim that I fled the State are both inaccurate and inflammatorv. Had Mr. Clark written
me at the address that he conveniently provided to vou in his statement, I would have responded.
However, he failed to do so.

Mr. Woodrow filed a campaign disclosure statement with the Federal Election Commission on Apnl 15,
1694 listing Mr. Clark’s salarv as a campaign debt. This disclosure was an error and was subsequently
amended on March 31. 1994 to reflect the correct information.

As stated. and as enclosed documents show. Mr. Clark was never an emplovee ot me or the Larry Fowler
tfor Congress campaign, and [ respectfully request that vou dismiss this complaint

Ven trulv Yours, Ste o repon—
7 ; - } —2_ |

Dyt o y = > LY
i ’} | ._}

‘ A I G | 7 17;";

‘,'i:-/’ N <0 s

% COMMISSION NO.0330:2 | [ i
MY GOMMISSION EXPIRES DEC. 65, 1997 [ avree , bor oo le

[ army Fowler

( --_'.A.“r-. :




PLATIFF — BEMANDANTR

~

TIMOTHY S. CLARK

L

DPEFENOGANY — DEMANDAGG

-

LARRY FOWLER, AN INDIVIDUAL
UBA:

L

LARRY 'FOWLER FOR CONCRESS

_J

STATE CASEK NO. — NO. DEL CASO DEL KSTADO

08-15713-1 GB

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL — AVISO DE DENEGACION

The above-entitied matter came before the Labor Commissioner
of the Stats of California, pursuant to the provisions of Section
98 of the California Labor Code, and all parties were duly served
with the Notice of Hearing. The comp’sint is dismissed for the

El asunto arriba citado se llevo acabo ante ¢l Comisario de Labor
del Estado de California, conforme a las provisiones de la Seccion
98 del Codigo de Labor de California, y todos los litigentes
fueron debidamente servidos con e Aviso de Audiencia. La

- following reasons: demanda ss da por terminada por las razoies siguientes:

For want of prosecution due to plaintiff's failure to
attend the scheduled hearing.

Por wudemnmmmdebdoahfdudeldammdc
no haber asistido a la sudiencia progamada.

For want of statutory jurisdiction of the California Labor
Commissioner.

Por falta de jurisdiccion estatutario del Comisario de Labor de
California.

Due to payment of the claimed amount. A causa de pago de la cantidad reciamada.

As a result of a stipulated settiement by the parties
herein, a copy of v.hich is contained in me files of the
Lsbor Commissioner.

Como resultado de un acuerdo estipulado por los litigantes
aqui dentro, una copia la cual es retenida en los archivos del
Comisario de Labor.

As a result of the plaintiff expressly abandoning his Como resultado det demandante que expresadamante abandone
claim, su reclamo.

Other: Named defendant was not Otro:
employer of plaintiff.

_Horen

Dated — Fecha JANUARY 25, 1965
cc: Boutros Abi-Nader, Attorney at Lan

Original — White — DLSE File. Triphcate — Green — Plaintiff

Hearing Officer

TERRY E. Oficial de Audiencia

GOMM

DLSE 337 (REV. 11/84) NOTICE OF DISMISSAL




4 __. O/-17-95
LABOR COMMISSTONER, STATE OF CALIFORNTA

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTR1IAL RELATIONS
DIVISION OF LAROK STANDARDS FRFORCEMENT
224 Arden Way, Sube 36U
Sacramento, UA_YHHZD

PLAINTIRF
TIMOTHY S. CLARK

DEFENDANTY -
LARRY FOWLER, AN INDIVIDUA

UBA:T LARRY FOWLER FOlk COXNGEL

STAIE Catt NUMKIK
uBg=-15714-1 GR AN S W

Defendint ansmers the complaint on fite as ol tous:
AGRELKS :

DENIES:

(set forth any partacul ars 18 whica the complarmr o imea CuraAte UT W vaplete and the favrss upea which

yow imtend to rely. Use Additromal sheet o f mereuw.ar s

THE PLAINTIFF WAS NOT EMPLOYED BY LARRY FOWLER OR ‘THE LARRY
FOWLER FOR CONGRESS CAMPAIGN.

THE PLAINTIFF IS NOT OWED $103.80 PER DAY OR $2,250.00

PER MONTH OR ANY OTHER AMOUNT BY DEFENDANT.

THE PLAINTIFF WAS HIRED BY HERITAGE CONSULTING AND MANAGEMENT
AS SET FORTH IN THE WRITING ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT A

AND INCORPORATED HEREIN BY THIS REFERENCE.

Netendint cortifieos that the toredoing, nciwbing attachments, 1s true ard correct
to the best of his/Zher hnowledge and bel et

ixecuted ol SACRAMENTO_COUNTY . !

///T}WIytaﬁ CZX?»’?Z&4u~//

Sppnature af persun answero nr o we th T vy v ot wit f o wmade i benal b0 it her person orf ents vy

 BQUTROS5._ ABI-NADER ,_ ALLorney for Defendant LARRY _FQWLER

LType or pirut youl naoe dhidd nmawe ot @ Lol toat vy 1 Wiy, Ul wii ¢ Lebalf thns formis “rpned)
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HERITAG&ONSULTING AND MAﬂGEMENT

5800 MADISON AVENUE SUITE F
SACRAMENTO, CA 95841
(916) 332-0995 FAX: (916) 332-0996

May 10, 1994

Mr. Tim Clark
12810 Fair Oaks Boulevard #229
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

Dear Tim:

Since you have chosen to expand the current situation between you and [Heritage
Consulting and significantly distort the truth, please be advised of the following
information.

(1) As you well know, you were hired by Heritage Consulting and Management, not by
the Larry Fowler For Congress Campaign. It was made clear to you when you accepted
your position here that you were working for Vleritage as o sub-contractor. FFurther
more, several stalf guidelines that pertained to consultants associated with Heritage
Consulting were handed out during your time here and you were included in both the
distribution and assignment of those guidelines. For you to say that Larry Fowler owes
you any moncey at all is a blatant lie and an act of tremendous dishonesty on your part.

(2) You were fired from Heritage Consulting and Management for dishonesty,
insubordination and incompetence. While 1 have kept quict about the reasons we were
forced to terminate you, our expression of poodwill has meant nothing to you and 1 no
longer feel obligated to protect your reputation. Irom here on out, if asked I will give
the exact and detailed reasons why you were terminated which is well documented in

our files and by staff testimony. All of these reasons will be brought out in detail if we
decide to pursue litigation.

(3) The amount of money you claimed is owed to you is totally erroneous and without
fact. The only written information we have on file is the original proposal which was

made to you at the consulting rate of $2000 per month. The daily rate for December is
$64.52, not $103.80 per day as claimed on your statement.

(4) Heritage Consulting and Management was never paid rent for the usage of one of
our offices for the Dannemeyer campaign. The agreement was made through you and
you are responsible to Heritage Consulting. Since one office was devoted primarily to

the Dannemeyer Campaigr, the amount of $350 per month for two months is due to be
subtracted from the final settlement with you.

(5) You have made damaging comments s to my integrity and the use of funds from
Larry’s campaign. We have information {from four ditferent sources with exact quotes

made by you. 1 strongly sugeest that you consider obtaining legal counsel in the near
future. 1 am meeting with an atierney next week and will explore the legal options open
to me personally in regards to your comments. In a preliminary discussion with the
attorney, it appears that I have a strong case of recourse against you. If T proceed in




_An this direction I can assure you that any wages you may earn for years to come will be
" attached until full settlement is made.

(6) The $892.91 claimed in your statement for mileage is totally erroncous. There was
never any discussion nor agreement to pay 29 cents per mile. For the record, a number
of entries made on your mileage statement arc open to question and I seriously doubt
the validity of the mileage claimed which is a moot point as there never was an
agreement concerning mileage.

The attached statement is what Heritage Consulting and Management will agree is owed
to you. Efforts will be made to pay this amount to you as quickly as possible assuming
that our attorney does not advise otherwisc in light of the potential litigation that may
be embarked upon.

The comments you have been making arc somewhat astounding. You left the job you
were assigned in complete disarray, lied about work that was supposedly being done
when it wasn't, cheated us in doing work for other candidates when you were supposed
to be working for us and generally did far more damage than accomplishments. We are
still trying to rebuiid bridges that you had burned while working here. Originally I
chalked all of this up to youth and immaturity but today I know better. In essence, you
cheatcd us out of what moncy you have already been paid and your continued stream of
lies and distortions only confirms that not only did we make the right decision in
terminating your relationship with our organization but it also confirms the character
flaws that many involved in our organization suspected months ago.

While I had hoped that all of this could have been resolved amicably, your actions and
comments have made that impossible.

If you want to spread the word that Rick Woodrow or Heritage Consulting owes you
money, that is your right and prerogative. However, I strongly suggest that your lies
concerning Larry Fowler owing you money end immediately or 1 suspect that additional
litigation will be started against you.

As I stated carlier, I have attempted to protect your reputation but I will no longer
stand by silently while you defame my name and lic about Larry and Davie. Please be
advised that cach and every person who we here you have spread this false information
to will receive a copy of this letter as well as a detailed explanation of your performance
here.

My attorney will be in contact with you in the near future. Any future discussion may
best be conducted through him. It is indeed unfortunate that it has come to this but

your inability to tell the truth and enthusiasm at spreading false information has moved
this situation to a different level.

7/
g i
Regre ully yours,

'__Rick Woodrow, President
Heritage Consulting and Management




HERITAGE CONSULTING AND MANAGEMENT
STATEMENT OF CONSULTING FEES AND PAYMENTS
FOR: TIM CLARK

DECEMBER
9 DAYS AT $64.52 PER DAY $580.68

JANUARY
MONTHLY CONSULTING $2000.00

FEBRUARY
MONTHLY CONSULTING $2000.00

RECEIPTS SUBMITTED 54.39

TOTAL FEES & RECEIPTS $4,635.07

PAYMENTS AND CREDITS

PAYMENT JANUARY 31 $2,250.00

RENT FOR JANUARY AND FEBRUARY $700.00

TOTAL PAYMENTS AND CREDITS $2,950.00

TOTAL FEES & RECEIPTS $4,635.07
TOTAL PAYMENTS AND CREDITS $2,950.00

TOTAL OWED $1,685.07




Caurt : LABOR COMMISSIONER, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Case Name: CLARK VS. FOWLER
Case No. : 08-15713-1 GE

FROOF OF SERVICE

I, the undersiqgned, declare:
1 am employed in Sacramento County, California. I am over
the age of eighieen years and not & party to the within
entitled action. My business address 1s 9510 Birdcage
Street, Suite 120, Citrus Hei1ghts, California. 1 am
employed in the office of a member of the bar of this court,
at whose direction the cervice was made.

On January 10, 1995, I <cerved the following:
ANSWER
by causing to be delivered as noted below:

XX MAIL---

T Flaced in the United States Mail Citrus
Heights, CA

EXPRESS MAIL-~-—-
Flaced in the United States Mail
Heights, CA

FEDERAL EXPRESS--—-

Flaced in the Federal Eupress facility at Citrus
Heights, CA

PERSONAL SERVICE--—-
Delivered by hand to the Addres<cee

Addressed as faollows:
TIM CLARK

12801 FAIR OAtS RBLVYD., #.%
CITRUS HEIGHTS, CA 9Yhé&1lo

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing
15 true and correct. Erecuted at Citrus Heights,
California, on January 10, 19945

Bl Pk

BILLIE FARFER




RECEIVED
FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION
SECRETARIAT

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION comuwmz m 52 m Os

In the Matter of

) Enforcement Priority
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'’S REPORT

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.

I1. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSING

A. Cases Not Warranting Purther 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 closing 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 ca-es which do not warrant further pursuit
relative to the .ther pending cases.1 A short description of
) 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
Division 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 pa
(Attachment 16); MUR 4138 (Attac :ment

4140
4143
4145
4149
4155
4163
4169
4195
MUR 4205

(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
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MUR 4142 (Attachment
MUR 4144 (Attachment
MUR 4148 (Attachment
MUR 4153 (Attachment
MUR 4158 (Attachment
MUR 4164 (Attachment
MUR 4179 (Attachment
MUR 4196 (Attachment
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warrant further investment of significant Commission resourccc.z
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 ligted
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 - PM 272
(Attachment 36); MUR 3188 (Attachment 37); 3554
(Attachment 38); MUR 3623 (Attachment 39); 3988
(Attachment 40); MUR 3996 (Attachment 41); 4001
(Attachment 42); MUR 4007 (Attachment 43); 4007
(Attachment 43); MUR 4008 (Attachment 44); MUR 4018
(Attachment 45).




III. RECONMENDATIONS

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
MUR 4008
MUR 4018
MUR 4118
MUR 4119
MUR 4120
MUR 4122
MUR 4123
MUR 4124
MUR 4125
MUR 4126
MUR 4130
MUR 4133
MUR 4134
MUR 4135
MUR 4136
MUR 4137

4138

4140

4142

4143

4144

4145

4148

4149

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
0)
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
0)
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
0)
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i,
31) MUR 4153
32) MUR 4155
33) MUR 4158
34) MUR 4163
35) MUR 4164
36) MUR 4169
37) MUR 4179

38) MUR 4195
39) MUR 4196
40) MUR 4205

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

ﬁZ’;/l 2/7// , oo ///

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel




BREFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Agenda Document #X95-85
Enforcement Priority

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

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

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

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the file

effective October 17, 1995 in the following
matters:

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

Take no action, close the file effective

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

)
2)
3)

3554
3623
3988
3996
4001
4007
4008
4018
4118

SEEEREEEE

(continued)




Pederal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
October 17, 1995

10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
18)
16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)
26)
27)
28)
29)
30)
31)
32)
33)
34)
35)
36)
37)
38)
39)
40)

4119
4120
4122
4123
4124
4125
4126
4130
4133
4134
4135
4136
4137
4138
4140
4142
4143
4144
4145
4148
4149
4153
4155
4158
4163
4164
4169
4179
4195
4196
4205

SEEEEEEREEEEEEREEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

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:

Marjorie w Esmons
retary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DC 20463
October 23, 1995

128101 rair Oaks Blvd., #229
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

RE: MUR 4153
Dear Mr. Clark:

On December 5, 1994, the Frederal 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 file in this
matter on October 17, 1995. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative




NUR 4153
LARRY POWLER FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE

Tim Clark filed a complaint alleging that he is owed $3,250
by the Larry Fowler for Congress Committee and that the Committee
initially disclosed the debt and then filed an amendment which
omitted the debt. According to Mr. Clark, the Committee has
failed to continuously report the debt.

In response to the complaint, Rick Woodrow indicates that
Mr. Clark was hired by Heritage Consulting as an independent
contractor and was assigned to the Fowler campaign. According to
Mr. Woodrow, the debt in question was a debt owed to Mr. Clark by
Heritage Consulting not by the Powler for Con?ress Committee.
Mr. Woodrow states that the debt was originally disclosed on the
Committee’s April 15, 1994 filing as a debt owed to Mr. Clark and
that when the mistake was discovered, an amendment was filed. The
amendment deleted the earlier entry of debt owed by the Committee
to Mr. Clark and amended the debt owed by the Committee to
Heritage Consulting to include the debt owed to Mr. Clark for his
work on the Fowler campaign.

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 20461

October 23, 1995

Michele Simprins, Treasurer

Larry Fowler for Congress Committee
134 Daisy Creek Rd.

Jacksonville, OR 97530

RE: MUR 4153
Dear Ms. Simprins:

On December 7, 1994, the Federal Election Commission notified
the Larry Powler for Congress Committee and you, as treasurer, of
a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal Election
Calgaign 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 the Larry Fowler for Congress
Committee 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 agply 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 publlc record prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,
ey Thoo~

Mary L. Taksar, Attnrney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative




MUR 4153
LARRY FOWLER FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE

Tim Clark filed a complaint alleging that he is owed $3,250
by the Larry Fowler for Congress Committee and that the Committee
initially disclosed the debt and then filed an amendment which
omitted the debt. According to Mr. Clark, the Committee has
failed to continuously report the debt.

In response to the complaint, Rick Woodrow indicates that
Mr. Clark was hired by Heritage Consulting as an independent
contractor and was assigned to the Fowler campaign. According to
Mr. Woodrow, the debt in question was a debt owed to Mr. Clark by
Heritage Consulting not by the Fowler for Congress Committee.
Mr. Woodrow states that the debt was originally disclosed on the
Committee’s April 15, 1994 filing as a debt owed to Mr. Clark and
that when the mistake was discovered, an amendment was filed. The
amendment deleted the earlier entry of debt owed by the Committee
to Mr. Clark and amended the debt owed by the Committee to
Heritage Consulting to include the debt owed to Mr. Clark for his
work on the Fowler campaign.

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20461

October 23, 1995

Larry Fowler
1345 Dais¥ Creek Road
Jacksonville, OR 97530

RE: MUR 4153
Dear Mr. Fowler:

On December 7, 1994, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against you. 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 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. 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 materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

MJTU&-O‘\-

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative




NUR 4153
LARRY FONLER FOR CONGRESS CONNITTEE

Tim Clark filed a complaint allc?ing that he is owed $3,250
by the Larry Fowler for Congress Committee and that the Committee
initially disclosed the debt and then filed an amendment which
omitted the debt. According to Mr. Clark, the Committee has
failed to continuously report the debt.

In response to the complaint, Rick Woodrow indicates that
Mr. Clark was hired by Heritage Consulting as an independent
contractor and was assigned to the Powler campaign. According to
Mr. Woodrow, the debt in question was a debt owed to Mr. Clark by
Heritage Consulting not by the Fowler for Congress Committee.
Mr. Woodrow states that the debt was originalgy disclosed on the
Committee’s April 15, 1994 filing as a debt owed to Mr. Clark and
that when the mistake was discovered, an amendment was filed. The
amendment deleted the earlier entry of debt owed by the Committee
to Mr. Clark and amended the debt owed by the Committee to
Heritage Consulting to include the debt owed to Mr. Clark for his
work on the PFowler campaign.

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCGTON DC 204610

October 23, 1995

Rick Woodrow
P. O. Box 458
Mt. Lake Terrace, WA 98043

RE: MUR 4153
Dear Mr. Woodrow:

On December 7, 1994, the rederal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against you. 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 agply 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 prior
to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

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

Sincerely,
M é - T“‘&L)(‘—\-

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative




MUR 4153
LARRY FOWLER FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE

Tim Clark filed a complaint alle?inq that he is owed $3,250
by the Larry Powler for Congress Committee and that the Committee
initially disclosed the debt and then filed an amendment which
omitted the debt. According to Mr. Clark, the Committee has
failed to continuously report the debt.

In response to the complaint, Rick Woodrow indicates that
Mr. Clark was hired by Heritage Consulting as an independent
contractor and was assigned to the Fowler campaign. According to
Mr. Woodrow, the debt in question was a debt owed to Mr. Clark by
Heritage Consulting not by the Fowler for Congress Committee.
Mr. Woodrow states that the debt was originally disclosed on the
Committee’s April 15, 1994 filing as a debt owed to Mr. Clark and
that when the mistake was discovered, an amendment was filed. The
amendment deleted the earlier entry of debt owed by the Committee
to Mr. Clark and amended the debt owed by the Committee to
Heritage Consulting to include the debt owed to Mr. Clark for his
work on the Fowler campaign.

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