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General Counsel
Federal Election Commissiod
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Complainant:
Congressman Bob Filner
Bob Filner for Congress
P.O. Box 127868
San Diego, CA 92112

:ober 17, 195

Responden&:
Juan Vargas for Congress
1171 24th Street
San Diego$ CA 92102
No FEC#

f

To Whom it May Concern:

Juan Vargas, an incumbent Member of theSan Diego City Council,
has been running an active campaign ror Congress in California's
50th Congressional District in direct violation of at least two
Federal Election Commission campaign lais:

1. fie filed a "Statement of Candidacy" form well after the time
he spent Pore than $5,1000.C0 in support of his campaign.

2. He has apparently spelt money collected for his recent
(unopposed) election to the San Di6go City Council for his
Congressional campaign.

Since these apparently illflial Actions Vill have a dirsgt Impyact
on thp- uncominct primary e-le-tion. we neejd an Ammdiate

investigation of this situation.

On September 20, 1995, the aay after San Diego's municipal
primary election in which Nr. Vargas was re-elected to the City
Council (without oppositio), large quantities of the enclosed
brochure were seen in public (attachment #1) and several full-
time staff members began to work in a Congressional campaign
office (see attachment #2, a news article regarding the scale of
his Congressional campaign);.

gy Any reasonable observation. Mr. Varas" ex0- enditures far
exceeded the S5.000.00 threshold definin a candidate pursuant to
CFR 431.2(a), and he should' have filed i-Statement before
October 13.

P.O. Box 127868 * Son Diego. CA 92112 * Tel: 6191479-1994 * FAX: 619/479-1986
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Examination of official expenditure reports filed for San Dio 'o
municipal primary election on September 19, 1995 giv a plausible
explanation of where funds were obtained for the broc*hure's
production (printing, layout, art work, photos, etc.) and for the
planning of a C0naressional campaign announced on thi vey nlaht
of the election.

Although Mr. Vargas had no opposition in his campaigni for re-
election to the San Diego City Council, official reports through
September 2, 1995 reveal (attachment #3) total exendituresAf

9 At least $15,349.06 was paid to a campaiqn
consultant, The Primacy Group. Other large sums weri' spent on
staff members, office rent, and other overhead.

Sinze Mr. Vargas had no oppcsition in the municipal zil4ar
electio, and since his campaign for Congress was publicly
apparent on the day after that election, one can only surmise
that these extraordinarily large expenditures on a campaign
consultant and other personnel for an uncontested election w
in fact. spent for the federal election.

According to FEC guidelines, "a candidate's f committee may
not accept funds or assets transferred from a committee
established by the same candidate for a nonfederal election
cawpai.gn."

Since the Conaressicnal prlrary electicn is only five months
awav, the actions described above will have a direct impact on
the cutcome. An im gedia.;.nvestiqaticn is warranted.

Signed and sworn under penalty o0 perjury,

/ FILNER
Mer1ber of Congress

Sworr to before ire and subscr"-ed in my presence this 17th day of October, 1995.

~ ~FLEM?

* -... * i) $AtflU * )iumbm

" jrc3 April .30, 2000



October 17, 1995

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

999 E street, NW

Washington, DC 20463

Complainant:
Congressman Bob Filner

Filner for Congress
P.O. Box 127868
San Diego, CA 92112

Respondent:The Primacy Group
cic Juan Vargas for

1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92102
No FEC#

S
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0
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cokgress

To Whon. it May Concern:

This is in reference to the Ccngressional campaign 
of Mr.flfl

in California's 50th CcnaresSional 
District.

A separate complaint has been filed 
alleging that, in violation

oP FEC requlationst Mr. Vargas 
spent money collected for his

recent (unopposed) election to the 
San Diego city Council for his

Congressional campaign.

SCo s i r. Vargas' Doliticali IosultntA

Th rmacy GrouR. Which knowily ad illsaly undo
eoa-f eer lection tor a feAl e 2U.

Although Mr. Vargas had no opositionl 
in his campaign for re-

election to the San Diego City Council, 
official re orts through

September 2, 1995 reveal (attachment *1) total expe4iturel 
of

69.116.58. At least $15,349.06 was paid to a campaign

consultant, The Primacy Group. 
Other large sums wete spent on

star- members, office rent, and 
other overhead.

Since Mr. Vargas had no oppcsition in thwe municipal 1DriaY
elecon, and since his campaiqn for Congress was publicly

apparent on the day after that election, one can only surmise

that these extraordinarily large 
expenditures on a 6ampaign

consultant and other personnel for an uncontested election Wege.

i t s or the federal eection.

P.C Box "27868 * Son Diego CA 921 12 * Tei 619/479-1994 * FAX: 619/479-1986
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The Primacy Group, an experienced campaign oranizaaion,
knowingly violated FEC guidelines which state, "a oadidat.'s

federa committee may not accept funds or assets transferred
from a committee established by the same candidate ~ro a
nonfaeUr election campaiqn."

since the congressional primary election is only five months
away, the actions described above will have a direct impact on
the outcome. An Immediate investioation is warrantal.

Signed and sworn under penalty o erjury,

* 6 NER
Member of Congress

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 17th day of October, 1995.

LAROUNFe F U.F.\:P

Nx*:om ubhc ia 1.rwt o0 ow rum
My Couunwn Frpva Apri 30. 200



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
k.,H.ItNGT()N, D.C. 21)4b

February 13, 1996

The Honorable Bob Filner
Bob Filner U.S. Congress
P.O. Box 127868
San Diego, California 92112

Dear Mr. Filner

On February 5, 1996, the Commission received a copy of your FAX trnsmisson
to the San Diego City Attorney dated October 17, 1995, regarding alleged violations of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (0the Act') by Mr. Juan Vargas

and the Primacy Group. The information forwarded by the San Diego City Attorney's

Office also included a 32 page FAX transmission dated November 3, 1995.

It is the Commission's practice not to accept FAX transmissions as complaints
due to the statutory requirements that complaints be signed and sworn to in the
presence of a notary public and notarized. Se 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a1). In order to file a

legally sufficient complaint otherwise meeting the requirements of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aXl)
and 11 C.F.R § 111.4, you must submit an original complaint bearng an original
signature and the notary's original jurat.

We regret the inconvenience that these requirements may cause you, but we ae

not empowered to proceed with a compliance action unless all the statutory
requirements are fulfilled.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: LoisG.Le
Associate General Counsel

Celebojting fh(' (1 or(fnf ,' 20( Xh 4Arnl(%amr

"ESitRnA T004.L 4\D TOM,()RROW
DEDICATED TO kEEPINC THE PUBLIC INFORMED
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SAN D1OO, CALW IA 91M-4106

WI (619) 33-5500
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February 1, 1996

Lawrence Noble
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street NW Suite 657
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Noble:

-v ad
Inr

""'SW:A

10

Vargas For Conaress '96

After contacting your office, we were instructed to mail the
enclosed complaint to you insofar as the violations alleged fall
within the exclusive jurisdiction of your agency.

Enclosed please find a letter from Congressman Filner as
well as Schedules of Payments and Contributions. If, in the
future, there is anything else my office can assist you with,
please contact me.

Sincerely yours,

JOHN W. WITT, City Attorney

By
William R. Newsome III
Head Deputy City Attorney

WRN: BO: rw
Enclosures
cc Bob Filner For Congress

Attn: Sam Ward



October 17, 1995

John Witt, city Attorney
City of San Diego
202 C Street

, San Diego, CA 92101

Coplainant: 
Respondent:

Congressman Bob Filner 
The Primacy Group

Bob Filner for Congress 
c/o Juan Vargas for Congress

p.C. Box 127368 
1171 24th Street

San Diego, CA 92112 
San Diego, CA 92102
No FEC

Co ;hon it !,a" Concern:

This 4s in reference to the '_-niress2ional campaign of M

.aroas in ii a s 50t Cqtric

A separate complaint has been file3 alleging that, in violation

of FEC regulations, Mr. Varqas spent money collected for his

recent (unopposed) election to the San Diego City Council for his

Congressional campaign.
hlscompaint in in__aard to N.- arqas p

:his~ ~ ~ ~ cnlitisV-oitical: consultant,,

ThePimacy Group, which kn oiY an ilegally us4 funds

c1l'ected fo!: a non-fedra' ele--ion 
or afederal

Although Mr. Vargas had no_ esi t io n in his campaicjn for re-

e'ecticn to the San Diego City 
Council, official reports through

September 2, 1995 reveal (attachment 41) total experiiures 1

9!16_5g. At least $15,349.06 -as paid to a campaign

consultant, The Primacy Group. 
cther large sums were spent on

staff members, office rent, 
and other overhead.

Since Mr. Vargas had no opposition in the muniipal !priary

elect icon, and since his campaign for Congress was pxblicly

apparent on the day after that 
election, one can only surmise

that these extraordinarily large 
expenditures on a iampaign

consultant and other personnel 
for an uncontested ellection w

inent for the feder3l elect .

P. aox '27868 * Son Diego CA 92112 Tel. 619/479-1994 * FAX: 619/479-1986



The Primacy Group, an experienced campaign 
organizati n,

knowingly violated FEC guidelines which state, 
1& can idatels

fqlrlcommittee may not accept funds or assets transferred

from a committee established by the same candidate for' a

nonfgderal election campaign."

Since the Congressional primary election is 
only five months

away, the actions described above will 
have a direct Impact on

the outcome. An immediate investigation is warranted.

signed and sworn under penalty 9 perjury

/'B FILNER
Member of Congress

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 17th day of October, 1995.

CAROLINE F.

.N0'trV PUbliC. D1r~C.

My COaiission Expres April 30. :r, )
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J~wiVar g
' °

u Born in National City, Juan is on of

10 children.

u Juan earned a scholarship to USI
and graduatad Ma'gfn Cu Mtautp

Juan studied for 4y) ors to beco re a
Catholic priest.

LJofn worked in G6-ig Prevention
Programs at Christ'the King Churnh.

Jun lefithe sempioy to ottend
HarvardLw Schotwherebe.I
grouard si. 9t

•* .4 * ' ''V"

Elected to,-the SarDiego City
Council i 1993, J5bn became.

Deputy Mayor in "995.

p £ I

bj;,oyjC' ' M6bklI. .Juan's parents hove
worked thcir whole livez. As they grow oldwr, t

plan to rely upon Medicare and Juan is horrifIec
by recent attempts in Congress to cut Medicpre
benefits to pay ior a tax cut for the weolhy. Jiar,
will make the fight to proteci Medicate his !op
priority in Cnnr-.i

-6i, i iZVE rEJU(<YMOaO . Juan knows uli

well how access to education con unlock the *or
Ic the American Dream. He is outraged by Cw).
gressional efforts to cut educational funding "md
will fight to pretarve the funds that mok o

college education possible for all our yorng
people.

-DrealD

kE~W~W
R -9 6W~ 

11-O3-~ 4UAM FUO~ W44

£

e LU r Ua . Juan has signed a
" - He beilees the

Amc'r .; . - " ."" >,-. ond tired :rost ,

eqc:. 1.l1 NOT m ,e any
* ~ LJIIJ hub

red " . . on issue-orierIed
c rnrJ c:

V ESr 0 t L' ~ I VALUES. 4Wot
.. . - permits people to

burn r. ...... -, r .- . .od 10 s L 0 C en

mur ,'- ", 7 r.our? Juan wl!1 lead
rt -,' mare wojescme

, ,-~ kte~r -he .O;desof

,b , " ... ,. r learne- 4'OTI TV

i .........

I I - 0 3 -' , 5-4 0 AM P'002 444R-96 T
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.Mineuvedng by VhrgA stuns his fel(
PI V] M Chalengig I'm a 31lf pesh deciined to 'be
I Chirall icwgd I01 0 articjt.

for Congriess A Noli.a, V,, 1' chieffofrsaff, said h
is not sving Interviewi cn hI3 car.didicy,

WY E All?! athough ho did 3=1! an iniccvlov to The Son
Siff .hT Dirgo U/nion -Tribune.

Aflte being relected to Ithe Sai'Di3o InZUMta said a lot. of Varp' con!tituont4
City (i MRJ lut M oth, Juan VacSgas has havc bccn ure~ag him to rin for CJngrasJ;
awsasbissLu bsonunsontlgnfeliov Demo- 3o that's what wt'io doinr.'
ant Ru Bob Rntr in the 50th Congre-s- Thc''a(gas orC ossoffcIn National

ViA bnza,Vargas' campatin manag- is saffed wth thr" of " former council
a, nUi bmcs Is mniag 1o refonm Wtih- staff mernbco, ir.udinS f'xmcr chitofs 3,,
h- 9 Us* that it's cunJntI/o. ]n.a • .

Veg, .34-,w-okl allorney vbo was Filne, whowaselcledin IMand relect-
aboiuitwft l ddbdtme lohwBlghIhCoun- ed l t yetu, said ho w a little surpraed
d4 Didut Sept. 19 and for the scond time when he found out about Vargas politica
wibo q uikshsW bass holdlag. si s mbitions.

' M u _ " m-_lO-mm vxy-mvaig- "Obvl1CU yj- ir acnavy-aoybody- i

sommah.dsoulbeyfosrswtwzL wlomi to run, but Juin endorsad ma last

46, a gives up
drug, but gains

4 tidy$50M

h'i w feDm 5 lw doig do.
&d so UA~ C6

l~ll i WMW. dalf to Come.r-
ill @ Ibed boe developing wiih

f will raisin rights to market three
dps .disloped drugs under the asmement,

year and he ne,/ei indicated any disple
with me &o I don't undemtand whal' g
on,' he mid.

Th in't the lust time Varg3 and Fi
hiAo run anainit ,eqh other. Ink .1 92I Di
crnlic prmary, Pliner bested a field tha
cduded former stole 3cn. V/adJv Dedd:h
former Congrowman Jim Eates. Var ;t
ished fourth in tLit race, but cama back
following ycr und won a spcuiul eto:tio
- iplaei- Rlniraonh t-cty-¢ucl 7-L..

Altorr.ey Mike Aguirre, the man Va
dafrae in 1hat nuv, said he is unhappfy a
what h5 considers an immiture dccjsio
Vafrs.

"I thik 1hI 3hov,3 an immaturity of
part,' Apirre sale. "HO 30'ns moMe intO
ed In rusning for office thin In buildinj
kind of-kifratructure that-th.i-dsritl-ne

"I ihak Juan L3 an xcellonlt city cou

X-Ve
/ ,C 

Vij "'UsBy
rnanes

n

)w Democrats
sure man and he could be )h; m&7o, otS30 DIa"o
oio, somodoy; ard I hape that be !h, but I thiak

he's doing somelhing that's not in the hes(
ilner Wnere= c f the powit of the EighthDxv'
hmo- Filnors.aid Virgpsd~cLsoa to runviil Mv .
t in. n npalive effect on a Demo:citic candidate
and if) the nr:ral lcccl ."ion.
fln- b'a m'iking zwil the D-mocnii candi.
the dato, whioc'/e it is, is wtakened because ob-

11 tu YitU5sy 1,; haYe to spend jcsou'cets aad Ihai
--..--. takes 3wiymaneyfom ir S1eIniT elton,4

rgas hO said.
buut Bob Gla.tr, a Fcltical covsultint to D-.-n •
a b cratlc candidales, said Varas will be f-Acipg

on uphill biitlic lainsl Filner, knu on as 4
his liteles and deteriralnd campainper. . -

resl- "Unsaiog so Incumbolt Oonar"slonsl '
I the member is an Iniedlbly task, but 1'ye Sn.,-#
vdr---+-Vaiga; empaisnstyi.-andl-think til will :

nall. be a very serious challenge,' he said.

A
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Ohs eh old Candidate,
and Controlled Committee

a Campaign Statement -Long Form

.. We 0 110001-M3 I&P

Type or print In Ink.

00cmeeOw d hGO C b ns Intst sthe iypi of slat lrem l b eng Mod:

SIpiISIIIIIlPW'Oi4'%IfI lt (Allech a completed Frm 495 to thih sii timerl.)

SPsval Odi-Y*rC&mP*1xIepof
$ (th1duFmlwtlSlitemern
lmr-IssaUonSttnt ltt IMI cI ompleed Form 415 .o this sta lement.)

-dfficeh'odnCardiclate, and Controlled Committee
Inluded In this Statement
NAM OF OFIICNOLDjIN Dil CANDIDA7I

JUAN CARLOS VARGAS

Statemfent covets peliod

8-6-95

thrtuih 21,2-95

vats of tlectlon K ipllCabli:(hunlh. Day, Year)

9-19-95

Otler Committees ti clue IntisStatement: Linyos tr
conrmlf ti tj 0noI Iiludtl I eu conuohdi Idtlaefdit fhl (f o vnhilvdby yov ond ,ny
cor)mif r ee ol which you iv# .tnowltdge I0a are prim.illy /o/mid to rt.c Th (onlibyi)oJ
n, in uait .orndiitIIw on behiIolyout ,rdtdicy.
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GH Oi 0 43
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SAN DIEGO
WIa.VTIEI NAME i. 3. NUMIIA

FRIENDS OI JUAN VARGAS '95 1 94382-1
ceeMN ADaAS FKOAWS306M111)
3609 FOURTH AYENUE

-MVSAL TO COWl AIIA C)UIdAV 1I1 mIlOJ|[

ItA Of 711IIASU1111111
DEANNA LIEBERGOT

11187 CAMINO RUCZ 70)-wMl 01I rol AMD , A 400110 IIM Ay 111 1 fri

BADl; DTEGO . CA .92126 (639) 295-6923
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At 1,24h edaftio &I Wofrm allon an appr7opFD rely fabbtiid con fin ulon sheP eij.

Ih used .I1M te bhdIlg eIi prepavang thi Itetement. 1 iave reviewed the statement and to the b st oI my knowl e the lstion coitalnh rein and Intht inichd ichidu3ts

ite andcomplet. I (rt~fyundet >enally ofperlury undt the laws aibthe $;ale of Calilorlm tht the ioregoing h Isfe en .*t. .

IeWldon 9-6-95 At SAN DIGO, CA.TFORNTA By
bAil CIIANOSSAII1AAWI
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Campaign Disclosure Statement
Summary Page

Type w print In Ink.
Awounk may e uoundd

to wOle dclalus.
Statrent toevvS peiod

aom 8-6-95
•ft . 9 -2-95 man&. 2 6 _

* IAUOFFFKEIHOIDERO CAilOIDATi AND CONTROLLED COWMITTEE LD. NIMSER
JUA14 VARCkS: FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 ,943824 1 . -

Contrlbu ons Received Colurn 0 column C ?
1O VI NI %tI

.
flUOD IIAL PAIAIU$ PW IO 0t1AtO DA71

S , Monctry CorrtIbutions ...............................

2. LoansReeived......................

S. SUBTOTALCASH CONTRIBUTIONS ......................

4. hon.nonetaryConwtbudlons ...............

3. SUB'OAL CON7RWIDU71O N S:Ez(ud, norceybit ?'oe 1nhJ)
6.,n ~....., .........

cIdW Loo n l ehnif) unt It WeOW) ...................

7. TOTAL CONTRMUTIONS RECEIVED .....................

Exptnditures Made .
Cash Pa;,renz (Othrthan Loans ade) ............

9. WoamMade ............ ................

1, SUBTOTAL CASH YMENTS.. .............
II. Accrued Expersas (Unpaid Bll).............

r L 2 TOTAL V N Cu EsMA0E................

Sch dule.A, Line 3

Schedul:H, Line ?

AddLInel I.2 -2

tLchduI, C, Une 3

Acd Lr.e 13 4

Skhedule D, Line 7

AcJdLLqi - 6

Schtdule H, Line 7

AddLfrei8 -P

Schedul F, Line I

Add Line1 10 4 1

(71014 A fI JAIIID RI I DVL J)

300.0f)

300.00

300.00

30C .00

5,150.73

5--,-50 -.-7-3

5 ,,'-T570

70,757.32

$ 70,757.32

70,757,32

70.757.32

63,965.95

S . 63 965.95

71,057,32

11,057.32

71,057.32

3 71,057.32

3 69,116.68

3 ... 96,1t6.68

Currant Cash Statement
Ia, BegInning Cash Ovianct ......-. oteviouumriary P.g*, in, )7

14. C€sh Recolpts ................. ........... Column .LJnv1 a bow

15. Mlscfglontou Increaos to Cash .................... Schcdula 1. Line 4

If. Cash Pymenub....................... Colunl , Line 1o bo

17. PIDING CASH BALANCE ..... Ad Lp 1.) # 1.1 15, thin ubltd Line 16

hlu~~~~ealue7U1 tabfI~lf2~lt LJlia.lh

5 6,87L37
300.00

5,150. 7.3
$ 2, 026. 6J

I IDtICAIl )A1.ANI( ,W)OU.P
1101 it A x(CGA1II %MOUIA

Sur
jov

IS. LOAN GUARANTEESRECE|VED .............. Schodule , Panr , Column (bi 1_._ _.

C. Equivelents and Outsionding Debts 2E

19. CarshEquivalqents......................... riutiijoni sntvrew 3 ______________

20, ' l 41anding Debts ................. AckJL)ne2 'Lline IlInColumnnCjbr' ,
T"C5 6

nmary -tr andldate3 in Doth June and
ember t1ectlons

1/) through 6/30 711 1o:)ale

)ntrlbL~lio:-is
calved ... 3 _

ppndiLurc _

WJe ....I..

" Promgn'dou" $111mant Surni9 P3Qt, colun 1 C. HoW VIII.
il I the (wi report filed lor ths lksnlG~. ~un1E ukdb

Wlonk etwept for ooens Asclved (Lint 1), IMloIC414l6 Promisis (Utb.
S), Loant M'zda (LIns 9), aM~ Accrm'd INptalt (Lin& I I).



dAese E
P:nurents and Contributions
(Other Than Loans) Made

T)pe o pint In Ink.
Amoonis may be roundoi

to whole d ii..
Ststemeot fovors IeWadf.r .8-6-95 ,'.

4 1.6 1
.K I oNy IO r " "-' -th"ug rags
i63 - 0 OCAMMA11 AND CON IOLUDCOMM1T11 1DiNWJSEPI

Jun VA31A F2IENDS OF JUAN VARCAS '95 943824

C W ES C -~AS F % E..'L i D 1E-5

ne oftthe following.codvs accu-btely duescribs t11e expendlture, you may en (er the code ard rive the "D-2crip:io on(Pay r er c 1jrnn b1ank. cIt'nr 9
k ofSchedule EConltruaton !heett for de ailed explna ti ons o, each cotegory.

C" - MO )ETARY;4DIN.XWD(NON.MOHIETARY) "{' - 1l3,OAOCASTADVETIC -- GENERAL OPCJ1A71ONS AND OVEj11EAD

CONTIlhUUTIONSTO OTHIR CANOIDATES "*" - MEWSPAP ERANO PEIODAL ADVElJISIIG "T" - 7.AVL. ACCOM,|OOATtON$ AIO MA4EL
A O COIhMTIi$ 00 - oLrT$sVAOVEATIS)NG (MUST , ZOSC1HI6D)

"1" -1NDEPIENDUJT IXPEN IDrrURES • "S' SURVtY$, SIGNATUR1E GA1HER41G, COOR.TO-OOOr01O. CITATION P' - P ESIOk A. MANAGLMN tAND CO ULThI
"- 1.11TUUSAT11RI __________ __ _ S ERV)CIS

I
a

In
a

0

NAMI AJODADOREMNOP PAYEE. cRo1O, Olt RECIPIENT OF (OXTIJUlU0ON IMPORTANT: D) HO ITEMIZE -H PAYMEN 1 OF AC:RUEO EXPE H ESO? t SCHLDU.E E.
V WMMmIW AO WI3IO( MMI')1 lAM)I AIMf l ,AD111). 1WA LD. IUM I O.1,t NOi.0. fEPOR1T ONLY THE LUMP SUM OF SUCH PAYMENTS ON IlNE 4 Of THE SUMMARY SECTIO) BE LOW.

NUAM7I&IMA$ I11tA$3IIID. INTii TILWASURI' ADf
. . . . . .

CODE OR DESCRIPTION CF PAYMENT L AIOUNT PAID

DANIEL A. LAWTON.. .... 3 B4t1.A1%',OELTA _ET_,__ESA ._NO,_ ',.D2._g ...
1?

I I p

AIlIIARD D.# *C TRE N OC
11?L - 24'PI1 STREET, SAN DIEGO, CA 92102

800.00'

JEAN ANDRENS 655. 66

4855 AIIERSON COURT, SAfl DIGO, CA 92130

kmo :nl; Contributions and xpenditurej made out of campalon.unds toof on behalf of other
OJce.I.,, cvJdIdat;r comm lroes Jor ballot mesuras mu~t Duo be enicred on the Allocalion Paog, P.srt rr 

SUBTOTAL 1,9)5.66

Payments and Contribu lions Made Summary
1, Paymen-s made Ghls period of $100or more, (Inclidle .3! Schedule E subto:k.) . ' ..........

: 93] .56

2. Poym en:s. m ade th sperlod of unJer $ 100. (Do nct item ize.) ........................................................ .............. ____ ,_ ,_ .,

3. Total Inleresi paid this period onoutstandIng Ioans. (Enttr zmnount from Schdule L, Prt 1, Colurn-) (d),) .......................... -_

-- 4r-Teanl-erued-ecpenses-po1d-this period, tDo not itemirze. Enter omounl from Sc5edulp F, Line it, . ................... ...........
0.73

5. Total ents made thh period. (Add ines 1, 2., arnd 4, terhcrend J.!unjrniqZ' ,- . "lu,*'l r,,61 r...........tOTAL

0

!I

t

450.00

, .7 _1



A
.4

?Yo of f In Wa
AMCWAS maybe tiind

tewhole deb".

. hule E
: ", uatlon Sheet .W-iatlnts a ontributions

Than Loans) Made

011111 1161 1 UMIER
- - - "-- --I - --O. .A. ....TANDCO TIr. .OLL. .COMM TtE. I - N. . .

ODRw VARGAS FRIENDS OJUAth VARGAS '95 943824
CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPEhJDITUIRES

"C' - MON(TARYANO 14,KIO (NO+MOITAOWY) 6 - DROADCA T ADVlRTISINO
CONTRJOU'1ONSTO OTHER C:AIIDJDATES =N- NEMPAPERI AND PERIODI
ANDCOMWrrtTS I On' .. nirrunt ArzftnTlujqr

* 0" - E~PDPIWDT EXPEKDTURU
"L'- UTERATUM

:AL ADV.-AT) SING

'S' - SURVIYS, SIGNATUAI GATHERIhG,DOOfl.70.*OfI SOLIC jrATJOIJS
"F -- UNFlAIING PIEWS .

"G- GEN RAI.OPE ArIOi ANO OVERNE.\O
" - "IPAVt, ACCOMMbOOATO1J5 AND M AMS

(?.IUST;U 0O1F DAO)

'. - PlOMIONA MANAGciNPI r AND CONSPLTUMG
SEVYES

MAME A NDADRESS OF PAYE.1, C1|01101. OR RECPIET OF COiTRFlUT)ON
,1 £ IJL U 1 A1 D J!~IJlU 1 CO *JbDWJ~II 3MU1! .AO MAO-021S, IN I I. LO. )lVAA)( % OK U MO O.

J1&M JII.U 3ILt" UIO.I I L& TLIlUAI. AJULU LhJ.OJ i l 1L- - - -
CC)D~ Oil DE~C~NPrION 0:: .~\y\~Jp uOUN r PA2o

RICHARD D'ASCCLI 26J,1')

1171 - 24Thl S'T'REET, SAN DICGO, CA 921.02

6560 MONTEZUMA RD. I1., SAN DIEGO, CA 9211.5

500.03

. .. . ~ I _______

GEORGE BALGOS
2882 DUSK DRIVE, SAU DI.GO, CA 923.39.-2918

500.00

I' 1 k __________________

RICHARD D'ASCOLX
117. - 24TH SREET, SAN DIEGO, CA 923.02

AL LE COOPER
6560 HON.E2,UMA RD. 111, SAN DIEGO, CA 92115

I- -

,) 12 .80

250,00

(1

"UITOTAL .5. 1,525.90

1 (. (r , I I I . .. .

st a" WA........eSi De

iwu,, 8-6-95
woush- 9- 2- 95 .. Post- of.. ..- Iw

0



SceueETyin otpr~nt'IIk~....................SCHEDULE fIbnL)

AStatemen emit 6. Mwld

JUAN VXR~GXS 'RIENDS ' JUAN VARGAS '95 932

CODES FOflCLASSIFYING EXPENDI7Ur-ES
"C ?AOWARY4OI.K4O (NO?4MOWEARY)

CO)4'R13UTIONS1O OT41R CA.'IOIOAT $
ANDCOMMTICS-

NAMIAED ADDRESS O7.PAIEI. CXID)TOl. ORAECIPIEN OF COflTRIUTM
WCMMI mm XwIRMaaMOtlslCOMMuI'3fA(fO.bI3) 041IA'.D. )hJIA Oh31 O.

~iu~a H) UNAJIEIOljf(I AA)IlIAL AND0 ADDY $0I

OD0 - DMADOAMT AOVUMISIG
'm .NEWSPAP IIIAND (RIDICAV.ADVEnTISING

'0' - OUTSIDE AMVAJSINC
S'- SURVE.YS, SlGIA1'LtR GATHEIIING, DOOA.TO*OC009 SOCI(TATJO11S

'F' *. FUNOJIS(NG fvufr5

'r'- GEYORA~ETONSAID'EnMAD
''- TPAVI. 5ACCOMMNOOATIONS A il L

(Mus r Bt Dt SCRtill EO
P'- PAOFE.S$IONAL IMGrMIEUTAIO (O)JULTING

. UNC4

rr~r~~ orscfllP ,IONlOF PAYMEN( AMOUNT PAID

*MONTGOMERY 'PLAZA G 600 .00
69'10A tj1RAMA1.RD,,* ST27. 200

* SAN DfftGO, CA, 92-121

GROAGE BALGOE
;082 DU~SXC DRVE SN DIEGO, -CA, 921)39-29 18

G

* *,J '.-* .. I..
**55

*5.5S*

- ** r*~r-*?-'vi-v-A - r/~7T7 ----..-- - -

5)0.00

7 > ' . '

a.

* S....

S *

!# U B79TAL ' ' '1.00.oo0 1



4W . CWA ilied Committee
iiPn Statement - Long Form

UIUJ1110"CatSod*& 42" 1

SlatmM0OIIPII~dDate Stamp

throuah 8-5-95 - rfn[(.

d i",w ubej l stO*LldkaI (he type olstatement being filed:

lhmManIPr&4beImcdaS-atemtnt 'Attach a completed form 495 to this statement.)
spseiOM.Yin"apaRepoet

WowSmtei(tcl V3 i mplted FOY n 4 15 to thhi utatemint.Q

I Opktholder Candidate, and Conrolled Committee
Include inthb Statement

jAgftk% OP OFFICI)Ol1 OiCl WDIDATI
JAN CARLOS VARGAS

. . . ... .tU U *il s i sueioaklS11

: )alo t! flecuoeM appoiable;

(Month. Day. Year)

9-19-95

Other Committees Not included in this tiement: oanywohr
commilttiej notndudedin 091: contolldi(edilatemint that ar conIrofled by you andany
committeei olwhich you have knowledg i tht are prlmi illy Io,,med to ricMe'r conilborJ
or to auke expenditur eJ on be h I/ol your r ',id/dacy.

TarT 541111 J(AIJ AF'PLIL~LLI
w -i,7a, SAW l(AJl DI CT1S IC 8I.1SAN DIEGO CITY COUNjCIL', DISTRICT 8
5ilSIJMOWWWUAaDAi3 ' UO,.1flJ 1AUf1)

1171 24TH STREET
ay SIAl L U, AA L. C 0,DAY I IM L P1ION I

COMATT t1L AM LL

COAMkIrTy [I. ADD 11B I I,'tO,)?D I [ AL 11)

q 91~~ ( t' ( 1. 235-4333
.. ? ?..... . . . .'09L A. .,L A it ir ,c -4r

COMMMJtE1 NAMI -
I ILU. 1 L

PRIE SCOOF JUAN VAR:GAS '95 j 943824
aMIVANfAtaoUI ID. ANDj 11ATj

3609 FOUATH AVZVUL?
a ' " S0hI I.0cOOI AAL CODJ AYIIMLPIIQN&

BAN DIEGO ! CA 92103 (619) 295-:23

flE1NM~ LTREEflCOT

-W off0SAN DIEGO
IC1A61

: CA
lipCOL ACA 0ODbAY IM I I01L

92126 (619)1 295-69123

COIMMr I( AWDAI It __ fO.ANO $1l!)

CIIY $ Il TI) CODI AAiA C(OODAYIIMI 1HOMZ

A I)ch .dd/ional In form a lion on appropIaLItylJ b4eh d on ilnvu 1i0n 31? t Is.

III Verfication
Ih2,e lua, ll'.,1m~bS cilg~net npmr n thh slattsnt. I hVe ravlawadtha itatomint and to the bttol my knowledgii 1ha Informatiion ( 4In iad hat Lan )nd In .h? attached )ch odul Is

* w witpats. lcartly under penalty of p1ejury undai the lawi atI the Slt aof Ca 1l1ornla thatI t)h, Iotac gon sI d cotrect.
,Ieec In 7-8-95 ,AM SA7N DIEGO, CALIFORNIA B y

Anofrlrahfdt 0? clindlete who controlis 3 coJiTsnlmt mutl also verify the timpailgn tIate neti. I have used all reatoiabli diligence ind to the btii of any knowltdgi tke trsa aut~ hi usted si

rleeoMaaltdllgeac In puapallngthis Lsatavnent. I have reviewed the itatemen and to tle best of 'ny knowltdge the hlorm containd herein nd In the atiached i(hidvul, ii trua and

complel. ItcrtltywuaKe pinaltyof perjury under the laws qJ the State of Cbillornia that the loregoing Is trut and tOcrrict.

-xalad - n 7-8-95 At SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA By r z ....
S . . .. . CI TY A H D I I S1 ATIA U A LI ) D

S ..... aJ.. A) Dv y

DATI fiT %A140i1A11

A CIYAHD STAll S -HAWAL of (AHUMAI IAW )11 .

SoSM 7tV)I rO1OUuAwA? oI W 1T9A7 A10lltMC1.CL 1.101 fli), %i I)II p .IAAT0 j)ANI1, OTCAM tM~flOI(L01I( rv)V p p10 ' ?7UTTl5t ,IO.'?ALcT.

~~ 13 F I 9 P' L I' I~ I' 1 1.) Ct~ ~ ; ho i I f sI C m mS!S

ad T )] _

,187 CAIMINO RUIZ jZ8

4*XVM

I II I -- - imm. . . . i . ... a
I

BAN DIEGO

MMi --iEGO

.... o

$ NAIUA{ (}1 C. tlDIO)',III)III[III[)iUI.\



CipmlIgn Disdosure Statement
Swinmsry Page

rype or int In Irc.
Amounts may be ounnd

to whokdallas.
statement (ovirs peid

7um -71-95

15 %68-5-95 ps& 2 fqQ

?

13. 1gll. g*sCashBalnca o............ ,, Prv oussummaryPag, Line 17

.CAShRecepts............... ...... Column A, IJnt 3 abovw

IS. Miscollanous Increasesto Cash ........................ Schedule I, Line-I

6. C" Payments .................................. ColumnA, Un 10 aObo v

17. SHO CAS HBIALANCE ..... AddLI3nt 13 - 14 -# 15. then zubtractUne 16

* Wallb trnp~numM= tio 1N lf ILb. ;7murt bzxro,

s 1..19}. 77 ..
4,125.00

15,442.40

' ".877 .17
INIW4 CASH I 6LANCI KO

MI 31 A NIMITNI AMOLNT

I From previous Statement Srnary P1ge, Coluiin C. HOWIv210
ihis is the first report filed for thi colendar year# Column a should I
blank wCotl for Loans Recalved (LIne 2), Inorctsble Prorali (Lb
4), Loans Made LIneg), and Accrued Expinses (Urn 1).

Summary -for Candidates In Both June and
Novenber Electons

III through /3O 71) toDale

S LoANGUARANTIEES ECEIVED ......... Scdule D,Part , Col'mn (b) J ' 21. Rontrib 1ion0• ........ eceive ,....

Cash Equlvalentb and Outstanding Debts 2. Vpnd~lure
" 1- Cash A ]e .,... ...................... So In1ictons or____ _ _ _ _ _ _a e .......

.1. Ou'tswa ...bt .......... Ad Line 2 t n LIA In ~.C1 mnC C F

3

.. .. . ..... , ow m w us--..,

w&OPaOMWIOh3OACANDDATE AND CONTROLLED COMMITTEE LO.NUMIIA 4

JuAN VAGAS 'RIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824
Contributions Received "Column A Column B* Column ,

TO) AL TiI IOO I 1A, PZVIOU) PIWOO TOTA T O '

CIAOM ..7ACHID SOSO MdIS) " I NtOWTI tO') tADCO.LUM AS, A 1 )

MorwaryCo lb tions............................... , ,h-du-eA Unr3 ',125.00 6 6 32.32 s 70,757.32-

Lom Received ......................................... 5h Ldu ,L ie 7 Lim -

U, SUTOTALCASHCOHTNIBUTIO6 f .............. ,AcdUn.UJ.+ 4,125.00 6 , 62.32 70,757.2

4. H. monelary Contribution .... . .. dueC LIo 3 215.00 464.43 _179,43

5. SUIRTOTALCONTRIBUTONS(Ddu. In/oantbJe, omris) AddUJ.- ,'4 '1,430.00 ' 5 67096.75 4 71 7!36,75

So* iesaomlses- •
- - *W[ Loan GUu3n4 4iJ, We 1 a Wow) ................... oChedui D, LUi 7

7, TOTALCONTRIBUTIONSRECEIVED .............. AddUnJS #6 3 4,340.00 61,09,.75 71,436.75

* Expenditures Made
8. CahPayments(OlhsrthanLoansMad e) ........... Jch,dui.JnaY , 15,442.40 3 4E,523.55 $ 63,955,95 -

g Schedu/rol,/Ie. __h__ _ ft LN_ 7_

C2O43A7 ANPXIT-.... .,. 4g2.40 2~Adfe -1A.- r l '

It. A..u.d Expems (Unpaid Bills) .......... ._ . __ _ f, ___

._ ,TO AL C WP NWRT.MA .E ..... .......... ... .....

7CirtCsh Statement _._ __



% , C1" E'ms

-0 mthland. Contributions
Than Liaifs) Made

Type or pInk Inlnk.
Amoints maybe r.unded

te dole m
SI tatemet ovwpu3.d

1hrough 8-5-95
IO'MWSOWOAflDIDATE A)CONTROLUD COMMITTEE LD.NUMS.

I JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS 943824;

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES

c enol tht-lollowing code icurateiy desc,-ibestihe expenditure,you may enterthe code End leave the "Descdiption of Payment' <olumn blank,. Iefertothe 2
ofSchedul. E-Corrtlhuadon Sheet ro detailed explanations ot each category.

'C'- MONETARYAD IN-KIND (40N-.ONETARY)
COITRIUTIONS TO OTHER CANCICATES
AND COMlITIIS

o1' .NIENDZNTIX7ANDTURE,
91.1-. UTLRATURU

"D'- EROAOCA5TADVEPTISIN3
WN" - NEWSPAPR AND PERIOCICA.AD'/ RI.SING

'0"- OUTSIDE AOViRTISING
"' - SURVEYS, SIC NATURE GATHERING, O00ORTO.DOOR 50L1C1TATJONS,

- FUNDRASIN OVENTJ

"G" C- E.:RA'. OPEfLATlONS AND OVlgHE'AD,
- TPA'/EL, ACCO.,,IMOOATION AND M EAS

'P"-' PROFESSIOtIAL \MANAGEhIET A'ND CONSULJNHG
SERVICES

NMI ANDAODAr OF PAYI3, CREDITOL OR RECIPIE#4T OF CONTRIBUTION IMPORTANT: DO NOT ITEMI7E THE PAYMENT OF ACCRUED EXPENSES ON SCH EDULE E,
0 CoUIImt, WAItSvON TOC0MnV1'irs k AMID ADOUS$, 707,A I.. HUM11.1 OA, 1/)1O I.D. IE PORI ONLY THE LUMP SUM CF SUCH PAYMENTS ON LINE 4 OF VIE S UIMARY Si CTiON 9 EilOW,

_ .. , , . co ......O on DESCMPTI0o OPAYMENr . AM0our PAID

-'SANSOIS 50). 220.69
Sn I__A____B_______________________________a2______

I AHRD D.'A. Q. G 800.00

4 171 - 24TH STREET;, SAN DIEGO, CA 92102

SP.4E AS PhOV9 , F" 332.31

n 1 0 Contributons and expanditures made out of campaign funds to or on behalf of othr SUTOTAL

aholdln,.canddates commiltee, orbalt measures must a'so be entered on the Allocation Page, Partl, I , D53.00

Payments and Contributions Made Summary
i. Psymenis made ths pvrod ol $100 or more. (include nll Schedde E subtotals.) ...........

2. Payments made this per'od of under $100. (Do not itemize.).................... ..............................................

3,Tol, Intetestpaidthis period on outsandrg to-nr. (Enter amruri fron cdeduie D, Port II, Column (r!;) ............ ..............
--4To deR i~ ~ld (Don0t1',hie. E tiioUr,'. f'oc-n S~dule r, Lih 'I.). ....

.. 3.a - " . C...... ......... A
5. Total paybints made this period. (Add Lines 1, 2, 3, and 4'. Dilte.7hr4241. &e surrary 0ace,,C.oJ~n6A, Line 8.) ......... TOTAL'

4 1F13L.9 1,

k ,44? .40

.......... _ _ . c zLq



Type or pit In Ii.
Amounts raybt rounded

I0 whole collrI. W tonjerit covets parlod

fr o m , 7 -1 -9 5 , ,

th..,. 8-5-95 as_, 7 _ 10 _

offWHLM ARMOATIAIO CONTROLLED COMMITTEE I.D. NUMBER.... Iw ... ..

JUAN VARGAS PRIEWDS OP JUAN VARCAS '95 943824

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPEhD)TURES

* MONKETARY ANDg VKNDO 6 '- BnOAOCASTADVETITISI4G "G'- GENP,.AI. OPERATIONS A)IDOYEHEAD

CONrRIBUTnOXSTOOTHlRt"ANDJDA/'S 'N" - NEWSPAPE/lAHD PEU'IODICALADVLRTJSWHG "T' - TnAVL.ACCOMMODATION5 ANO MEALS

ANOCOMMTTIES " "O' - OUTE PEADVERTIING MUSt I'ED ESCADLID)

,r - INOENDOEITEMIN0i:URkS 'S" - SURVEYS.SIGJATURE GATH ElhNG. DOOR.TO.DOOfl 5Q ICITA7IO\IS 'P' - PROFE iNALMANA lAN'D CO)SULIG

O UA - TtMTURl 'I' - FUNDRAISING EXIENTS
,' ' ' " ".' ' _--. .. . .. ,,,I

1AIlAHDAm DRiSS O1 PAYi. CREDirToR,OR RECIPIENT OF CONTRIBUTIOH
pF4W^flIE AO I 'jO O "MMfInl HAMtA)0 AbOA(SCISHIf( LO. MlJMI(A O.I' HO I.D,

I. l.t 3I aIIMOJ I. 1 t [.I ACM UR (A' N ( A1IDIADl WL)

JEAN ANDREWS.

4855 ALBERSON COURT, SAN DIEGO. CA 92130

PAYMENT CENTER, VAN NUYS, CA ,91388-0001

Ofl C tSCAIPTlOIOF , A'/MFcjT NIOUNT ?AID

2,180.58

102.96

RALPH INZUNZA F 484.68
.3037 CAGLE STREET. WATIONAL CITY, CA1 91.958

ALI LE COOPER G 500.00

6560 MONTEZUMA RD. "ii, SAN DIEGO, CA 92115

GaIJ1E BALGAS 500.00

r r- ~*-~ I7 ~ . L /' ~ "- 6 S ' TA L- 3,7 3.22

r.

nuatlon Sheet)
nts and Contributions
'Thn Loans) Made

I Im i



Typew pon In In
Amounli msy be mindad

lowhote do lati.tion Sheet)
S and Contributions
inn Loans) Made S tltement versp|4

hm 7-1-95

through 8-5-95 P3908

r.JUAR V)
LDaOCAI ATANDCoNxoLiDCOMMTTEE

RGAS PRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95

* LD..UMER

943824

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDJTL'0IES

MOTARY AMN 0N'INO 4ONMO4IETARN 'D' - BROADCAST ADVERTISING "C' - GFl'Re. OPERATIOSANO OVR \D

w ONTXhUONS OIfHE tANDIDATES °N' - NEWSPAPER AND ' EflLODiCL .. , nr: - - T-AVE.e, ACCO)tVODATO.1JS AiOM ,M\LS

ANDCDMM rTEIS " - OUTSIDE ADVERTISING (MJST 31 DESCRDLO)
P P n IOFc W ONA'L NAGENIZ Nr AND 0'4 O U .IVIG

I' , INOEPLNbIN(X"ENDITURSS - SURVEY4, SIlNATURE GA7TEFl?NG, DOOR .70.DOOfR OZI rATIO N ) A

. UTIRATURE 'F" - FUNDRASI1NGEVENTS

?4M#ANDADNESS OP PAYEE, CREMOR, OR RECIPIERT 0; COMITRIDUTCN
m(fMMl IAbbTIO3 TO COlMITTI[ AM ( OAODOI$, III 1,.0 L)IU)I (A 0.. V 1)D,

- I5IA~d)ENISGIO I~LIA)RJ(I A)!~NA0A~ -- -- orIDoTNi'Zf- - AMOUNT PAID -

THE PRIMACY GROUP P 2,015 .83

3609 FOURTH-AVENUE, SAN DrEGO, CA 92103

. .. . ... . .... ... .. ... ... .. . . .1 2 9 .0 3

1171 - 24TH STREET, SAN DIEGb, CA 92102

SANE AS ABOVE P 400.00

BAN1 AS ABOVE P 400.00

j* ALI, iicOOPER*
r: 6560 Hm6i U9MA RD. 111, S

- .1. - - - -

:' , *. : '':' ;'

AN DIEGO, , 9 .'~ O

1'

511 .17

/ 7 t7 r !UlOA. 3460U ITOT;,L ;56 , d. 03

.... ° m
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5contlnuatlon Sheet)
Paments and Contributions
(Other Than Loans) Made
UU o?8ONlWeE

T e . . . . .o. . .Ink'1 Wypor hutInlh. _J 'f4HI'OU

A•meiumts mybe ounded
towholedolatr. Sta 5-ntcowls •-

7hog - -95

I ~ .r.LL.i
K '0PIW4OWlCAMiWATf AN ROL coAI0 r • IW.UMUER 

"JUAV VARGAS tRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS "95 943824

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES

' C" MOWE7ARY A)JD14.XINo (NON-MONETACOXTRIIU11O? O 7' OT-IE R ANDIDAT S
AMiOCOMMITrtl$

7 '1" - IMDPE)ND!NI*XPENOIrUIS
V - UTRATUR(

JVI) "D" - BROADCASTADVEATISIN '- GEGJ'RDPEATIOMSANDOVE)1EAD
'?"*- NEW'PAPER AND PERIOOICAL ADVERTISING "T' - 7?AVEL., ACCOMMODA1IONS AN D MEALS

• 0 - OUTSJIDE ADVERTISING (MUST BE DESCRIBED)

°O'- SUVEYS,SGNATURE GATHEIING DOOf.TO.DOOi\SOLIC rAIOH P' - PIO'E$ SIOHALI MANACMXNT AND CON UTINd
IT -S 

iJItV( C£.'
• A. 'F -- 4.DASNG|ET -

NAME AMD ADDRESS OF PAYEE, RAErOI1O,0P REC!PIENT OF (ONI I11OUTIO,':
*i Wl al&~Mlli.l .ltooWO 1OM IWtT1A )LL ?LI ADDANI [f L.NUJI I OA AND 10.0.

UJ MU IIPIIIIWINO.JtATAZAJIALAI ?'AM, lAH{ A8DAi)S|

GEORGE BALGAS
2082 DUSK QRIVE, SAN DIEGO, CA 92139-2918

3949 RUFFIN RD..S7E. D
.A DI.XQO-, CA 9..1.23

XELLY BURT

14224 HARROW Pt;, POWAY, CA 9206')

RICHARD D 3ASCOLI
1171 - 24TH STREET, SAN DIEGO, CA 92102

SAE, AS. ABOVZ

_ e i m , , ,i . . ... .

011 .... ... Dt';CfIPTO ,'Or?A7' rrt7- A',O HrPA

500.0o0

1, 254,85

flMUEUND CONTRIBUTTON 100.00

800.00

258.05

> C L " *~~7 V~J3OA

mmm.mmmmm

SU1370TAL 3



AmowMU may boo tounded
to wh.oe dolbri.

5~YN1VEN5Z

OACAMMAJ'AD CONTROLLID COMMUTEE

"UNVARGAS FRIENTDS OF JLJAN V R z

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURFES

'' OlI7MY AND 2i.X1ND t?40N.MONETARY) '8'* - ROADCkST ADVEflhSING *G' - 0 EN-EPJ\(.OPEnAT'ONS At1DOVERHEAD)

CO4TRIEUTIOLS 70 OTHERCANDIDATE S O"- NEWSPAPEII AND PERIODICAL ADVE 1115N 'T' - T!MVEI ACCOiMlwiOOATION5 A4N EAMS

AMOMrES''- OUTS)DEAOVERATISING (MUST aEDSR~~

1' WININr iEXPENDITURIS 'S' - SURVEYS, $IGNATQAE CATHERING, DOO0l.TO.DOOR 5OU'TAI

UTUAAT.IE 'F' - UD1A1Ncir

KAMIAHIDAOOMMS.OF PAYIE,CREDrrOA, Onl RECPIEWI OP COW RIDUTIO'1
grcovdw1'7E,w3AwifoHI t eO).iTIs 4"AmotI~.oomsi, IMfl(AID.MUMS (A~ OA. 1l 11O Lb.

SDG&E

crn~
T ~ --

__________________________ 
____ -- 

- -p
- oWPGOXWY~ PLAZA

LO1A MIRAMAR RD., STE. 200'.-
X A3 D11EGO, CA .92-121.

fill PRIMACY GROUP
3609 YbURYI AVUNU'E
SAW DIu3GO, CA 92103

ALI LI COOPXR
656O"MO4TEZUA RD. Ill
SAH DtZGO, CA S2115

02014CE BALGAS:
1., 2332' D2s balvE,

TX 7J~ F-\ 1

12 6.

500.00)

2,000.00

524.49

i I-

BAW.DIJ~G0~zIii
8

-
a-

516 .49

SUBTOTALI S 3,7-

hwestlon Sheetl.nb anOI Contributions
wrman Loans) Made*

statemant coversperWd

tram 7-1-95
10 10of



016t..noldwr. Candidate,
mss Controgled Committee

.Cin~pIn Statement - Long Form

Typerwn...&

I W_______________________________ .. M-i

-ROV-M- -- __ jffijjf*thetype ot statement ining nlit

-jiinF 4ftmtaeeow tAtia * apleted Fain 49S 0 this %tten'ent.,

Spsda8CM.VsMIII'dmpap fem
S~m~nosISttaam

T 1wolisaton Stat~ellott (Attach 6ccmplated foim 4 15 to this it-atrne 1.)

ln~ch~ler Cnd-datand Controlled Co mmitte e
W'In us e In th Slatement

PAM Of O~FFCIl4OUIR Olt rAMUOATI.

JUANq CARL.OS VARGAS
~I 0MBaMWP W 1(INASOO RUaUIA1 6PtC9

SAN4 DJIRGO CTTiY COUNtCTLI, DXSTRTCP 8
MIMIWMIHMCIUSS ON)0. AML MU 1)

S181amant Covell,,k peo '*c~i?iIF~; . i-ft - 6 '

through 6-3C-95 0

W~ORK~ Day. Year)

9-19-95

1JUL 28 PH1 4: 2
SAN DIEGO, CAIlff.r

I'v.e 1of s

II ____________I____

COMMIllt tlAW IIM I'D, a'U('t i

h4AMt U( I A ME All~ COIIACDL0COMIAIITIII

I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I " IDs ucndd

ZIP~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ to4 AII (OUAiM lOt CO)I1I0Pa ~t.'I0SR

SAN DIEGO CA I2.2 11) 225-4-333

EXFNDS OF JUAN VA1RGAS, '95 Cj3l

3609 FOURTH -AV3NIJE IA1 lptl M CIJI4 O

=IM OF TIMAMUI
DRAO4A LtNERGOT

11187 CAMrNO RUIZ 47B
STAII lip L02[ M4A(OOIQAI lMS 1 110141

RAN D IEGvOr CA2126 (51.9') 295-65923

(flY IiAll zip cDDL A~ MA (ooLAY IIMI IROMl

SIAMI 01 14AIA11%l COJYTAO1tf CCOMMIlI

COM~irIIIAOO&110 ND.ND1~Ii

hAS ZIP too( &XIA coolxmIIM MiII

Attacrh ddItional informatlion on opproprh Isly labtled continua tion zhe il.

,h ~wVdag,.am.biedggtnererprepatik, this slatemcnt. I live reviewed the Itsater"ent anel to the best oI ory knowledg', ht inloimslo-n contained ho dIn l.a al tlied it htdulei i

true and comptpe. I certify troai penally oi piuty tindu' lb. laws of the State of Calw lum a a the loi i going It iww and c l

szoAse A SAN rTGO CAYJ Fa',,, 1 Aa~in by at, WA'

AistfflcaboldoI .andideaswho control) a cornimitl must also vatiI lho cariupaignfl 'tmqnfl. I havir Lip d all taiwiviable diilget'nc andi to 1ibes h ll1 my knoledge %I iti agniurtr i ^Ii ul to at,

uuusomsbt.t ltig In 91piparing WEl stalIrit. I have ovisivred b.e isternen: sinu to,% 'boi b of my knowividge the Into,s at lun 4untcintj J1tisiii atit In tba Ott o(hod it IetdolIs is e a Nd

Wopiale. ;C~nlh1yLldUP p;a&ty f ptujury undsr the lawl of the Slato Callicnria 1had tie Jo, rioltig Is .r ut andcorre(~ ,a

1utdo 7-At SAN El EGO, CA ITJ'ORN IA Dy /
VU 0_1_Of__________________j~t

(nwuted w_______ AtI

-. ----------- DAil-- -

- - - *ilTAtIIS SlAIS

MItAW74~10 (ANIIAI IiOM~(011)1iiA

-1_ I Ijt p -j!I I . I

ImMM&IIOMR5j4MO0j ~IM . 0 OV1:YO PUItJA1III 701M 1 IfllOANAAOIF P)ACII(l$ All Of Iti I*I IPIIMD1 V!MANI " e /

row
h0l

Other Comrrittm N Ic~lcuded in this tatement: u1 any orhef
commfftt not Included In thij ronsvilda v d ta in in that ta(# confrcfed by you and .ay
commit wt,) c1 whi~1pyoto hai' knowledge Suet orie pr.,alfy formed lot ectivt wonidbutlo'si

is

$IAII

(0164"IrvitAboatst END-AND STAI III

- '. - - MI- I IN . . I I. . . , . - - 10 . 1.

--- - r ' q F __ I

11

Zip Cubs AIIA CODIAVA111441 P110M cov;jirltl inoins M 0. AMD Mil t 1)

1' -C F1--6E

for0likialUse *



Campaign Dlsdosure Statement
SumNmry Page

Type or pdnIt Ink.Ameumts maybeN rourldd
toM01 whYl b4oMha Sltemen covers petlod

6-30-95
l.... 2 .. ,58" I

WWWIGNWIACAOOATI AND CONTIVOLLID COMMITTI LID.NUMIUA

JUN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 "93824

Contributions Recelived

I . Mon ry Contibttiow ...............................
2. to m~ Reteived .........................................

3. SU3'/OTAL CASH COWTf1IPUTIO5 .....................

4. Non.montesiyContribuUons .

5. SUD7OTAL CONTRIBUTIONS:JrAclvd, f.loI'.-b, otFOmil

6. Inlorcuabl t Prombls
( '0. 10, Gawrnteo. Lin, below) ..................

7. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS RECE)VID ............

Expenditures Made
8. Ca1hPayments (OUr than Loans Made) ............

9. Loan Mad .
S0. SUBIOTAL CASH PAYMENTI ...........

Aacmeed Expenses (Unpaid 8111s) .............

TOTAL EXPINDITURIS MAD! ..................
I

.Shiedule , Llr 3

$chr do I. A Irv. 7

,Addline I I

Schedule C, Lfrv I

AddLlneJ 3 , 4

Schtdul, 0. Lie 7

Addtint 5 • 6

sch, d1.1, . Lri 5

(hedule 1. Line 7

Add One, 18 A 9

S.1cou. 1, Lite 5

Add Ltrej 0 1 01

Column A Column B, Courmn
TOTAL PMVIOU I PI MOD

I$11w O

--

-0-

70| At 11| t "a1
CrfOMAl IACIIID $00DU10)

66,632.32

66,62.32

67,096.75

67,096.32

, q , 5 2 3 . 5 5 -0 -

.$2 41 ,, 5 2 5 3.55.q -C ..

VO(AL )IfA t I

6G6.632.32

66,632.32

. '6 .43
67,096.75

67,096.75

$ 8,523.55

4 8,5 23 . 5 5

58,523.55

"Ihtnt Cas Statement
13. Oglesrng Cash Bdance .................. Prav ul ums .ry 1g. n1 17

14. Cs=hRe .................. . Column A. O ......

15. Msallaneous Incrlses to Ch ... .................... Sc , ula . On, 4

15. CaihPsymenU ................................... Colnin , Line 10 above

17. ENDING CASH BAANCE ..... Add Urt J # 14 .iS, men ub1,ic ( L/r. 16

ldtibL,* ee 1wMaJoz jatmialt, V 17 mutt Wbero.

-0-
,66,632,)2

4 0,52.. 55

1'I , 19 97 7
1tIN)01HIAIA1CI $)OULO

)KJ IL A NI/A&IVNI AM0Q

F hon PiyyloI $Ittani at lummiry P)ga. CoIu n C. $-owylal. 11
thh, Is iha fIiIt i ori INbd Io to, a a&antar yiat, Zolurni L ihould b4
bl iWn * x "pt for Loanj Aiacatd fLint ?., lnloitijbla Prornilis 1na
$), Loi Mads (Uini ), and Acauid ypaini (Lina I1).

SurNr
N over

iary for Candidates InDothJune and
nber Eleclions

w: ,hrcvgh 6130 711 lo ale

rlblon 
I

,nIve '
* IS. LOAN OUARANTIES RECTIVED ........... hedul, B, P.r. Colmn fb) _ ; L ¢on

Cash Equivalentt~and Outstanding Debts 2. Ep.
14 .. . .. Equleeln r. . 1 - - Qt5 I.'.. _ .. .. NJ : A .... U " %4 j 9 1,. 0' .- 0' I-- _"



y Contributions Received
Type or p ntk 161.

Amounts may be roundtd
to wbole ddllar. •

IRV=
Ir,,/ULUU9 DI)EAND CCNTOLUD¢COM TTUE

An VARGAS FRIENDS 0F JUAN VARGAS '95

MAKI CL, MULATrEE "TO CUMUL_ lIVE TO
FU L N I A D A D E S O ~ Y I ~ o tO CCUPATION AN D E NPLOY E R ME C/t, PTICH O f rM M A P]KET OUUA M E 7 CUD A M To'H ;

Z IJCMIMIIA.,01ARIOA'IOLOMA f lVtIIA)A IADADDAM, Vf MItsMr1o1, *I 1^AII AMd GOO ft O sinVICES VALUE CA r D.AOAR'EA! OTSlA I,INoor ita0, V O .N , VAM||A ItAl it III A$|11tWID, JUM1t1f ,$11 A.N A W ~ I PLC MI II&IAIA|L~tA'JNA~t NDID~aI|I) J'.M. I DEC. J ) I Pt!.O .

"2-15-95 TODD E. LEIGH ATTORNEY CATMfINC 227.68 227.0B 227!68
53019 MARLBOROUG:R DR:VE PORCOP-0, CORV-

"_ SAN DIZGO,,CA 9211.6 _ __ __.

3-29"95 MARY GARDNER DAW?1M HOMKNAKER CATERING 236.75 •216 75 236.75

3514 ALTBATROSS STREET
RAR D.EGO, CA 92103

Atft(h#ddftl on.) maLion.o oppropriately lobeled ccn lnuo lon hee(j, SUDTOTAL 3 6,1 4 3

Non-Monsltary Contributions Summary
1. Amount recived this pliod-non-monetory con~ribulions of S 100 or more.

O#nudeaI&Schedule Csubiotas.).............................................. '6 .,13

2 Amssimtrefved this period- non-monclary contrihu tionr of Ici- than r 100.

Tot non-moneltary conUribullons received tiis period.
~ .................. --- TOTAL '3 - ~ K

7 C.... Z7

LD. NUMi8R

043924

$11110M41111 CW lrs plllll

horn -1-1-95 -

0w~ough -~ u PM'



Type opr int Ink.
Am:unhl may ka ewnlid

to whaedollars.

I0r CIX04 AMNCOWWWOR COMMIT E9

vnimNS bF JUA~N VARG!AS 195

SCHEDULE E

F 5t8inentg Cove peiod
[Yom_- 0

~hogt6-30-95 46u..... so

1 943824

CODES FOf CLAS51FYING EXPENDITUHES

f* following.codesacuralelydescrbethe expenditure, you moy enhit the code nnd leo.e lh "Description of Paymenl' column Wnk. Refer to tCe
ckWk htdule E-ConUnuatonSheet for detailed explanations of eadi category.

PC' - MONVMY ANO JN.XINO (NON.MON 'TAY)
CINTRIUIONS TOOTHIR CANDIDA-IS

ANDCOMM )TELS

&is- I3D i I n" IRAWBUUS.
1_- 1IRAFJLAaR

'0' - OROADCAST A)VElJISJNG
"N' - NEWSPAP-A A40 P 0ID1CAtLAD IER71i3G
"0" - OUTSIDEADVATISING
'S' .- SUlVEYS, IIGNA7UREGA71)i,)IrbH'.DOOn.TO.DOOn SOLICI IATIO'.
:' F!IH 0 I I - , 1I- . . ..... . . . .. .. . ... .... . .. .. . .. .

'G' ... ENl RAL OPtATIONS ANIO O'/ER I'AD,
A - W TAVL.,ACCOMAOOAIOU$S AND MEAL'

(MUST OfI A ICIq )U
'P' PnOItSSIONALMtlAGELAEP ANOCOMISVLTIG

SEW/' CES

M5A ?AIDA00ISJ 0;PAYE. C1lEbITOR. OR RECIPIENT OICOHTUDU7ION IM PORTAIIT: DO NOT ITFMIZI J7E PAEt EiJ r O ACCRUED IXPENS ES ON 5C4EDULE .
JF C8MMiLkMO61U0NOCCOMDU ITTIS4AIADDA11,11.0mCA LO, tnUM-1,av4., O0D.j nE PCflT ONLY '14E LUMP3 UM OF SUCH PA'(MI fTS ON LiNZ 40F *11 lt SUWA/ARY SE (.lION DELOY/.

.)ta)Q|N A h(D,.INTJIAIASIIIAIIIM UU 1 JCODE O D;CIUP1I)N OF PAYMYN T kMOUf.)r PAID

5.15.77

24"A C! GROUP 1100
7rM11 AEU

VjQrCA 92102

V.RIU ?NG !% GRAPFTCS
$009 I F.O AEWIU0

ADIEGOs CA 92103

q00. O0

____________________________________________________________________________________ I
Cbnbt1fullon anv e ,and/funrs mede out of c3mpvign. fund; to or on behall af other

feL commiev, orballo3/mea$,relmu also be en ered on the Alloca lion Pago,_Por I. SUBTOTAL 2.. .. 2,951 .95

iand Contributions Made Summary
P 'nmede hli period of 3 100 or more. (include oil Schedule. E subolois.) ... .

Fsimuoitmadehlspetnodoluider$l0O. (Do notitemile.) ............ ................................................ 1,57.

P". Wnerestpsld this lerlod on outstanding locns. (Enter naount froin Sc( edule i, Pnrt 11, Column (d).) ..........................

_ - "I ErloT.bh1 Iorn re'JUto FJnc ,4.) .................................

v,,, o, de t 111 . eriod. (Add J - 2, 3, nd ,. E n ter here" rJ ;n 0 rn- rl rY C, to'U,,n AVn. k) ......... . , 48. 3.59

I and Contributions
rTan Loans) Made

4

C

* N

C

4
Ct

a',
0I

0

....... 

--.--. =,.

JEANlt PqrtP * "i 11

& SLU
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on Sheet)

Wts and Contributions
QwTmn Loans) Made

OA CDAIDAVIAND CONTISOLLID COMl1l1TE.

JUAN VARGAS FR!ENDS OF JUAN VARGAS

Typq ftint l lot.
Aneounts may be *minded

to whoe lolb Is. Stliment covest perkd

itom -19

lh#DwV 3 0 -9 5

softijt I (0onQ

IM 858 ....

4L3) lUM943824'95
CODES FORt CLASSIFYING) EXPENDITURES

MOM97AY ANO CID (NO-MORF7"ARY) .. flOAOCASTADV[TV)SING *" GltCP, .PATIONSANDOVEIRWAD
COWrlPUTroNS 1oOTEf CANOIDAIE 5 "" N.WSPAPZA AND PE lJCOICAL AD VE1f1, G "1- IAVP' L,\C.COM\OXOA7)1i A1AD lMEAL5

AffoCOMMITIE$ S OUSI)ADV07IISING (MUST Of 1SCUIOI01

."1' ,, NDV1)id NT PI1N3f7I:1S 'S' . SUWVEYS. SIGNATUIRIE GATI I E IG. 000 ,-IO.O0 $ SOUCI CATION S " P.OitiIONAL MANAGENI .AID CO)4JULTJIG
• $USM ICES .

' UrIATUR!E • . "f' FUNORAISlNG[VFNIS .. C"

MI ANoDAOISS O PAY,.C 010To. o RECIPI I, OF CO' 1 ll, V ,)ON

-*-A-lR Jl~rflA t-flf.MIIAfl,4il 641 -IJ/4UAI:f IM ~I-CLJIW?1 ) - - 11_ _ _ _TOJO _'.,[N .MCU? I

CO EOil O' c'nifl1omJ Of P\YAFrNr 'Jf.NlounTpAID

BAM[A HOTEL VF 500.00
998 W. HISSION .BAY DAIVC
SAN DIEGO, CA .92109

.... ____ -------- ----- v--- -- _ _ --- 804,.23

405 ALBERSCN COURT
SAk DIEGO, CA 92130

STE" SOUT1] R E FUND CONTRIt3UTION 225.00
1445 - 31ST STREET
SAN DIEGO, CA 92102

ZDIRD BURR REFUND CONTRIBUTION 255.00

5279 LE DARION ROAD
SAN DIEGO, CA 92115

3UAN ANDREWS 1 4,600.02

same as above

V 9 c / 7 5 .U070TAL

.. . i

I I

"7,38, , 2r



7ypt opdnlbi .
Amouni mayb troided

towhdae doltri.sation Sheet)
ts and Contributions
%an Loans) Made

SCHEDULE E (coft)
Slte1ainnt C041 plod

tom ,-1-93

thonh tal -a,41% 0,58 _

I OR€OIA? AND COWrOLLO COMM I TEE

FRIEW5 OF' JUAN VAfRGAS '95

* ID HUMUIR

943824

.CODES FOF, CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES

MONI'IY ANDIN.;XIND (NON.MON1AR/) 'D -- DnOADCASIADVEITISING "G' - G.FIHEfAL O EATIOIi! AIDOVIlI!fAt)

"CONTIIO TION7TOOTHER .DIOATS .. NIWSPAP. ANO PER'ODICAL ADVE1IISG "r" - Tr.,'EL, ACCOMhODAtOH AND N,ALS

ANDCOMMJTTI$ '0' CUSIOI ACVflrISING I\IU i r olsa D. CIllB.D)

e Iar !P DIVET EXPINDrrURt 'S' - SLRVEYS, SIiI1ATUflE GAT) I EIRG, 000 n.'O-[tO011 SOUCH'AlOTI$ O POES'IbA. kdAGNIlf AND CO WU1WG

. UTEAI,.,-. FINDlAIS1hG IVENTS

NAM AJDADD$MS OP PAf/h, OIIDITOII, ORl RICIPINI OF CONTIY U1ION
i ufL11 2&I l fl NflJl|lOftLI O ) 3 0.

IIIIRIA 1C r. AUI~iDI/nit 7; ILAi Uh A ADDAt, , A IS)

BMhI7 HOTEL
998 W. MISSION BAY DRIVE
SAN DIEGC, CA 92109

ALZIRSON COURT

DXEGO, CA~ 92130

381TOSRY P11488 ROAD
IT COLLAs CA 92037

P PRI TI NG GRkPBICS
3509 FOURTH AV5,NUE
UIN DIEGO, CA 92103

001ZBALGI\S
2852 DUSK DRIVE
SAi DIEGO, Ch 92139-2913

os'Crit) nOtj OF ?AYMm r
AM0J14 r PAIO

,I , 692.51

1,251.15

RETURN CI1ECY 25C.00

1,441.70

47C.00

SUBTOTAL 1 1;"

JU VARGAS



.5I

Type o, pintl In l.
Amomls may be ,gog"

towole ddu.L

ScHoIuLA I (cont)
sibo, 3 - 4 a eos ps,

frm1-1--95

11vi 6 3 0 - 9 5

WS~OCMIGRc R CMtP AA IDCON1f LD COMITTIC IDNUMBER

Jw"3 VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824

V.CODES FO, CLASSIFYJIJG EXPENI0TURES

'-Cu - MONtrARl'tANDINlIWNO(? .MOETARY) "0" .. U11OAOCASTADVMRISIWG 'G'- GENAL OPULATOHsAAOVIHRHEAD

ClITiMUMO TO OTI43 ,AWOAIES 'N'.. NEWSPAPLII AND PLIUODICAL ADVEfITI$11PG - TRAV[L, ,\CCOMN0ooA'1ION AID MEAL?

ANDCOMMITTES '0"-, OUT11DEADVERTISN5 PU3 T DID[SC/IUD)

"1 d - INOEFlHOIHT EXPNDITUIS 'S' "- surYEYS, SIGNATUIE GATOAVING, DOOfl.TOQOOr- l CLICITATJONS "P' - HICIFESS0HALMANAGEME, I.:,JDCONSLUTING

S. UIMlAIURN =1' FUNDrSING EVENTS SVICES

flAW A3IDAD~RE~I OFPAYIN. ~R~OfTOR. O RECJPSI liT O~ ON7RIDUTION
OF 4MWIff'.WADW= TO CoWIf-l SA M,(AMDAODAOrI. MINII ALO. AU)AIIA op. 1 NO 10.

%%11h liNASIII IIPATALAS$II 100l A M1o A4)1 5I)

OEAN ANDREWS
4855 AL3ERSON CCURT
SAN DIEGO, CA 92130

" AN AN'DRUW8, '

~. .4855 ATW ONIWU, CQVRT
SAN DIEGO CA 92130

TRi PRIMACY GROUP
3609 FOJRTH AVENUE
SAX DIECO, CA 92103

LARRY BATCHZR
c/o 4ONTGONIRY PLAZA
6910A MIRAMAR RD., STE. 200
SM DI3O, CA 92121

* - Mo CODE DISCOUNT WAREHOUSE
* 6540 LUSK BLVD.

a'". DI-.,SAM GA. 811

rD[ERcf1rI'TIO O P,\YMENT L 'MOUrNr PAID

282.08

854.15

4,221.72

1,200.00

200.89

SU1lOTAL S

S lonwi Sheet)
and Contributions

Than Loans) Made

. . . . .. . .. .. .. ... .. . 1-PV1 f U fQ . TICI1 ,'I Of =O R



S" dule E ,-: .,
Shd~iShoontlon Shoot?..'and~ Cotiutions

Than Loans) Made
mit/uwum oPlRIMWM

as iu IE ca PcllhtYwAJF ,vy,=
- w. ~ a ~vypj ~~~IYI allVISWIU

.y. .r .

T ot w dleni IntlwLmAvmoUnljt maleeyoLrbe rounded j SJe

opt cvers peiod

fr~m 1-1-95
throgh 6-3 0- 95...

JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES
MOITARYAWIJ..iND(NON.MO'IETAPY) "' -ROADCASTADVETISI jG
COD)MTUiiON TOO rMIR ,AtIDCAJJI S N' ,. EWSPAPU AtO P (IODJCA\ .ADVEnfrl lJf
AND COMMITTES '0" OUT,5IOADvEnITI.SlG

-I .. INONIU NOIr WIHXlTUruS "S' - SUnVLYs.siGNATUAE GATt (I,1lMG, V0ORTC ooOn SOUaCI, A7.O,11;
"L"- UERAXTURIE F.F FUNDLAAISiHGEV HIS

PAM ANOADDRESS OF ,AY[ 1, CfJl.0DOU , Ofn fE¢iWEN7 OF CO OWID UTIOI,
i CO'jILNj4WhD0fl IOCOUAnI N..AM A(NAWDDI, IS. IN-CALD. )l.ICA A. 111.0.

- aMUTWIA I J (g. U I ., fillo TAtAijAE A AiO 10031. . . .I. . . .

PACIFIC BELL TELEPHONE c
PAYMENT CENTER
VAN NUYS, CA 91388-0001

-TKW A
P.O. BOX 8657
LA JOLL:A, -CA 920O18

THI PRIMACY GROUP
3609 FOURTH AVENUE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

RIC3ARD DOASCOLI
1171 - 24TH STREET
SA DIEGOY CA 92102

GZO3G BALGAS
2682 DUSX DRIVE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92139-2918

9'I ~ ~ G I URThTew t ~'/ ,

"G' - GEN':RALCP;ATIOSAO OVEJ.AD
,r' - 7MAVEL,.,CCOM|ODATIOIJ A'qD .AL.

(MAUST,31 O(SCAIU O)
- FROES IOW4\L MANAG lEI TAND CONULTI'IG

SERlVICES

OtCRIP71IO0 OF PAYMENtT ANO Wi T PA)M

2.0 7.

I I I II I'.
219.35

'I-I I

.1 - 1

1,003.65

243.82

50( ,00

, V, r

P310

1.00,a'], ,,,, - % w Ii It&

I- 'V 91,0 z 5U;3TrTA1 I 9') 1- r-7



udisle E
m~vmIon Sheet
r iib and Contrlb utions

wThan Loans) Made
mm~~t amI DEI

7ypeurpifftink
Amowun mpyW ,rewrdd

to whoe d~bm.

v MgWWUORCANDIATE AND CONTAOILtO COMMITTEE

111AM unuia~ VRTF~NflC OP' JuAN VARGAS '95

-~ CODES FOR CLASSIFYiNG EXPENDITURES

WONETARY A?1O IH.XlD (NMOINETARY) &80.. DA0ADCAS IADS, n rjsmG 'c - OZNEflA1.OPE~FW3ONS AND O0VBH4AD

CON71rIOUT1ONf TO 07HEfl tANDIDATES OW - NES~ A1'j*4PERIOOICAL ADVCIIIING * - TPj\W(I, A'CCOMAODA7f3ONS A?JD vEA .S

A140CO I&aWT II '0, . OUTSIDE ADVEJI ISINIG IMUST UEU ES CM1 0)

,r- 1I01flINDENT 1XPENDTURIS 'S' SIJ1VEYS.SIGUIA-uE G.TJ IEnlIG, DO)0fl.3O.DOOR!0o.:Cim,o\Is P' pSEIE;\ ~lAFi7AD OJUi)
et . 1ERATURE 'F' .. LUDfAI!ING E'11TS '

NAMEI AND AOORESS OVAY9E101O&~ ORR ECIPI INI OP CON IRJDUTJOM
IWUMIM14tNAWII@M 10OMIM11# AIAILMANO A*OA( I, INI IA I.O.24U1JhC 0A. If AD I.D.

IAJMSIDUSL 1(OiA13IIGMLD, fillti1.1t M f A1 11AM(AHO AD0401I)

JEAN ANOREI4S
4855 AtJB3RSOkN COURT
SAN DIEGOh.CA 92130

1171 24'BH STREET
SSAN DIEGO,cCA% 923012

.1:
7MBZ PRIMACY: GROUP
3609 FOURTH AVE41UB
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

0130RGR DALGAS
2602 DUSK DRIVE
BAIR DIBGO,CA 92139-2918

PC PRIMTIG, A GRAPHIICS

3609 FOURTH AVENUE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103 __

(CC1JP 1I0N OF FAYAM~ f

__ c ; ' Q §, ' 6
- . . ..

AMOUII I P~)11)

'120.7 5

A. ~ 2-7-7-1 0 0

3,508.23

533.24

2 ,804 .69

SUB70TAL 9,027.91

SCHEDULE E (401110
5191twitint covers pal

flom I-1-S5

1 6-30-95

I.D NUM51A

943824

0

a

0

0

.............

Z=a



Type ou Ii A. Ink.
Amouhms may be rounded

to whole dolarj.

SCHEDULE EkconLt
Sltatment eow ers Pei

ham 1-4-93 7

thwu-h 6-33-95 " 52 58

LD NUMBED

943824nlla 1 vxunal
pF

vRT1~Nr35 O~' S~7OAW V?~RGA5 '95

p CODES FOR CLASSIFYIMG EXPENDITURES
MOKtT, AY AND IN.X1NO (NON.MOMETARY "03. DOADCAST ADVCRTISING
cO1IaUDWIONsTOOrHEn CAD)DATES '?I* NIWSAPEII' P!I OD CAL JD', [IrI, 1

"AHDCOMMITTIS '0' OU751.)E ADVYnTISING

-r" -. INDtPENOWETrPEN0UR.S
"--UTIPATUR&

-S' - SUnVE'/S, SIGN WA'U/ C(ATHERN\G, DOCA.TO.DOOI , SOL CI ATIO
"F= - FUNOWAISINGVENTS

HAMAANDA R9E3S 0f PAYEE, CAED1OI.Oa IECIPIEN T 0 CDNTflIUiWOI
, IMI, UNAIOIfIATO LHiy VIi IM . MIlr WW $I)-I. I t -I I C 1.
IPJII" A t U IIN AI1191I(b. I Hl 0' TA(AlI ., 'il HAM td A )0 ADO) L. I S)

PG PRINTING & GRAPHICS
3609 FOURT AVENUE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

RICHARD D'ASCOLI
S171 - 24TH STREETZIEG0 CA 92102

.i SvGa!

P0OolTICAL COMPUTER SOLUTIONS
3609 FOURTH AVENCE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

VOS'I8MSTZR
2535 MIDWAY DRIVE
SAN DIEGO, CA

"r"- G! NrALOPELA7ION$ ^hADOVwrn]IIA.)
R - TP\V(L,A(CQO ODATJOS AlO MAL,

3EfP/iC.5

'MnPIW(S 01.: PA/' " ," /, MOU 1T P M

352. 6

418.73

230.00

500.00

100.00

FUJOA dJI.1F)

inuatlon Sheet)
m and Contributions
Oilan Loans) Made
II lclal xvmll

DF€IOf OSCANDATLAND CONTAOLo OMWTTrnE

.9

*1
0

0
p

PRInNDS OF UAN VARGAcw '95

so - UTINATURE

immlmlmmlmll



* ? ~ 
*.~. .~ .w.gtp.av.~..4.,,iI'd4*Er2inu.)t4Z. ~1 :;.::.~ys1h~.~wJ Wi~2~.1~~ . r .~. * ~ ~ ~

Chdule E
(Co*tWnuation Sheet)

and Contributions
Morhn Los) Made

Type or pintin in.Amo0ul may b rnvndd
te whole dlis..

SCHEDULE 1 (c0)

i. A" 6-30-95 53

X0%gOW tAIWM AI AND CONTIOU0 COMMITTEE 9.0 3824

OAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS 
%9 43 8 2 4

CODES FD1 CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES

--MOMTTA, YANOJIW.JND (fON-eMETARYI D"-- 0COASCMTADVEf1SING G' - 453V RALOPEAT1ONS AND OVOIIJEAD

CONI01noST 00THEICNOIATE$ "'- NEWSPAP[RAMD P EJIOD)CA. ADV[lfI)I "T" - TJAVEI. ACCOMMODATIONS AND /MlgS

ARQC0?NvOM/ulES '0-- OUI DEADVEnISIXG EMUS7 a D(Scala!D)

a1 - UIvtPEXDNNT1XFENDruPSS - SUVSYS, SIGNATUiI( GATIIIlh\JG. DOOfl7O.DOOfSOLICITA7' O *P - 'ROF SSO)A hIANAGEIENT AND CONSULTING

V -- tI UR "F" -. FUNDIIAISINGEVEWS "

NAMI AU)f rDnESS OF.PA¢fi. CR.EI11OR. OIJECIPAET Of CONTIUTION.

1pJJ(AMIIL~MIMID.I 10A FACAAIA'SI7AM W DA)DAII))

ALI'" LE COOP sR

6560 MONTEZUMA RD. 11.
SANDIEGO, CA 92115

PC PRINTING & GRAPHICS
3609 FOURTH AVENUEB SAN D1 gGO, CA 92103

RICHARD'D'ASCOLI
1171 - 24TH STREET
SAN DIEGO, CA 92102

RZCAJ RD D'ASCOLI
%=e as above

GBORGE BALGAS
.2882 DUSK DRIVE
SAN DINGO, CA 92129-2910

D)ESCRnIIO PAYIr . AIiOUN I PAID

2'0 DO

.. .... .... '249. i0

1.40.22

400.00

500.00

,3 ' 9 (; L / 2" ~, 6 ~;'6 .,5

-0

I,

39.32SUI]TOTA'.



Type or pdlt In Is.
Amounts mtybe etodod

iowhole dolaLts.

SCHEDULEI (ownt)
Statement toy.,,pn

from 1-1-95

6-30-95 ;A qR

coTxroLDcom-,flr LD NUMe11.

MAIN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824

CODES FOrt CLASSIFY(uG EXPENOI ruRES

-ONETAIlAJ )IN-XSRD(HO'MONETAR
Y  0 -. CAOADCAS7ADV'IrTIS'NG ' - ri SWRALOPRATIO1' AND O+/ERHEAD

CONTI)UTO ' o00T ER .HDIO/JE5 #N-. NEWSPAPEI1 AND PE fIODICALADVEfTuSING '- "\)AVEL,ACCOMNMODAr)o')5,\N4OD ALS

AND COMMITTrS .0" .. OUTSIDADVC, ISIG fiMUS f Cl] D (.SCIUID 0)D

"1",. UOiWENOINTUXP!N0TURI1, - SUAVE.Y5, SIG/.TUflE CATItI F[M)G, r00fl'I.0.DOr SOL-CI fATIM S

.. UTERATUPI ''.. UNDRAlING EV NT$ V'
_ ANDADOASSS OfPAYL CAIDIOA. 04 CIPIEN7 01 CON I.ID ,T.ON

PiIMtm~mnvU ?prMImIDt'M LQ n' . + o>D~ $

CO E OSCIP D i PI OF PAYNIN r AAO1IU T PAID

GEORGE BALGAS 151.82
2882 DUSK DRIVE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92139-2918

- AiN -DIEGO CONVINTION CENTER F 100.00
SAW DIEGO CONCOCRSE
BAN "CIEGO, A ....

RICH.RD D ' ASCOLI " 400.00
1171 - 24TH STRUET
SAN DIEGO, CA 92102

ALI LE COOPER G 250.00

same aa above

i'3 i I II I n I l I •

MOTOMEK PIAA
6910A MIRAMAR RD. STE. 200
SAN DIEGO, CA 92121

I t' L..
1' L. ' ~ :' K' / Cd SIJI3TOrAL ? ~ .82

nMnuation Sheet)
pts and Contributions
.Than Loins)Made

- 4

I,

C,

'1

U V V.U V

L, L SUB[TO TA L r r"3 . 8~. 2



Type iln inkL
inliOUm may be nmwukd

Itwbeoldeu rL$motion Sheet)
and Contributions

*Than Loans) Made

SCHEDULE f IconL)
Statement tee09 I p.e0d

e"., 1-1-95

,,, 6-30-95 i,,..ss a, 58f

W- ilM0Mo oR C l ATA C4ETocrnOu.l" COMMITTEE I.D NUM, A

W UAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITUAES

'C- MOITARYANDIN .lXDHON.MON-TAAY) - 0- OnOAOCASTAOVER-ISING "- GE\'JEtALOPEATIO? 5 AND ?V'1t1iAO

€OMDUTIONSIOOTHE[R tDMIDA' "'" .- NEWSPAPE, AND nRCDICAL ADVERTI!IlNG -7- TR.\VEL, ACCOMMODATONW; AND ,AL

AMC COMMITTj IS 00' OUTSIDE ADVUI ISIdG IMUSTUI DESC'IDEU

or - 4DIPINi~uTFi'P orruI S"" - SUJflYS. SIGNATUi1E AT E P.MG, D - .DOOR I 'P' - PROQFESJO04A, MAdtAGU ,It ANd CONSUtTING

- UERATURE - FUNOILAS4IIGIVEfTS '

.... Ia~AA.MAV=SiD' PAYlf.cKIDITOLOA ihphuIdT O01(ONwRDUynON
pgafWum ,,jA001 N C (OM&WIl'mtl# I ANAW 1 I lMIt I.D. I A OA.1 NO I.D.

•. . COMA1 on DE(nClIP1DN OF PAYMEN1 AAOUNT AID

ALI LE COO?ER 
250.00

same as above

TXZ PRIMACY GROUP :. p 1,599.

* 3609 FOURTH. AVENUE .

SAN DIEGO, CA 9210;'

RICHARD D'ASCOLI 0 400.00

1171 - 24TH STREET '
sAN DIEGO, CA P)2102

RICHARD D'ASCOLI G 400.00

same as above

- G ORGE BALGAS
2882 DUSX DRIVE
_1-,_ Q -mtC -- PA ,2 3--9L

G

2 __
) L' 1~ 1 V - , SUIflOTAL $ 3,153.12

503.49

11 - 7 V. L 7 VF -. 11 1.; .SUBTOTAL $, 3,153.12



Typeor prit Jnnit.
Amemull uoy be v~wWdd

to whofrdflanr.
Iceule E

uoitbwlon shoot)
raimsts and Contributions

~Ot~r hanLoans) Made

slelemne"Icoveus .o

ow1-1-95

6lsg 6- 30-95 F3.6 6 ej5

HANbOF OffiLDIAORCAHDIOA71 MDANTRt0U0 COMMMTEE LI. NUAMIRf

JUAN VARGAS FRIE .DS OF' JUAN1 VARGAS '95 I943824
CODES FO11 CLASSIFYING EXPENDITUPES

9.MONLTArtYAMtNXhIND(NONCNETAflY) Or - a1ROADC\S7A0Vln'r)sING OG' - OMMflI. OPEflATIONS AND OVERHEIAD

CO)EAJ9UTIOWSTOOTNIRUtNDIDATES ON' NEWSPAP EliAAND?ErtUODICAL AtVEn 'SING Or - 'IRA'/EL, ACCOMMODA11ONS AND MEA\LS
AN1I'OMJT71S '- OUTSIDE ADVI 11 ISING tMu S7 0 ID (5 010ED)

,,-INOE'ENOENT EXPENDITURIS 'S' SURVEY1. SIGNATVIRE GATHINJfl~G. 000OR4O. DOORt SOLICIWAIONS P' - Pfll" SOiLAA~~I ~DC?$LI)
'V-L1UATIJRE "I UNDRWiING EVEN75 SEPIVICES

N~AM AND ADOJUSS Or PAY1 1 C.1EDJTOIL oR fIIcpjji\T 0; CO HIRIDU rION
-* d &W WFlTAO MiO 14WAWMRlf'4jAM kU I4r'JIIDd."J ICA 04rU-1) £D .-

M" IAda aAlU£JASIaNW MIC A aMtMEI 11AMI AND ADO ISI)

AL: LE COOPER
same as abovea

RICHARD DIASCOLZS 11I71 - 74'TL1. 3TET
SAN~ DINGO, CA 92102

RICHARD DIASCOLI
same as above

G8ORGE BALGAS
2892 DUSK DRIVE
SWX DIEGO. CA 92139-2918

MA)ITGOMYR PLAZA
6910A HERANAR ROAD# Sg?.200
SAN DIEGO, CA 92121

')ESCRIP71ON CF PAYMENT AMO JNT PAID

500.00

4100 .00

10'4.38

500.00

G600.000

*L.c - r . Z 7 K~ SUIJTOTAL mA '~aQ
SUOTOTAL 1 nA IA



AMOn1wil011YbO gnid .
to Whelt d008116

ScheduleE
(Continuation Sheet)
pmS=nts and Contributions
(Othr Than Loans) Made-

Stet1101"n twou pit~

Iso 1-1-95M

£hb6-Q0-95fv!57 5

wool O~n~ - CI C dvIDHM

PNWOUFRFCIWfOWUORCAPW^IATINCONTRQULED COMIJl7E10UMR

JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS'OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824

vc, .- MONETARYAND)'Xi ~CODES FOfl CLASSI FYINLG EXPENIDITU RES G-MRLPAI15NOEHD

C' -MOETAYAD)NXINO (NON.MCNEIARY) -D'* BROADCA57 ADVER-T)SING G E~l~ P~AItSADOEHA

COMMUIO4STO OTHIER CANDIDATES '?I'. NEWSPAPER AND PEIODICA. ADVE[lTISING -. RAVEL, ACCOMMOOATIONLS AND lv EAL!

ANDCOMMMUF~S 200- OUTSIOCADVERTISING IIS(Cb fIEB

'V * INEPI4O~iPV4IT~l ~ wS"m - SURVEY S. S IGMAI(RE GAT H MING. DO0O01.F0. 0Oil 3OLI C) TATIONS fVZ

UTII1URE "F" *. MUNOfAISINIEVEtIIS

HAMlS AND ADORESS OF PAYEE, CAE0111OR, OR JAECIPIENT rOf CODTAIDu uiury
IV MAI73I1AQD~ON JCOMhUflit'1 WJ4A)I "ADDIM.U I1.0. wkU41A.V u no1.0.

ttuMJIAJIA 11L1AHMGHL% IMILA MASAUAIP'S hIAND AD~XT1 nCP.I~TIO~J OF PA A~~4F ,10OUir PAID

CITY TRR'ASURFlR C 200.00

CITY 0F SAN DIEGO

~~Li
y t~ / ~, Q / 6

U B7'DTAIL 3 0 (1 . Q 0



SMcallaneous Increases to Cash

M iMEWmswi

Type #o printIn Ink,Amouds may b ioundd
to whoel dclief .

rMiMHLiL I
Stalment cevers pvi'o

I~~o ~ ... l - 9 5,
58 aPegs -----.- S

Misceflnsous Increases to Cash 5utrmary
1. bw vess to cash ef $100 or more this perlod. . ......................................

3. kwm estocashunder$ 10Cth ptrod. (Donoiliemnize.) ................................................. .00

i* WaTll gII Intirst received this period on loans mode to oth cis. (Schedul e H, Prt 11(b).) . .

. ,. ho h p (Add I.ni 1C_ , nnd 3. Int~r here nnd or ihe

)msWiryPoga, Line 15.) .. TOTAL .

• S .- . - . S : Q /L 'C >

0'OCOMOLMOMI0KCANORIOJ AWdCOMIdLOUO COMMISJZI1 1.0.UMBER

JUAN VARGAS FRTENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824

IULL NAM, AND AnDIRSS OF SOURICE AM OUH! Of

gii .tfOA IflL.0L i o lO coAMifnl'Imi A A AOOfJ I.INIA in. I4UJI. n0 D ,C/IION OF RECEIPT INC1AEAS 10 CA;H

V NOI 1 L KUMI. % IAI 1 IN A IC1fI II, tllI 6 TAJiA AI AIh- I .tl n Ii I i i) __ s .

inn

Aon

I-..__

AllaCh eddfllonal lntormalloh on eppropla lely iatbeled con tiui lion. sliee(s. SU13rOTAL 3



February 16, 
1996

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Complainant: Respondent:
Congressman Bob Filner Juan Vargas for Congress
P.O. Box 127868 1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92112 San Diego, CA 92102

FEC#: C00307256

To Whom it May Concern:

Juan Vargas has been campaigning for Congress in California's
50th Congressional District in direct violation of several
Federal Election Commission camDaign laws:

o Councilman Vargas and his staff have been touting the
results of a poll in support of his campaign (see attached).
However, there is no reDorting of any exDenditure for
polling on the Vargas for Congress FEC report for the period
of September 28, 1995 through December 31, 1995. Since this
poll has been widely publicized, expenditures related to it
were obviously not properly reported to the Federal Election
Commission.

o Ralph Inzunza, formerly Councilman Vargas' Chief of Staff,
is widely known to be managing the Vargas for Congress
campaign. However, he is not reported as receiving ay pay
for his services. Mr. Inzunza received a salary of $36,000
per year for his services as City Councilman Vargas' ief
of Staff. Because the cost of Mr. Inzunza's services are
not listed as either a loan to the campaign, or an in-kind
contribution, they constitute an illegal contrib .

o The Vargas for Congress Campaign has apparently spent money
raised for Councilman Vargas' City Council re-election on
his Congressional campaign. Richard D'Ascoli, a Vargas for
Congress staffer, was paid $4,595.29 by the Vargas for City
Council Campaign for the two month period between July 1,
1995 and September 2, 1995 for professional services
rendered in an unO-DDOSe election. Since joining the Vargas
for Congress campaign in October, D'Ascoli has received
$1,800.00 in compensation for a three month period. IL
seems obvious that Councilman Vargas illegally paid hig
staffers in advance for work to be Performed during his
campaigqn for Congress.



o Similarly, the Primacy Group, a business contracted to the
Vargas for Congress campaign, has apparently been- il II
pd in advance f or wo~rk to be 2glrfod an h

Conafess Camig. The Vargas for City Cuc'

paid over $15,000 to the Primacy Group for oOn. 4ti"g an
UM sed election. During the three month period Of
September 28, 1995 through December 31, 1995, The Vrgas for
Congress campaign paid the Primacy Group less then $2,500
for similar services.

Since the Congressional primary election n is only seven weeks
away, the actions described above will have a direct ivpact upon
the outcome. An immediate investigation is warranteg.

Signed and sworn under penalty of perjury,

BOB FILNER
Member of Congress



STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

COUNTY OF .... J b/-

On F&C31aw4' , 9

appeared C C'':-~.,--/ t f7 / ,,Eg

personally known to me (or proved to me on
the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be
the person(s) whose name(skisare subscribed to
the within instrument and acknowledged to me that

QieJshe/they executed the same in . sertheir
authorized capacity(ies). and that b yTghertheir
signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or
the entity upon behalf of which the person(s)
acted, executed the instrument

WITNESS my hand and oflciai seal

}S.S.

before me, A-G( "-A - lEn1&f,

___ . a Notary Public in and for said County and State, personally

FOR NOTARY SEAL OR STAMP

NOTYTPR -3Lu-

Signature

(~7~lzL F CnsfA

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SS.S.COUNTY OF

. ~, before me.
a Notary PublIc ,- and for said County and State, personally

appeared

personally known to me ,or proved to me on
the Pasis of satisfactor evidence) to be
the person(s) whose namesi ls,,are subscribed to
the within instrument and acknowledged to rne that
he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their
authorized capacity(ies). and that by his/her/their
signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or
the entity upon behalf of which the person(s)
acted. executed the instrument

F,. 'f©TARY SEAL OR STAMP

WITNESS my hand and oflcia; seal

STgnat :a24

TE '6C L.ega! (2-941

Ths .... s trr~sihed by Chicago Tlft CoM
This ~ ~ I-- StLr



A P.O. 1OX4, BA3LYt
Mac IMMUax. NavMo waked until fomer Con-
greswoman Lyn..k() officially bowed a&. end
this probably cost him some support. Navarro has vay
hgh nme (98%), but he's also got "ih omui. u
(40%) Although Caudy is almos totally unknown,
she won the CM udoraarmt. The caa. a.,L
Cm endorsed both Our sources say NaverO is the
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
V WNkglo, DC 2046

February 28, 1996

Honorable Bob Filner
Bob Filner US. Congress
P.O. Box 127868
San Diego, CA 92112

RE: MUR 4311

Dear Mr. Filner:

This letter acknowledges receipt on February 21, 1996, 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 sefio on
your complaint. Should you receive any additional information in this matter, plem forward it
to the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be sworn to in the sme um w
as the original complaint We have numbered this matter MUR 4311. Please refer to
number in all future communications. For your information, we have attached a bef
description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
vasmni, DC 20463

February 28, 1990

Councilman Juan Carlos Vargas
1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92102

RE: MUR 4311

Dear Mr. Vargas:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that you may
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4311. Please refer to this
number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that o ad= dwdd
be taken against you in this matter. Please submit any fctual or lega mteals hik h yM
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this maer. Where approprite,
should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the Ouaeml
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If o iqn is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the avalb
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)(B) md
§ 437g(aXI2XA) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matte 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 telqhonuomw
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, pleas contact me at (202) 219-3400. For your
we have enclosed a brief desrip onof the Commiso's oedures fbi hmdliag c impf.

Sincerely,

afs" d. Tai~c.

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 28. 190

Deanna Liebergot, Treasurer
Vargas for Congress '96
3609 Fourth Avenue
San Diego, CA 92103

RE: MUR 4311

Dear Ms. Liebergot:

Fhe Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that VlMg for
Congress '96 ("Committee") and you, as trasurer, may have violated the Federal Eectio

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enckd We ave
numbered this matter MUR 4311. Please refer to this number in all fitureci--de.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that n action should
be taken against the Committee and you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please subm any facuu

or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysi o(d& xer.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath Your response, vic should
be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of mcei* of

this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take fimber action

based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)(B) and
§ 437g(aI2XA) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the nmmtwto 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 telephon 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 me at (202) 219-3400. For your informatio,
we have enclosed a brief of e Commssion's proedure for h om s.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WVIIhIti , qiW0-, DC 20M3

Februarv 28o 1996

President
The Primary Group
3609 Fourth Avenue
San Diego, CA 92103

RE: MUR4311

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that The
Primary Group may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,e unamjd
("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this mattr MUIR4311.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that n aeeam *od
be taken against The Primary Grou in this matter. Please submit any factua or Iqp uail
which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Wher
statements should be submitted under oath. Your respnse, which should be -aladosmp6
General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this leter. Irm
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based onf6
available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)(B) and
§ 437g(aX)i 2 XA) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the manw ID be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise t
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephon mnber
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions please contact me at (202) 219-3400. For your infomation
we have enclosed a brief deIcrim of the o's pwees for mdl .miu

Sincerely,

"ticAt i.-roaw,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION[wWWhn, DC 206

February 28, 1996

Richard D'Ascoli
1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92102

RE: MUR 4311

Dear Mr. D'Ascoli:

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 4311. Please refer to this
number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demontrt in writing that P a m ion suld
be taken against you in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials yOU
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where a atamIt
should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the Omm
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no iePqno e Is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the avalae
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 43711(a)(4XB) and
§ 437g(aX I 2XA) 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 telepbone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.



If you have any qugoMs, Please contact me at (202) 219-3400. For your infomatlnwe have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
I. Complaint
'I. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



The Clean Campaign!

March 14, 1996

Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
Central Enforcement Docket
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4311

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I write this letter concerning the above-described matter insofar as the allegations in it

pertain to me.

I have read Representative Filner's complaint dated February 16, 1996. That
Complaint states that I was paid $4,595.29 by the "Vargas for City Council Ca ign" for the
two month period between July 1, 1995 and September 2, 1995. It also st that I received
$1,800 in compensation for my work done for Vargas for Congress '96 since October, 1995.
From these premises, Rparesenative Filner's letter proceeds to the following conclusion:

It sc obvio that Councilman VYarg ilegat aid his stAff U
-) in advance for work to be peformc d during his a ian fo&

Representative Filner's accusation is completely false. The work that I did for Mr.
Vargas' City Council campaign during the period between July I and September 2,1995, had
to do with that campaign, and that campaign alone. The sole object of that campaign was to
obtain Mr. Vargas' reelection to the San Diego City Council. Not one iota of the work which
I did during that period pertained to Mr. Vargas' current campaign for the United States House
of Representatives.

Until Mr. Vargas announced his candidacy for the House of Representatives on October
6. 1995, 1 never performed any work in connection with that candidacy. Representative
Filner's accusation that I was "illegally paid... in advance for work to be performed during
[Mr. Vargas'] campaign for Congress" is totally false.

3609 FOURTH AVENUE 8 SAN DIEGO, CA 92103
(619) 295-6923

PtM kWr by Valf 9W Congs"s. U. M LNOWmn Lbuft 4W aM



* . 7 .

Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
March 14, 1996
Page 2

I declare under penay of perjury um the laws of the United Sut io th tminI
is true and correct and that I have signed this letter this 11 day of March, 1996 at Sm MW,
California.

RIWHARD D'AROLI "

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) SS.

COUNTYOF SAN DIEGO )

On ', , 1996 before me, MA.r,, 7". W,,-, a
Notary Public in and for said County and State, personally appea RICHAR DASCO
personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evideme) to be the
person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrunent and acknowledge to me
that he/she/they executed same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrunm the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the
person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

~~i) MARITOS CUAKI*MW*MCM
pidwPfhIco so

Notary Public in and for said County
and State

V



The Clean Campaign!/

March 14, 1996

Mary L. Taksar, Esq. pip
Federal Election Commission
Central Enforcement Docket LP
Washington, D.C. 20463 %

Re: MUR 4311

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I write this letter concerning the above-described matter insofar as the allegations in it
pertain to me.

Currently I am campaign manager of Vargas for Congress '96. I took a leave of
absence from my previous post as Chief of Staff for San Diego City Council Member and
Deputy Mayor Juan Vargas in order to assume the title of campaign anager of Vargas for
Congress '96. I took a leave of absence from my position as Council Member Vargas' Chief
of Staff on approximately September 22, 1995. I assumed the title of campaign manager of
Vargas for Congress '96 on approximately October 6, 1995.

Before starting work as campaign manager for Vargas for Congress '96, it was
anticipated that the incumbent, Bob Filner, would significantly outspend us in his effort to
defeat Mr. Vargas' bid for his seat. It was also anticipated that Mr. Vargas would run a
relatively low-budget, grass-roots campaign. On that basis, I refused to accep any
compensation in exchange for my work as campaign manager. Mr. Vargas accepted my offer.
Thus, during the entire time period between October 2, 1995 and the present, I have received
no compensation -- and will accept no compensation -- for my services as campaign manager.

Neither I nor anyone else ever has made any attempt to hide the fact that I am working
on a volunteer basis for Vargas for Congress '96. Vargas for Congress '96 has over 200
volunteers which work for it in various capacities. Because Vargas for Congress '96 is not
capable of raising the large sums of cash that Representative Filner's c routinely have
raised in the past, Vargas for Congress '96 must rely on the efforts of hundreds of unpaid
volunteers in order to get the message out. I am one of those volunteers.

3609 FOURTH AVENUE U SAN DIEGO, CA 92103
(619) 295-6923

Pdd tw by VwgM1sW C44gren 1. 09". LW-- %UM 013



May L T*m, hq.
Much 14, 1996
Pqe2

1 dwae uerm of peuy uier the laws of the UnIed S . tho da
is ue awd cor a that I have siped this letter this iV day of Marc, 1996 at sm Dkgo,
California.

RALPH INZt6X

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
)COUNTYOF SAN DIEGO. )

on 1996 before me, A10 T ' & a
Notary Public in and for said and State, peonaly apeared A JLA
personally imown to me (or proved to me on the bamsis of stis&t1y 18in) ID be tie
person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within intr'umat anl dakmmwh__d to me
that he/s/they executed same in hislher/their ahoriz caacity(), at by
his/her/their sipatu e(s) on the insfrunnew the person(s), or the entity upon behlf of di eN
person(s) acted, executed the imt nF.

WrINESS my haw and official seal.

f/l/lnX-p.A '
Notary PUblic
amd state

eAdAtLe~-
in and for said Cousy

.. ~mu.

I



Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
Central Enforcement Docket
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4311

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I write this letter concerning the above-described matter insofar as the allegtiom in it pertain

Ntome.

CI am President of The Primacy Group. The Primacy Group is a company which pedoms
r,, political consulting and polling services for politicalc idates in San Diego and elsehee .

Representative Filner's complaint dated February 16, 1996, accuses Vargu for Coqrcm '96
of having operly omitted to report expenditrs inmrred in coUeion with a poll. M
accusation is false. Under my direction, Vargas for Congress '96 conbacted a voew =y (or poll)
of voter attitudes in the 50P Congressional District. Vargas for Congress '96 ca u do ivey
during the second week of January, 1996 - after the salient dates for repoftg any 0s
which might have been associated with the survey had passed. Neither Varps for q '96 nor
The Primacy Group incurred any outside expenses in connection with the survey. lmmo, vokuueer
campaign workers created the survey by gleaning the pertinent data from the r- ml 's e,
and by making phone calls to selected voters. Vargas for Congress '96 paid no =my to The
Primacy Group for any services rendered or costs disbursed in connection with the .ry. To my
knowledge, Vargas for Congress '96 incurred no out-of-pocket expenses whatoever in Coa---i-!
with the survey. For that reason, there were no expenses to report in connection with the survey -
neither for the period between September 28, 1995 through December 31, 1995, nor for any odter
period.

I wish to respond to Representative Filner's accusation that The Primacy Group hs been
"illegally paid in advance for work to be performed on the Vargas for Congress Cm [sic].
The accusation is false, scurrilous, and reprehensible. The apparent logic upon which
Representative Filner relies for this unsupported accusation is the fact that Friends of Juan Vargas
(the organization which conducted Mr. Vargas' reelection to the San Diego City Council) paid The
Primacy Group $15,000 in connection with Mr. Vargas' campaign for reelection to the San Diego



Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Page 2

City Council (which culminated in Mr. Vargas' reelection to the San Diego City Council on
September 19, 1995). Representative Filner apparently argues that that amount is excessive given
the fact that Mr. Vargas' reelection was unopposed. Certainly, however, no one could have
anticipated - until the close of the period for filing (in July, 1995) - that Mr. Vargas' reelection
campaign would be unopposed. To the contrary, indications were that there would be at least one
challenger to Mr. Vargas. In anticipation of any challenge, Friends of Juan Vargas prepared for a
campaign. Preparation for that campaign included hiring my organization to print literature; amd put
together a complete campaign plan and budget. Friends of Juan Vargas and The Primacy Group
confined their efforts exclusively to the boundaries of the District 8 of the City of San Diego, and
geared those efforts exclusively to promotion of the reelection of Mr. Vargas to the San Diego City
Council.- At no time before Mr. Vargas' announcement of his candidacy for the U.S. House of
Representatives on October 6, did The Primacy Group direct any effort whatsoever toward
promotion of the election of Mr. Vargas to the House of Representatives.

NIT Mr. Vargas' campaign for reelection to the San Diego City Council was, indeed, unopposed.
I believe this was principally because we did such a thorough job in preparing to wage a reelection
campaign that the persons who contemplated a challenge decided that it would be futile. Those
persons took preliminary steps toward running for San Diego City Council, but later reconsidered

ri and withdrew.

The scenario which unfolded in 1995 also occurred in 1993 - when Mr. Vargas geared up for
a reelection campaign, and wound up running unopposed. In September, 1993, Mr. Vargas hired
The Primacy Group, hired a campaign staff; printed literature; and began running a cmag
operation -- only to see two or three likely opponents decide at the last minute not to run. In both
cases - in 1993 and 1995 - Mr. Vargas raised approximately $65,000 to prepare for a reelection
campaign. In both -.fr those years, the potential opponents simply decided not to challenge him. The
history of Mr. Vargas" previous unopposed campaign for reelection thus underscores the
reasonableness of the expenditures which Representative Filner protests.

Mr. Vargas announced his intent to run for the U.S. House of Representatives after his
reelection to the San Diego City Council. He made that announcement on October 6, 1995. Shortly
thereafter, he established a campaign committee in accordance with FEC regulations, and hired The
Primacy Group, Mr. D'Ascoli. and others to work on his behalf. Payments for services rendered by
The Primacy Group have been fully, completely and truthfully reported on the relevant FEC
documents.
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I decla u peamy of perj urda t
true a correct mdI dat I Iae sigmd this le
Caiffomia.

forqokis

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTYOF SAN DIEGO

On C,41ArL~ 14, 19!1~ 1996 before me, ±12 _a I. )e eeiuj, a Notary
Public in and for said County and State, personally appeared LARRY REMb , persmmly known to
me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whome name(s) is/are
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/sbe/fty exected sm in
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the ijmmut the
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the *imnaumwo.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Notary Public in and for said County
and State

(N L~im.ps~a~J



THE PRIMACY GROUP
3609 4th Ave., San Diego, CA 92103
619/295-6923 FAX: 619/295-0487

Mary L. Taksar
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4311

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I am the president of The Primacy Consulting Group, Inc., which has
been named in the above referenced complaint by Rep. Bob Filner
against Vargas for Congress '96 (#C00307256). I am responding on
behalf of Larry Remer, Deanna Liebergot, Rich D'Ascoli, Ralph
Inzunza, Juan Vargas and Vargas for Congress '96.

The Primacy Group is under contract to Vargas for Congress to
provide strategic campaign consulting services and campaign
assistance in Juan Vargas' campaign for the U.S. Congress.

I have reviewed your letter, the complaint letter filed by Rep.
Filner and the documentation that was attached in your packet. I
would like to respond to each of the points raised in the letter
and ask that my responses be made part of your investigative record
of this complaint. I do not authorize that my responses be made
public or be made available to Rep. Filner.

1> Under my direction, the Vargas for Congress Campaign conducted
a voter survey (or poll) of voter attitudes in the 50th
Congressional District. Said poll was conducted during the second
week of January, 1996 -- after the salient dates for reporting any
expenditures that might have been associated with the poll. In
addition, said poll was conducted entirely by the campaign under my
direction and supervision. It involved no outside * na . The
survey sample was gleaned from the campaign's computer file of
voters; the phone calls were conducted by the campaign; and the
computer analysis was performed by a campaign volunteer. No law or
regulation required that -- had there been any expenses -- there be
anything reported on FEC campaign disclosure forms for the period
ending Dec. 31, 1995.

2> Ralph lnzunza is indeed the Campaign Manager of Vargas for
Congress -96. And, Mr. inzunza was also formerly employed as
Councilman Vargas' Chief of Staff. Mr. Inzunza left the public
payroll in September of 1995 and is working for the campaign in a
volunteer capacity. Mr. lnzunza lives with his father and is living
on his savings. Mr. Inzunza is fully within his legal rights to
volunteer his services to the Vargas campaign. Mr. Inzunza's
volunteer services dc not comprise -he "illegal contribution"
alleged .Mr. Filner's leter.
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Federal Election Commission

3 and 4> Both Rich D'Ascoli and The Primacy Consulting Group Inc.
contracted to work on Councilman Vargas' City Council re-election
campaign. Councilman Vargas faced re-election in September of 1995
and work began on the campaign more than six months earlier.

When work on the re-election campaign began, it was not known that
Councilman Vargas would be running un-opposed. Filing did not close
until mid-July of 1995. In anticipation of a probable challenge, we
prepared for a campaign. we rented an office, printed literature,
organized precinct walks, and put together a complete campaign
operation. All of our activity was confined to the boundaries of
the Council district and was geared to promote the re-election of
Councilman Vargas to the City Council.

When it turned out that nobody filed to run against Mr. Vargas, we
were delighted. In large measure, we think that occurred beA1 we
did such a thorough job of preparing to wage a re-election
campaign. In fact, there were one or two individuals who thought
about running against Councilman Vargas and took preliminary steps
in that direction. We do not know for a certainty that they decided
not to run because we were so well prepared, but we believe that
was a factor.

Even though nobody filed to oppose Councilman Vargas, there still
were contracts to fulfill for services from The Primacy Group and
Mr. D'Ascoli for said campaign. Those contracts were fulfilled and
Mr. D'Ascoli and The Primacy Group were paid the promised amounts
for their services.

r This is the second time that Councilman Vargas has geared up for a
campaign and wound up running un-opposed. In September of 1993, a

) virtually identical scenario unfolded. Councilman Vargas hired The
Primacy Group, hired a campaign staff, printed literature, and
began running in earnest - - only to have two or three likely
opponents decide at the last minute not to run. In both cases -- in
1995 and in 1993 -- Councilman Vargas raised approximately $65,000
to prepare for a campaign only to scare out all opponents. Had
opponents emerged in either situation, Councilman Vargas would have
surely raised arid spent a great deal more.

I have enclosed local campaign spending disclosures from bot~h the
Vargas for Council (1995) and the Vargas for Council (1993)
elections to indicate that spending for both elections (in which
Vargas ultimately ran unopposed) was similar. In addition, I have
enclosed the campaign spending disclosure for Rep. Bob Filner's
1991 race for City Council., just before he ran for Congress, in
which he spent more than $200,000.

Rep. Filner has no proof that any of the money raised for
Councilman Vargas' re-election effort was spent on his
Congressional campain precisely because no such thing ever
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happened. Rep. Filner is simply trying to make Opolitical points'
in the media with this accusation and, unfortunately, the 73C has
become an unwilling accomplice in that activity.

When Councilman Vargas started his Congressional campaign Alt= the
Council re-election campaign was over and the election had been
held, he established a Congressional Campaign committee in
accordance with FEC regulations and hired The Primacy Group, Mr.
D'Ascoli and others to work on his behalf. Those arrangements were
negotiated by Councilman Vargas and payments for services rendered
are being fully reported on relevant FEC documents.

Rep. Filner's allegations of illegality in the retention of Mr.
D'Ascoli and The Primacy Consulting Group Inc. are wholly
unsupported accusations. Rep. Filner's letter rests wholly on
innuendo and unsupported conclusions, not facts. Rep. Filner cites
no statute or regulation which, if applied, shows any violation.

) Unsupported accusation is not a substitute for fact.

Thei-e is no reason to believe that Rep. Filner's letter sets forth
even a plausable violation. Rep. Filner's accusations are best
understood as attempted manipulation of the FEC for political
purposes.

It is respectfully requested that your General Counsel find that
there is no factual basis for finding and violation of FEC
regulations and thereby recommend that the FEC close its file on
this matter.

I hope these responses assist you in your inquiry. If you have any

questions or if you need any further information, please don't

) hesitate to contact me. I am,

Yours very truly,

Larry Remer,
President,

The Primacy Consulting
Group, Inc.
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NAME OF OFFICEHOOER OR CMOOAE ANC ROLLEDCOMMITE

San Diegans fur, Bob Filner '91

Contributions Received

Monewuy Conm b utons ................................................................. Schedule A. Line 3 S

Loans Received ..................................... Schedule B. Line ?

SUBTOTAL CASH CONTRIBUTIONS ................................................. Add Lines 1 . 2 $

Non-monetary Con ibubons ........................................................... Schedule C. Line 3

SUBTOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (Excluding Enlorceable Promises) .... Add Lines 3 #4 $

Enlorceable Promises (Exclude Loan Guarantees. Line 18 below)Schedule 0. Lne 7

TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED ................................................. Add Lines 5 # 6 $

Column A
Rom AVtI 0L %OLU

512265.56

5,000.00

56,265.56

2,182.50

58.448.06

5R 44R -06

.Cokum at

* 214,637.50

$ 214,637.50

1 ,701.56

$ 216,339.06

Celim C

$ 265,903.06
5,2000.00

$270 ,903.0

31,884.06

$ 274,787.12

$ 274.787.12
-I

Expenditures Made

8. Cash Payments (01w Own Loans Made) ..................................... Schedule E. Line 5 $

9. Loans M ade .................................................................................... Schedule H. Line 7

10. SUBTOTAL CASH PAYMENTS ........................................................... Add tines 8 + 9 $

11. Accrued Expenses (Unpaid i) ................................................... Schedule F. Line 5

12. TOTAL EXPENDITURES MADE ....................................................... Add Lines 10 # I I

93,765.77

93,765.77

93,765.77

S 190 819.81

$ 190,819.81

$ 190,819.81

$ 28 58.5

* 284,585.58

* 284,585.58

Current Cash Statement
13, Begknnkg Cash Balance ......................................... Previas Suvra y Page. Line 17

14. Cash Receipts ........................................................................ Cohm, A. Line 3 above

15. M eallnoousA Inarme to Cash .................................................... Schedude I. Line 4

16. Ca h Paymen ................................................................... Cokain A Line 10 above

17 £ IIS AH BAA E .......... A Lkie 13+ 14. 15. hm subbact Lie . 6
W ft I.a T.wn... ...n. Lu 1?sus be m

381471.92

562265.56

568.13

93,765.77

1,539.84

18. LOAN GUARANTEES RECEIVED...................... SdckfeiA a (~ Cohimm (b) 6

*Fvm xgvbMS $11101MVu MmwY Pe00- ~C1th.w°FevN B = Sm Ui umd hm SmmC

yew. ish S ius wpm Ne whredVOa. Com a 5 ande 1111u0111, 0101 Iow LI
Made (Lbs OX OW Amwd E.=ws (Urn 14

and Neeer Es

Vft w 7 t1 D
21. ConvbuLkon

Received ....... $

22. [xpendeiures
Mue . ______ ...... __..

Cash Equivalents and Outstanding Debts

19. Cash Equivalents ............................................................ See insluuctions on ievoise

20. Oulshindinj Debts ..................... AdcI vie 2. iuo I it uCohm i C ,above 5,000.00

S

I

LU rfj

891528

m
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Campaign Disclosure Statement
Summary Page

Typo or Print In Ink.
Amounts may be rounded

to whole dollars.

Statement over* period

from 11-17-95

EE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE .I through 12-31-95 -- 2
. 4 "U

.. *.OF OFFICEHOLDER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTROLLED COMMITTEE: ll.9.'
Juan Carlos Vargas Friends of Juan Vargas '95 943824

Contributions Received Column A $olumn Be cdb a
TOTAL THIS PBIOE

1. Monetary Contributions ........................... Schedule A, Line 3 $ -0-
2. Loans Received.. ....... .......................... .................... Schedule B. Line 7
3. SUBTOTAL CASH CONTRIBUTIONS .................... Add Lines 1 + 2 $
4. Non-monetary Contributions ........................................................... Schedule C. Line 3
S. SUBTOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (Excluding Enlorceoble Promises) .... Add Lines 3 + 4 $
6. Enforceable Promises (Exclude Loan Guarantees, Line 1 bolow)Schedule D. Lino 7
7. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED ................................................. Add Lines 5 + 6 $ -0-

Expenditures Made

8. Cash Payments (Other than Loans Made) ...................................... Schedule E. Line 5 $ -0-.

9. Loans M ade ................................................................................... Sched ule H, Line 7
10.'SUBTOTAL CASH PAYMENTS ........................................................... Add Lines 8 # 9 $
11. Accrued Expenses (Unpaid Bills)...................... .... Schedule F Line 5

.-12TOTAL EXPENDITURES MADE ....................................................... Add Lines 10 + 11 $ -0-

Current Cash Statement
13. Beginning Cash Balance.... Provioi Summary Page, Line 17 S

14. C-V' A , .- - J k.,-,.§

15. WIscelansous Increases to Cash ............................. Schedue I. Line 4
16. Cash Payments ................................................................... Column A. Line 10 above -0-
17: ENDING CASH BALANCE ........... Add Lines 13+ 14+ 15. then subtract Line 16 $ -0-

It. l e a Termination Statement Line 17 must be zero. e A ? MOUT

, WIM-' R.ANTEES RECEIVED .............Schele B. Part 1. rovmn (b) S

and Outstanding Debts
ILI ............................................................ See instructions on reverse $

In "Dets ...................................... Add Line 2 Lino I Iin Column C above $

$ 71,777.32

$ 7_1,777. 327 777

$ 67,521.58

$

$ 67,521.58

$ 71,777.32

$

$67,521.58

$

s 67,521.58
S 'XvnS~erwv Simnusy Pa"e. Ccam a.

yew. :4Uj?'i~ 8 shLUb hi a~ apjrLm
ReCeked (Line 2). EnorceM PjeMe (Lim 6). Lam.
made (Line 9). and Accrued Expertses (Lk e q1.

Summary lo Candidates In Bom June
and November Elections

11 evu 6M3 7/1 to Oslo

21. Contributions
Received ....... $

22. Expenditures
Made ............. $_"

F
• i

i

| I I I I . . . .

I 11
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Amotints rtinly 6ia rtiniiuI
to whole dollars.

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON AEECVRL
NAME OF- OFFRAHLOLOCA Ofl CAztLAATC .A.'MI .

JUAN VARGAS, CITY .... .. D ISTRCT B

Contributions Received

i. M onetary Contributions .................................................................. Schodule A, Line 3 $

2. Loans R eceived ............................................................................. Schedule B. Lin, 7

3. SUBTOTAL CASH CONTRIBUTIONS ................................................ Add Lines I S

4.. Non-monotary Contributions ..... ....................... ......................... Schedule C, Line 3

5. SUBTOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (Excluding Enforcoablo Ptomis:o.-) .... Add Lines 3 4 $

6. Enforceable Promises (Exc!udo Loan Guararrtoos. Line 18 bclo-,,y)Schodule D. Lino 7

7. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS E C-I ED ................................................ Add Lines 5 + 6 $

Expenditures Made
0. Cash Payments (Othor than Loan-; Mado) ................ Schedule E. Line 5 $

9. Loans M ade .................................................................................... .S c ho dule H . Line 7

10. SUBTOTAL CASH PAYMENTS ............................. ......................... Add Lines 0 + 9 $

11. Accrued Expenses (Unpaid Bills) ................................................... Schedule F, Line 5

12. TOTAL EXPENDITURES MADE .......................................... . .......... AddLines 10 + 11 $

Current Cash Statement

13. Beginning Cash Balance ......................................... Provious Summary Pago. Line 17 $

14. Cash Receipts ............................... Cuurnn A, Line 3 above

15. Miscellaneous Increas c o Cast' ....................................... .c.u.. . Lino 4

16. Cash Paym ents .................................................................. Colum n A. Lino 10 abovo

17. ENDING CASH BALANCE ........... Add Linos 13 + 14 + 15, thon subtract Lino 16 $
I t Ws is a Tormination Statomont, Line 17 must be zero.

FRIENDS CF JUAN

Column A
TOTAL i1s Pt rtior)

(FnOM ArTAC#(CO SC W(C tLCSj

17,169.00

-0-

7,169. 00

-0-

17,169.00
-- -

16,876.0

-0-

16,876.60

3_ 1 L684.02 )

- 13192.58

A60.27

7 .38

16,876.60

1,013.05
ENI)NG CASI I I)ALANCC S11 OULO

NOT CC A NEGAIIVE AMOUNT

1S. LOAN GUARANTEES RECEIVED ...................... Schodulo B. Part 1. Columnn (b) $ _________

$ -0-

$ 2,427.61

MnikinI1mo, ('uVare pertod

rou 9-5-93

through. 2- 31]-93

SUMMARY PAGI

Pag....2..... of .Z.....
L0. NUMBR
930.662

930662
Column III

TOTAL PnEVIOuS P[nce0
(SEE NOTE OELOW)

28,691.66
-0-"

28,691.66

500.00

$ 29,191,66

$ 29,191.66

28,223.39

-0-

$ 28,223.39

6,111.63

$ 34,335.02

Column C
TOTAL TO OATE

(ADO COLUMNS A * 3)

45,860.66

-0- -

$ 45,860.66

500.00

$ 46,360.66

-0-

$ 46,360.66

$ 45,099.99

-0,-

$ 45,099.99

2,427.61

$ 47.,527.60

"From previous Staomont Summary Page. Column C.
However. it tt;ls is lho fist report ilod for the calendar
year, Czan-.- a'oud be bank excop( for Loans
IcoL Lrno 2;. E."' .woabto Promis$s (Lin" 6). Loans
Mad L, 5). and Accrucd Exponses (Lie

Summary for Candidates in Both June
and November Elections

1/1 Ihru 6/30 7/1 to Data
21. Contributions

Received ....... $

22. Expenditures
Mado ...... $__

Summa~ry Page

Csh Equivalonts and Outstanding Debts

IW. Cash Equivalents ............................................................... Soe instructions on reverse

KO. Oultanding Debts ...................................... Add Line 2 + Line 11 in Column C above

Z



Filn er

April 22, 1996

Lois Lerner -
Assoc. General Counsel
for Enforcement 0

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Ms. Lerner:

You may recall my recent conversation with you regarding my complaints against
"Juan Vargas for Congress" in California's 50th Congressional District.

Our first complaint was dated October 17, 1995. I have attached a copy of that
complaint.

That complaint was never followed-up because, according to your staff, an mjginaI
notarized letter was never received.

I have enclosed a copy of the "return receipt" for the certified mail that I sent to
you. It confirms that the complaint was received in your office on October 23,
1995.

It is important that this complaint is fully investigated. Please assign this case for
immediate investigation -- or call me at (202) 225-9733 to explain what additional
information is needed.

Please do not confuse this with two additional complaints filed (February 16, 1996
-- MUR 4311; March 19, 1996-- MUR 4327).

I appreciate your prompt attention to these tters.

Si ly,m

B FIL ER

Member of Congress

attachments

0. Box 127868 • San Diego. CA 92112 * Tel: 619/479-1994 * FAX: 619147971986
@1Paid for hy Reomb"e '4- or 'Conres
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October 17, 1995

General Counsel
Federal Election Commissic
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Complainant: R P.spcndent:
Congressman Bob Filner Juan Vargas for Congress

Bob Filner for Congress 1171 24th Street
P.O. Box 127868 San Diego, CA 921C2
San Diego, CA 92112 A&~ F

To Whom it May Concern:

- Juan Vargas, an incumbent Me.er cf the San Diego City Council,
has been running an active campaign for Congress in California's
50th Congressional Dis-rict in direct violation of at least two

Federal Elction Commission campaign laws;

i. He filed a "Statement cf Candldac%" form well after the time
he spent more than $3,10C.C0 in support of his campaign.

2. He has apparently spent rney ccllected for his recent
(unopposed) election to the San Diegc City Council for his
Congressional campaign.

Since these aDparentlv illgaa! a-tior.s will have a div-ect uA&-
on the umcominr 2rimary election, we need an immediate
investigation cf this situaticn.

On September 20. 1999, the 'jay after San Dieco's municipal
'C primary election in which Mr. '.'arzas was re-elected to the City

Council (without oppcsition,, large quantities of the encloed
brochure were seen in public fattachment 01) and several full-
time staff members began to work in a Congressional campaign
office (see attachment 42, a news article regarding the scale of
his Congressional campaign):.

y an - reasonable observati¢,. Mr. Vargas' exoenditures far
exceeded the $5.000.QO thre.hold defining a candidate 9ursuant to
CFR 43!.2(a). ard he should hvae filed a Statement before
Cotober 13.

P. 0 BE 127 6 a * Scn C';ego. CA 92 1 2 * T o 6 19/479 -994 * FAX: 619/479-1986
Cl, -9- 0' -_



Examination of official expenditure reports filed foi 9an Die@q'a
municipal primary election on September 19, 1995 give; a plausible
explanation of wnere funds were obtained for the brochure's
prcduction (printing, layout, art work, photos, e...) and for the
planning of a Conaressional ca aign announced o_. It rI night
of th.e election.

Although Mr. Vargas had nc c~position in his campaigrn for re-
election to the San Diego City Council, official reports through
September 2, 1995 reveal (attachment #3) total expne ItUAr of
S§9,116,58. At least $15,349.06 was paid to a campaign
consultant, The Primacy Group. Other large sums were spent on
staff members, office rent, and other cverhead.

Sinze Mr. Vargas had no oppcsition in the municipal D rimarV
e, and since his campaign for Congress was publicly
apparent on the day after that election, one can cnlyi surmise
that these extraordinarily large expenditures on a campaign
consulant and cther personnel fcr an uncontested election w
in fact. spent for the federal eiezticn.

According to FEC guidelines, "a candidate's f committee may
not a-cept funds or assets transferred from a ccmnittee
established by the same candidate for a nonfederal election
car"a. in.."

Si-,e t. e Concressicnal primer" electizn is cnly five months
awe ., the acticns described above will have a direct impact on
the outce. iA. eioiaie I - is warranted.

S.;ned and sw~rn under penalt-y q ' perr,

// FILNER
of" Congress

" e ,'e re and sbscr :ed - i,, presence trs 17h day of October, 1995.

S" - : ires ApnY 30, 2000



October 17, 1995

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Complainant:
Congressman Bob Filner
Filner for Congress
P.O. Box 127868
San Diego, CA 92112

Respondent:
The Primacy Group
c/o Juan Vargas for
1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92102
No FEC#

To Whom it May Concern:

This is in reference to the Congressional campaign of
KArgas in California's 50th Ccongressional District.

A separate complaint has been filed alleging that, in violation

of FEC regulations, Mr. Vargas spent money collected for his

recent (unopposed) election to the San Diego City Council 
for his

Congressional 
campaign.

This copplaint is in rgard to Mr. Vargas' olitigA ll amt.

The Pr paacjv GrouR. hichL nowingly and illegally ~sjfIm"
collected for a no-federal election for a federal il22112n.

Although Mr. Vargas had no opposition in his campaign for re-

election to the San Diegc City Council, official reorts thrcogh

September 2, 1995 reveal (attachment #I) total exD IturU of

$6911653. At least $15,349.06 was paid to a campaiqn

consultant, The Primacy Group. Other large sums were spent on

staff members, office rent, and other overhead.

Since Mr. Vargas had no opposition in the municipal I.ri rv
eletion, and since his campaign for Congress was publicly

apparent cn the day after that election, one can only surmise

that these extraordinarily large expenditures on a campaign

consultant and other personnel for an uncontested election war*.

in fact, spent for the federal election.

P.O Box 127868 S Son Diego, CA 921 12 * Tel: 619/479-1994 * FAX: 619/479-1986

~. P -d for v 30 ftm tw !dr rCongtos

Comgress

_ 'Ir



The Primacy @touP, an experienced campaign Oaniaatiom

knowingly violated FEC guidelines which state, "a condidate's

rgagral committee may not accept funds or assets transferred

from a committee established by the same candidafe f.or a
nonfedgral election ¢ampaig ."

since the Congressional primary election is only fiVe months
away, the actions described above will have a d rect imact on

the outcome. An iwmediate investigation is warrantgd.

signed and sworn under penalty op9erjury,

£/30B FILNER
Member of Congress

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 17th day of October, 1995.

CAROUNE

my Cowmnuum ErTpua Apri 30. I0WO



VEMRAL ELECTION COMMISSION
99 E StreM, N.W.waahgsu. D.C 2eus

FW GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

MUR- 4311
DATE COMPLAINT FILED: Febnmy 21, 1996
DATE OF NOTIFCATION: Febmwy 28, 1996
DATE ACIVATED: AFril 30,1996

MMR: 4327
DATE COMPLAINT FIED: M.wb 20,1996
DATE OF NOTIFICATION Mm" 27.1996
DATE ACTIVATED: Apri 30,1996

STAFF MEMBER: Tony Buckly

COMPLAINANT:

RESPONDENTS (MUR 4311):

RESPONDENTS (MUR 4327):

RELEVAT STATUTES:

The Honorable Bob Filner

Juan C. Vargas
Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna Lieb-r 1,

as treasurer
Richard D'Ascoli
Ralph Inznza
The Primacy Go

Juan C. Varg-a
Adrienne D. Vagas
Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna ieb
as ursurer

Bank of Commerce

U.S.C.
U.S.C.
U.S.C.
U.S.C.
U.S.C.
U.S.C.
U.S.C.
U.S.C.
U.S.C.
U.S.C.

§ 431(2)
§ 43 1(SXA)(i) (ii)
§ 431(8)(BXi)
§ 431(8)(BXvu)II)-(lID
§ 432(eXI)
§ 434(aXI)
§ 434(aX4XAXii)
§ 434(b)(2).
§ 44a(,XIXA)
§ 441 aQ)

(~* .'-



I I CYJL j 100.7(a)XIX)
I I CYFL I 1O0O7(bXl X)lXA(). (5)

I1I CYA. 510.14(d)
11 CF.L 105.1
II C.F.L 5 110I10Xl)
I1 C.F.LJ 110.3(d)

NTnERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Discloswe Repos
MUR ndexAdvixxy Q a Index

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

1. rm-NER&UO OF MAI

Both of these matm were generated by con*ait filed by C ein m Dab FiBN w

(-Complainant"), who relresent California's 50th c s district, agla is lppom in

the 1996 Democratic primary election, San Diego City C JuMn VargLu D atlm

matters deal with issues surm nding activity by Mr. Vaa' principal cu p 0m-m,

Vargas for Congress '96 ("the Vargas Committee"). Mr. VarM anbbe is Nmhy hr

the Democratic nomination shortly after winning re-electio to bis city coodl mat.

The complaint in MUR 4311 contains seven eparate allegations of ilvo .

first allegation results from the mention of a poll in an undated pag from C ii i

)Yk ("C ALE.K"). CALPEEK mentioned that '"a poll ommis0ied by VawpasW

conducted by ... consultant (Lxy Remer) of 480 random, likely Demo vom tow V@p.

'NUR 4311 co:..prises the nitial complaint filed a Octobe 20,1995, and @ wfili em O3t 3 1095
and February 20, 1996. In this req they aredrefdcoUleciw d mnC phW. MUI4 37Imi

the single complaint filed on March 20,1996.

2Congmisman Filner won the primary election, which was held on March 26,1996.

Nor does the page contain a vohme or issue number by whic a pubb eicm da m be 4------



41.4%, Fin 32.8% - the rest undmecided." Comp n aees that the Vy p. C did

nt* ~ ~ A reanayexudt~ hr pollin fordth periodSeinbr2toghDsh l

ad tha the Va Cmmie t dm dto popert en ditres

The seond alegatiM involves Ralph Innzn whom

"Councilman Vargas' [former Chief of Staf, [who] is widely known to be m e Vag.

for Congress a pgL" Complainant notes that repot filed by the Varga Cbmm t so

show Mr. Inzunza as receiving any pay. Complainant states that "[bjecause the cot of

Mr. Inzunza's services are not listed as either a loan to the campaign, or an - c i

they constitute an illegal contribution." (Emphasis omitted).

Five more allegations revolve around money spent by Mr. Vargas' city cotUM

re-election campaign, which spent approximately $69,000 in an uncontested race. O .mly,

Complainant alleges that The Primacy Group, a political consulting firm which wodkd fr

Vargas' city council re-election campaign and then worked for Vargas' compeui /

used funds collected for the city council race in connection with the Federal racs.C

more specifically suggests that both The Primacy Group and Richard D'Asmi, la nistw Ce

Mr. Vargas' city council re-election campaign who then went to work for Vr1u' s

campaign, performed services for Vargas for Congress for which they had bes pad b f

council re-elerion campaign. Complainant has concluded that violations occrred bemm

Mr. D'Ascoli was paid $4,600 for a two-month period working for the city counQci dg

committee, and was only paid SI,800 for a three-month period working for the Varga

Committee. Likewise with The Primacy Group, Complainant points out that The OC



was paid S15,000 for the unooaed city council race, but was paid less than S2,500 for the last

tin, moenmt of 1995 by the Vmqp CoNuiAe for similar srvicm.

Complaim also eges that Mr. Vargas was a caidate for Fedal office sooMr dm

the filing date of his Stme-nt of Candidacy, October 13, 1995, would ues Complai

states that on September 20, 1985, the day after Mr. Vargas' re-election to the San Diego City

Council, brochures touting his Federal candidacy appeared in the district Complainarit alg

that the cost of this brochure, and of the several full-time staff members who began working for

the Vargas Committee around this time, would have caused the Vargas Committee to exceed the

S5,000 expenditure mark for candidate stau Complainant further suggests that money from the

city council re-election campaign was used to pay for the production of the brochure.

Complainant claims that examination of expenditure reports for the city council re-election

campaign give a plausible explanation for where funds were obtained for the brochure's

production.

The complaint in MUR 4327 alleges two separate violations. First, Complain A e

that the Vargas Committee, and the candidate himself, accepted an excessive contribution t

form of a bank loan in the amount of $15,000 to the candidate which did not comnply Wi do

Commission's regulations regarding such matters. Complainant also suggests that $10,000

reported by the "argas Committee as coming from the candidate may also derive from an

improper bank loan. Additionally, Complainant alleges that the Vargas Committee failed to

properly report the receipt of contributions. Complainant makes this conclusion by looking at

the amount spent by the campaign on television advertising for the period commncing

March 11, 1996, $100,885, and looking at the amount the committee reported as its cash-on-hand



as of March 6, 1996, $56,052.27, and the amount reported in 48-Hour Notice in the intervening

piSo00o, to co d Commite ut not have poed a of in mep.

IL E A L AND I.AEG Al ,AN ALYIS

A. Law

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 432(eX I), each candidate for Federal office shall designate in

writing a principal campaign committee within 15 days after becoming a candid t a Term

"candidate" means, m "e ia. an individual who seeks nomination for election to Federal office.

2 U.S.C. § 431(2). An individual is deemed to seek nomination to Federal office if he bms

received contributions aggregatng in excess of $5,000 or has made expenditures agrgng in

excess of $5,000. See 2 U.S.C. § 431(2XA). A candidate for the House of R-presentatives must

designate his or her principal campaign committee by either filing a Statement of Candida-y with

the Commission on FEC Form 2, or by filing the appropriate information with the Clerk of te

House of Representatives. Scc 11 C.F.R. §§ 101.1(a) and 105.1.

Pursuant to I I C.F.R. § I 10.3(d), it is illegal to transfer funds or assets frtm a

candidate's campaign committee or account for a non-Federal election to his or herincipal

campaign committee or other authorized committee for a Federal election.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 44 1a(a)(X(A), no person shall make a contributmo to a candidat

and his author: -ed political committees with respect to any election for Federal office which, in

the aggregate, exceed $1,000. This limitation applies to contributions by spouses of candidtes

II C.F.R. § I 10.1(iX1). The term "contribution" includes any gift, subscriptio loan, advance

or deposit of money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of infl n any

election for Federal office, as well as the payment by any person of compensation for the



pena servim 2 U.S.C. 5 431(3XAXi), (d). Pusant to 2 U.S.C. 9 441a(f), no politicail

emmitP Shall sop my CMoto-dm de in violedmof ndom 44la(aXlXA).

The term oobtndioa" does not include the value of seie provided wldwt

cimpesaion by any individual who volunteMs on behalf of a candidate or polWca ca eL

2 U.S.C. § 43 1(8)(BXi). Nor does the term "contribution" include a loan from a qualifying bank

which is made in c with applicable law and in the ordinary couse of bwinss 2 US.C.

§ 431(SXBXvii), II C.FR § 100.7(bXll). A loanis deemed tobe made inthe ordimnarycow

of business if it meets four criteria: 1) it bears the usual and customay interest rate for the

category of loan involved; 2) it is made on a basis which assures Yep yment 3) it is evidmc@d by

a written instrument; and 4) it is subject to a due date or ton schedule I C.F.R.

§ 100.7(b)(l I). A loan is considered to be made on a basis which assures acrme ifwK it

is obtained, the lending institution has either perfected a security interest in collaora owed by

the candidate or political committee receiving the loan, and the fair market value of the colal

is either equal to or greater than the loan amount, or the lending institution has obd a wwtm

agreement whereby the candidate or political committee receiving the loan has pe d

receipts as payment on the loan. Se 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(bXl IXiXAXI), (). If hmea=sm

not present, the Commission can look to the totality of the circmstances on a cu..b-.caueb s

to determine whether the loan was made on a basis which assurespayment. I C.F.R.

§ i00.7(bX I IXii). Where a loan is concerned, each endorser or guarantor is deemed to heve

contributed that portion of the total amount for which he or she agreed to be liable in a w ue

agreement. 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(aXI)(iXC).



Pwmsant to 2 U.S.C. I 434(aXl), the em"e ofeada poHa .1ms. d-3 fie

spou of receips md disbru1m- 1ncm i vd& w Mm 140 oslul- .wA l

prosons is the requir tht the re or lude ow tDO of uOL An 2 U.S.e

I 434(bX2). The tmasur is responsible for sminghte nformat- it ia MW s cb

report is accurate. I C.F.R. 104.14(d).

B. Responses to Complainuts

1. Responses to complaint in MUR 4311

a. response of Richard D'AscoN

Richard D'Ascoli worked for Juan Vags' city council re-electon m d idm

worked for Mr. Vargas" Federal campaign. Mr. D'Ascl rejecs any su delom Oat be w paid

by the city council campaign for work to be done on the cog camp3iW S l Iy

he states that "[u]ntil Mr. Vargas announced his candidacy for the Houe of R- -_ -_w am

October 6, 1995,1 never performed any work in onnection with th cadi. IWMW

effort to address the allegations concerning the dicancies between" he pm d to

work by each committee for his campaign work. Neverheles Mr. D'Ascoli am do

"Representative Fitner's accusation that I was 'illegally paid... in advace fwd %be

performed during [Mr. Vargas'] campaign for Congs' is totaly faie"

b. r'Aponse of Ralph Inzunza

Ralph lnzunza served as Councilman Vargas' Chief of Staff until taking a I-i of

absence on September 22, 1995. He assumed the position ofcampgn Pm for Vwi fr

Congress on October 6, 1995. Inzunza also denies any wrongdoing. He stsr . Sh do

anticipation that Congressman Filner would significantly outspend the V-aom W ad
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that Mr. Varga would run a relaively low-buget, ias-roots he oM his

sevi= to thM VlIS CO m

C. rof Lry Remer and The Primac Grou

Larry Renter is the presient of The Primiacy Oroqt the politia midh firm w1hih

worked for Juan Varps' city council re-election cmpaign md for his Fedal a H. has

submitted one response as an individual, and one as president of The Piocy Owip To vid

confusion in the discussion, these two responses are treatd as one.

Mr. Remer first addresses the allegation that associaed with the pol whch

appeared in CALPEEK were not reported. Remer admits directin *e poll, wic e was

conducted during the second week of January 1996 by volunteer aip woaudks who l

the pertinent data from the campaign's data base, and made phone cds to whld vom,

Mr. Remer further explains that, to his knowledge, the Vargas Committe iMWWRO

out-of-pocket expenses in connection with the survey and that, txe, them va o s p

to report in connection with the survey. He states that the survey was candus d

second week of January 1996, after the reporting period identified by ComWajm

Mr. Remner disputes Complainant's contention that eter The Primmay (hmp or RIW

D'Ascoli was paid by the city council committee for work to be for Vargas fr P AH

states that the- were indications that Mr. Vargas would face a challenger in his cty omma

re-election race, that the Vargas city council committee prepared for this c md ha

potential opronents withdrew because, in Mr. Remer's estimation, the Var- 1-10 ag had

' This latter respone states that it is filed on behalf of Richard D'Ascoli, Rao Inam Lwy smw, i Vaum,

Varps for Congress '96, and Deanna Liebergot the vessurer of Vargas for Comspe



prere so well ha Potential challengers realized dkeir effort would be Ail. Mr. Rum

fwiher suame the Vorgs city coiMWi cun aig ce d "Onilly in 1993 taislg -aru un

S65.o00, resuting in him facin no opp t Io at dds &th oh t ultimay w so

opposition, "there stil w= contact to fill for services ftm The Primacy Group and

Mr. D'Ascoli for said campaign."

Next, Mr. Remer addresses Mr. InzMza's acfivity with the Vargas cmpaign, amd

corroborates Inzunza's statement that he volunteered his services to the c Remr sum

that ITnzun "lives with his father and is living on his savings."

With regard to the issue of the timely filing of the Statement of Candidacy. Mr. Rm

states that "[w]hen Councilman Vargas started his Congressional c pign da the CoU

re-election campaign was over and the election had been held, he established a Cogawicdo

Campaign committee in accordance with FEC regulations and hired the Primacy GOqa~

Mr. D'Ascoli and others to work on his behalf." (Emphasis in origina). Reme does mt

specifically address the allegation that the Federal campaign brochure was pad for by 6* ciy

council campaign.

Neither Mr. Vargas nor the Vargas Committee filed a response with resp to S

allegations in the complaint in MUR 4311.
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2. RespoWeN to complaint i. MUR 4327

a. rnq e of Jan Vargh

Mr. Vara sts du the loa he made to his m was made fivm P of

an unseured loan, and tha the terms of that loan were m forth in a a filed with ta

Commiion by the Vargas omit on March 14,1996.6 Mr. Vargas ste that no put of

that loan violates any stamte or regulation. He furhe states that, prior to seeking the 0in he

spoke with one of the Commission's information specialists, that he stated that he wmtd to

secure a loan and use the money for the campaign and gave the details of the loan tan. md do

he was told that the loan was consistent with Commission regulations.

Regarding Complainant's contention that two additional loans of $5,000 each repone by

the Vargas Committee as being made by Juan Vargas were also made with the meemb otdoh

Bank of Commerce loan, Mr. Vargas states that "there are no such illegal loam. RzP. F h

provided no facts or authority which would support the conclusion that any illegal lm woe

made. There is no such fact or legal authority."

Regarding the allegation that the Vargas Committee did not report the receipt of ob

funds, Mr. Vargas states that the Vargas Committee "has lawfully reported all smas v ai A

expended."

S Deanna Liebergot. msumer of Vargas for Congress, submitted a response in which she isno met by .*mes

the submission of Mr. Vargas.

6 Vargas is apparently referring to the Vargas Committee's 1996 12-Day Pre-Primary Report. which hc *m a

FEC Schedule C-I reflecting the lown, and a copy of the promissoy note.



b. respome of lak of Commerce

Bank of Cony (te Beak) detals the cruanosof the amkifg etdw 3 a

argu ta the loan w op de. The Bank states that Mr. Vaips apoced i m

Febry 8, 1996 to obtain a loan for S25,000. Vergas informed bank pam at due tme t

the purpose of the loan was to provide funds for election advertising in his coupsutiml

campaign bid. The Bank further states that Vargas was required to fill out the Bak's amd

loan documents, and that a customary review of the loan documents, including the VaMOW'

financial statement, was conducted. In conjunction with this, the Bank ran a credit ceck

"[U]pon following [its] standard policy and procedures, the Bank... approved a lon to Mr. rnd

Mrs. Vargas in the principal amount of $1 5,000 at an initial rate of 10.25% on a revolving line of

credit."

Regarding the propriety of the loan, the Bank states that the loan was made in do

ordinary course of business and in accordance with applicable banking law and guhtiwa Th

Bank further states that the loan bears the usual and customary interest rate of the lenng

institution for the category of loan involved. It states that the customary rate for o u of

credit is generally the New York prime rate, plus one percent to four percent; fth m to Mr. id

Mrs. Vargas was made at the New York prime rate, plus two percent. The Bank themd that

the loan was mrle on a basis which assured repayment In support, the Bank cites the fowbg

factors which were considered before approving the loan: I) annual income of both Bpak

2) annual debt service; 3) debt ratio; 4) net worth; 5) TRW national risk score; 6) the Ba's

internal loan score; 7) homeowner status; 8) good character;, and 9) size of the unecued lor.

The Bank states that a certain senior vice president with extensive experience in exteming
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unsecured personal ines of credit evaluated thes criuria in relation to the Vupm md what his

analysis indicd that a signed inlu ot wm a Sfimt auww ih to Imm a d bi

The Bank further states that te loan is evideaed by a pr u o~, mmd is ajec to

a due date. The Bank has provided a copy of the prmissoy note, but not provided My

documents or other information which demo hsoutes hew comideaon ofthee faet.I

supported the loan to the Vargases.

The Bank acknowledges that the loan was obtained widm edr of the m s at

I I C.F.R. § 100.7(bXl I XiXA) or (b), but argues that the "totality of the ci .. -c ,learly

indicate that the loan was made on a basis which assured payment citing 11 C.F.R.

§ lO0.7(bXl lXii).

C. Analysis

1. Allegations in MUR 4311

a. failure to report costs associated with poll memtlomed In CALF=

Complainant has presented no evidence that a violation has occrrd; cc-w, h ba

merely assumed that there were reportable costs associated with taking the pL ao te an

incurred during a certain period, and that they were not propery reported. As otd sm% Urn

documentation ,-jbmitted by Complainant does not assist his contention, as it pmvides no

information as to when the poll was conducted.

Respondents have stated that the poll was conducted after the reporti perd

by Complainant. More importantly, they have stated that volunteers to the C--aip -er the

survey "by gleaning the pertinent data from the [Vargas Committee's) databm and by making
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phone calls to selected voten." They state that neither the Vargas Comitte nor The Primacy

Group iurred may outde expene in mei with the survey. AMthovo Itm ia do

not address the value of the services pwvided by Larry Rae, the presidt ofThe Pimy

Group who admits to directing the efforts associated with this poll, such services may hn bms

provided pursuant to the general consulting contract between The Primacy Ooup and the Vaing

Committee. Indeed, no evidence has been provided which suggests that The Primacy Groa did

not bill the Vargas Committee for all services rendered.' Accordingly, there does not a to

be reason to believe that the Vargas Committee failed to report costs associated with the polL

b. acceptance of illegal contribution from campaign manage Ralph luzum

Here, Complainant bases his allegation on the fact that Ralph Inzunn is the c

manager for the Vargas Committee, and that none of the Vargas Committee's rep show

payments to him. Accordingly, Complainant concludes that the Vargas Committe a a

contribution from Mr. Inzunza in the form of his services Respondents Ralph Inaum ml Lowy

Remer have both stated that Mr. Inzunza volunteered his services to the Varuo Committe.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 43 (8)(BXi), services provided without compensation by ani

who volunteers on behalf of a candidate or political committee are not a oob'butin. '

nothing about Mr. lnzunza's activities on behalf of the Vargas Committee c onstious a

contribution, ill-gal or otherwise.

'The Vargas Committee's most recent report. its 1996 July Quarterly Report, show that it ow 324,506.07 fr
consulting and expenses.

77 r



c. Illegal trans r of fuands frmu son-Federal committee to Federal commit%*

Sevalof d b cm ut l de thi &. mummy H14 &

the genal allegati that TM Primacy Gmuv used funds collected for to ft coumc mue in

connection with the Federal rue. More specifically, there is Complainant's e o s

Richard D'Ascoli and The Primacy Group were both paid for services performed for the Varps

Committee by Mr. Vargas' city council re-election committee. Additionally, there is the

allegation that the costs associated with a brochure promoting Mr. Varga' Federal calidacy

were paid for with money from the city council re-election campaign.

Respondents have addressed Complainant's general allegation. Repondent sm tha

there were indications that Mr. Vargas would face a challenger in his re-election race, that the

Vargas city council committee prepared for this challenge, and that potential opOone withrtw

because the Vargas campaign had prepared so well that potential challengers realied dr ffaslt

would be futile. Respondents further state the Vargas city council campa ed simil y

in 1993, raising approximately $65,000 and facing no opposition as a result

An article in the San Diego Business Journal, attached to the complaint, vopport

Respondents' contention that Vargas ran unopposed in the 1993 race. So Mike Alln,

Maneuvering by Vargas stuns his fellow Democrats, S.D. Bus. J., Oct. 16, 1995, at 7 (nodig

that, in the 190' city council race, Vargas "was elected for the third time to the Eighh CoAuncil

District Sept. 19 and for the second time without opposition.") At the same time, dcc =pts

produced by P espondents do not necessarily support their claim as to the amount of moxmy



raised for the 1993 me. A copy of the summary page from Mr. Vargas' 1993 city coumdl

Na sows ta tht cupip raad m ly S47,500. not 65,000, Ie do am

Thus, there is a dcancy in whatleponents say wa raised for Mr. Varga 1993

city council rae and his 199 city ouncil rm Nevertheless. there is no diuot evidem due

money was used for the city council race in the Federal race. Mr. Vargas may have bmfied

from an extensive city council campaign increased visibility and name recogitio, but Ohw

Commission has long recognized that legitimate activities by office holders are not ess'l

campaign-related. Smc, c.g.. MUR s 3855 and 3937 (Friends of Andrea Seastrad for CoIUU).

As noted below, Complainant's specific allegations regarding the use of city council

funds to pay for Federal election expenses do not appear to be valid. Accordingly, this Office

does not believe Complainant's less specific allegation should be given greater credeme in 6h

absence of any other evidence to support it.

With respect to the allegations concerning payments to Mr. D'Ascoli and The Ny

Group. as noted above, Respondents state generally that any money received fom the city

council re-election committee was for work performed on that campaign. Fuwemme Uy

specifically deny that any money received from the city council re-election maoime a

to pay them for work to be done for the Vargas Committee. Respondents do not adde,-i

however, what. romplaimant claims are discrepancies between what D'Ascoli and fhe Piony

Group were paid for their work for the city council re-election campaign, and their wk fkr te

Vargas Committee.

S Respondents have also anached a copy of the summary page from Complainant's 1991 race fbr d city mamn
seat now occupied by Mr. Vargas showing that Complainant spent $254.000 in that mra.
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Nevrtheless, it does not appe that a compiarison of what D'9Acoli ad The Prmay

Group were paid foreah campina upao Complanan a-, e nto that th cit cmm

rm-election mpaSn pad for sevce provIed to the Federal Coa

appears to have used two diffent as of figum in ompaig what Mr. D'Aaoli was d

what The Primacy Group was pid, for the two cmpigs. The figure given for payme to

Mr. D'Ascoli in connection with the city council re-election campaign was based on two maui.

during the campaign, and included expenses for which Mr. D'Ascoli was app y reim ed

by the campaign. 9' The figure for The Primacy Group proffered by the Complainant was b d

on amounts paid to the consultant over the course of nine months. Moreover, with reprd o

costs incurred by the Vargas Committee for the services of D'Ascoli and The Primacy Group, Ut

complaint was filed before the Vargas Committee filed its 1996 April Quarterly Repo, wWh

showed debts and obligations to D'Ascoli and The Primacy Group of $5,000 and =25,621.33,

respectively."0

Using appropriate figures to compare what Mr. D'Ascoli and The Primacy grW v

paid, on average, for thc nine-month period of the city council re-election c ag mpTag A

they were to be paid. on average, for the six months of the Federal prim campaign, Svm

that each received more for the Federal campaign than for the non-Federal c D*AwO

was paid appfvximately S9,100 over the nine months of the non-Federal campi an aw of

'The disclosure statement for California requirs that a code be placed by each disbu smm o u tosa

purpose of that disrement In tallying up amounts paid to Mr. D'Ascoli, Complainant nt ealy a
amounts coded -G' ad "r, which apply to gen operation = overead, and pf amm

consulting servic especively, and which would appe. to represent paymen to D'Asoli for urmm pwhrae
but also added those amouts coded "F "r, which relate to fundraising events mad lita re**W md

which would appear to be reimbursements of costs advanced by Mr. D'Ascoli.

10 The April Quarterly Report also shows a payment to The Primacy Group ofS 1,000.
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$1 ,011 per mouth. D'Ascoli carged $6,800 for the six moths of the Federl camain, M

averaep of S 1,133 per mouth Ik wi The Primacy (kup was pad ap----l-imly $1S)

over the nine months of the noo-Federal cInpazgn, M aveaWe ofS 1,700 per month, while kt

charged approximatel $27,000 for the six months of the Federa campaign an averap of 54,5W0

per month. Accordingly, Mr. D'Ascoli and The Primacy Group both apparetly worked for Uhe

Federal campaign at greater cost than they did for the non-Federal campaign, thus cmplety

undermining this aspect of Complainant's allegations. Consequently, it does not appear dt

there is reason to believe the non-Federal campaign subsidized the federal campaign in this

instance.

The final allegation centers around Complainant's statement that, on September 20,1995,

the day after Mr. Vargas' re-election to the San Diego City Council, flyers touting Varlas'

Federal candidacy appeared in the district. The flyer in question. a copy of which is attached te

the complaint, states that it was paid for by "Vargas for Congress '96, Deanna

Treasurer." Complainant further states that, on that same day, "several full-time staff muuba

began to work in a congressional campaign office," citing the San Diego Business JourxnlmdP

cited above. Complainant alleges that the Vargas city council re-election campaig paid ft8

flyers, thus resulting in a transfer of funds from a non-Federal committee to a Federa -o hmin.

Complainant fv-ther alleges that this expenditure was over S5,000, resulting in Mr. Va-ll

attaining candidate status by September 20, 1995, and that accordingly, his Statement of

Candidacy filed on October 13, 1995 was untimely filed.

Although this specific allegation was not directly addressed by Respondents,

Respondents have stressed repeatedly that no money from the city council re-election campai
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was spet in the Federal me. Moreover, despite Complainant's contentio, this Offi can

discern no rp m Mr. V ga' city counci =1 m-Iotlom p 1P -d&

might relft to d roche at issue. In amonr, the Vargas Committ's 1996 Jim y Yue-

End Report. does show dislteent to PO Prnting a Graphics for ?rint ingn Mmion

totaling $2,764 in early October 1995, which more than likely relate to the brochure t iso

However, although the Vargas Committee reports tha it disbursed fin& for the

brochures in early October 1995, Complainant has alleged that these brochures we. beig

distributed as early as September 20, 1995. If Complainant is correct in his obMavaticm, dM th

Vargas Committee should have reported the disbursement for the brochures as being male as of

the date it obtained them, not the date the invoice was paid. C. FEC v- nAm- f.

State- County and Municipgl Employees - P-E.O-P.L-E. Qualified- et a., CA No. -3206 RI,)

(D.D.C. 1990) (where the court determined that a political committee which made M in..k

contribution to a candidate's committee was required to report the cost of that c a1rbiicm at 8w

time the phone banks were in operation, rejecting the political committee's rgi do t

disbursement occurred when it paid for the services.) Accordingly, this Office - rs esldo

the Commission frnd reason to believe that Vargas for Congress '96 and Deaum *I ln

treasur, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(aX) and II C.F.R. § 104.14(d) by failing to a w Imt

the date of the ,'isbursement associated with the brochures.

Mr. Vargas' Statement of Candidacy was filed with the Clerk of the Howe of

Representatives on October 13, 1995, and was dated October 9, 1995. Given that, fbr V ag to

be in compliance, he could have become a candidate no earlier than September 22,1995. 11w

Vargas Committee's first report, the 1996 January Year-End Report, shows that the only

41
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dibursement by the Vargas Conmittee prior to ti date was for $200 on Sepember 25,1995, to

Son Diego Got & Eleckr. Even factoing in the unowX W apa1 spot an twb he hoe 1

Mr. Vargas would not have exceeded the threshold for Mandidate saus due to the amot of iw

expenditures by September 28, 1995. Additionally, by September 29, 1995, the Varps

Committee had only received $3,500 in contributions. Thus, it appears, that the Vargas

Committee neither accepted contributions nor made expenditures in excess of $5,000 prior to

September 28, 1995, and that, therefore, Mr. Vargas' Statement of Candidacy was timely filed.

2. Allegations in MUR 4327

a. loan from Bank of Commerce

The following summary of the circumstances surrounding the making of the loan is taken

from the more complete explanation submitted by the Bank of Commerce, and described seWv

at 11-12. It appears that Mr. Vargas approached the Bank on Febriy 8, 1996 to obtwin a m

for S25,000. According to the information received to date, he informed bank persomu at do

time that the loan was to assist in his congressional campaign bid. Varps filled out the DB@'s

standard loan documents, and a customary review of the loan documents, incdixg Mr. md

Mrs. Vargas' financial statement, was conducted. In conjunction with this, de Bm an a audit

check. The Bank's submission further states that a senior vice president with extnsive

experience in evtending unsecured personal lines of credit evaluated nine criteria in relatim to

the Vargases and his analysis indicated that a signed promissory note was a sufficien m MIce



that the loan would be repaid." The Bank approved a loan to Mr. and Mrs. VarpM in the

p n M of $15,000 a initial n of 1025% o a rvolvin line of 4m

Band on allegations in t omplaia", a question aim as to whether the loe wn moe

in the ordimry cours of biness, specifically, whetr it was made on a basi w M

repayment Because the loan in the instant mtr is unecurd the only way Mr. Varga cm

establish this proposition is through the "totality of the cinstance" provision at I I C.F.R

§ 100.7(bXl lXii). Generally, section 100.7(bXl IXii) "leaves open the po bit tt o her

approaches, such as loans guaranteed in whole or in part by the borrower's siv ch e

not specified in the rules, will also be found" to assure repayment Explantion andJl iatiom,

Regulations on Loans from Lending Institutions to Candidates and Political Committefe, 56 Fed.

Reg. 67111, 67119 (December 27, 1991).

In Advisory Opinion 1994-26, a candidate sought permission to use revolvift lb" of

credit he had held for several years prior to his candidacy. The lines of credit vim -in-nn

signature loans based on the candidate's credit, owned wholly by the candidate ad fw p so

other person was jointly or severally liable on any portion of the accounts. In A d mim hqd

the totality of the circumstances indicated that use of the lines of credit for the 1P would

meet the assurance of repayment requirement the Commission noted that the lin of aPdit did

"The following factors were considered before approving the loan: 1) annual income ofbodi applo 2) mu

debt service; 3' debt rti; 4) net worth; 3) TRW national risk score; 6) the Bank's internal lm

7) homeowner stats; 8) good character, and 9) size of the unsecured loin.

12 The loan is evidenced by a written insmument and is subject to a due date. Moreover, the bmk st at. wil

regard to the 10.25% interest rate, "[t~he customary rate for personal lines of credit will vwy, ba gM b

generally New York prime rate, plus I% to 4%. In accordance with the Bank's cuatomary Iss, t Loin WN

made to Mr. and Mrs. Vargas at New York prime rat, plus 2%, within hirange." The bma st ua sVuUh

one.
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no 46appear to have bee oboned... fr the pwpoie of inuecin any cadia or oter

politica pme" Iw Comu o alo tok into c the hcomidtol Im kg. h

ised yeas orto the andid-cy, e lonismading relIs p betw o a i ht

institutions and the candidate. The Commission ultimately o luded that the Comidte coul

draw on these lines of credit for his campaign without the draws being consideed to be

contributions by the bank. '3

The application of such factors in the instant matter weighs against the loan being

considered to have been made on a basis which assures repayment. First, Mr. Vaa hu

admitted that the unsecured line of credit was obtained specifically to aid in his fedeal

campaign. Second, the loan was obtained with the signature of Vargas' wife; the accunt was

not wholly-owned by the candidate. Finally, there is no evidence that Mr. Vargs bad my

relationship with the bank. Indeed, the Vargas Committee's campaign deposi1.ry waM

maintained at another bank.14

Certain facts, surrounding the actual making of the loan, however, may amg to h

loan was made on a basis which assures repayment First, there is the fact that, whlae bot

Mr. Vargas and the Bank state that Mr. Vargas approhed the Bank for a $2,000 low% be ony

obtained a $15,000 loan, suggesting that the Bank only authorized an amout it fet aued

would be repait4 . Next, there is the fact that approximately one month passed fam, the time

13 The Commiwion declined to approve the use of one of the lines of credit because it did am appe to ham km
obtained from a qualified depository initiam
1A A lener from the Bank's coumel to the Califemia Sta Banking Depaunest reveak dm ow qsuirm hays
been raised about the propriety of the Iot. That letter, which was anached to Juan VWs' rmoo to d
complaint, notes that "it is unjust [for the Saf Banking Depaimnent) to question the nwtivm odfi burs
President... in relation to the Loon. [The President) had no involvement whatsoever in di.s v'$ lnDmL
Further, [the President's) tireless effortson behalf of the Center City Development mo r it eatly
enhanced the City oSan Diego's veom



M. Vmars first arohed the Bank to rnqust the loan until the y w wm d

mageatngthe pub tw th" akwMyeauw h pcto 13 4:111:

remresented that a maaor vice president with aetensve exeaeinetedg sm (

cr eit evaluated nine criteria in determining whether t&e siged wesst skm alon

sufficient assurance! of repsMe Indeed it appears to this Office that an pi-aluatIon ate

nine factors, itemized saa at I1, would have provided the Bank with sufciet eid of

whether it could expect that the loan would be repaid. The loan was in fact rmid a May 29,

1996.

For the "wtality of the cicumsunces" to demonstrat that repaym= is m=4d

Respondents must produce enough information fer the Comi son to be able to amcise its am

judgment as to the propriety of the loan. The Commission may then detPmain P we t

lending institution properly considered the informaton in deciding to approve the le.

Here, Respondents have not met their burde*n in that they ha 6imW W W

the Commission with enough information with which to evaluate the Bank's decio

Accordingly, t Office recommends that the Commission find reason to believe o h Bam

of Commerce violated 2 U.S.C. § 441 b with respect to the making of this loan, and to Vn,..

for Congress '"-6 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. I 441b by a i

proceeds of this loan. Because of his involvement in obtaining the loan for the Vaa
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Committee, this Office further reommends that the Commission find eason to believe that

Juan C, Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. 144Wh.

Where a loan is cocene, each endorser is deemed to have coutributed to portion of

the total amount for which he or she agreed to be liable in a written aSeeomt I I C.FR.

§ l00.7(aXlXiXC). In the event that the loan agreement does not stipulate the portion of the

loan for which each endorser or guarantor is liable, the loan shall be considered a lon by each

endorser or guarantor in the same proportion to the unpaid balance that each endorser or

guarantor bears to the total number of endorsers or guarantors. I. The spouse of a candidate is

not considered a contributor to the candidate's campaign if the candidate obtains a loan on which

the spouse's signature is required, jointly owned assets are used as collateral or security for the

loan, and the value of the candidate's share of the collateral equals or exceeds the mMnt of the

loan. See I IC.F.R. § 100.7(aXIXi)(D). Where, as here, the spouse of the candidate is a

signatory on an unsecured loan, she is treated as any other endorser.

The promissory note in this matter states that "[tjhe obligations under this Note we joint

and several," meaning that each borrower is liable for the full amount bonrwed. The camip

deposited the full amount of the line of credit, $15,000, into its account on Mrch 6,1996. Up

until the 1996 July Quarterly Report, Adrienne Vargas had not made any contriution to the

Vargas Commir"e. Consequently, she could contribute up to $1,000 before she exceeded the

limitations at Section 441a(aXIXA). Moreover, because Mrs. Vargas was one of two people

responsible for paying off the loan, the amount of her contribution is one-half of the draw on the

line of credit.



Accordingly, this Ofike recommends that the Commission find reason bo believe that

Adriemme Vargas violad 2 U.S.C. I 441a(SXIXA) by m ang m ecewiv chWkns do

amount of $6,500 to Varga far Congress '96, and that Vargas for Conrem '96 nd Dem

Liebergot, as treasue, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) by accepting this contbutlomi.

b. other loans

Complainant further alleges that two $5.000 loans reported as being made by to

candidate probably came from the same bank loan, arguing that "[gjiven the limibed n and

incomes shown on Mr. Vargas' Financial Disclosure Statements, it i I pobble that this S10,00

comes from the same [Bank of Commerce loan]."

The information in hand does not support Complainant's contention. The full matmt 0f

the line of credit had been deposited into the Vargas Committee's accounts, and no -ay

were made on that loan prior to the election. Accordingly, Mr. Vargas could not aces do a

of credit for more funds. Additionally, while Complainant claims that i 'snia. on a iinl2l

disclosure statement for Mr. Vargas would suggest that Mr. Vargas could no am to nuk

these loans from personal funds, Complainant has not provided a copy of that a t.

Mr. Vargas has stated simply that "[tJhere are no such illegal loans."

This Office has obtained a copy of the Financial Disclosure Statemmt filed by

Mr. Vargas wit. "he U.S. House of Representatives on November 2,1995. Altchn-at I. TW

form shows that Mr. Vargas had total earnings in 1995, up to the time of the f of the "Pat,

of $53,000. The form further shows that Mr. Vargas apparently has two retiremmt plans woeth

between $1,001 and S15,000 each.'1 The form did not require reporting of penonal nviup of

1s Three retirement plans an reported. One apparently belongs to Mr. Varp' wif.
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S5,000 or less, and no personal savixip is reported. The form also indicates debt in the An of

two atudest loans, valued at ba$w 15001 ad $50000 eachs " TMw fom dd mt . " do

reporting of home mortgages or Car lois.

Not only is the information on the Financial Disclore Form too abstract to draw a

conclusion as to whether Mr. Vargas was able to make the loans in question, but it was filed

approximately four months before the loans were made, and thus does not pment a

contemporaneous picture of Mr. Vargas' financial situation.17 Absent more iormaio is

Office cannot recommend that the Commission find reason to believe that violations occmrnd

with respect to these two loans.

c. failure to report contributions

There does not appear to be any basis to support Complainant's next allegatio th

Vargas Committee failed to report all of the contributions it received. Complainant mathis

conclusion by looking at the amount spent by the campaign on television advasin, n

evidenced by invoices from local television stations for the period corzzencing Muc 11, 19

$100,885, and argues that because the Vargas Committee's 1996 12-Day Pre-Primewy Repo

showed only S56,000 in cash-on-hand, and because the Vargas Committee reported only $I ,ON

in contributions in its 48-Hour Notices, the Vargas Committee "would have to have iraied

$26,000 ... in - matter of days."

This Office has no evidence to suggest that Mr. Vargas is incorrect in his asertin that

"Vargas for Congress '96 has... reported all sums raised and expended." As required, the

'6 It is not clear if one of these loans belongs to Mr. Vargas' wife.

'7 The loans were received by the VaWgas Cmmitnee on March I I and 12,1996

1"



Vargas Committee's 12-Day Pre-Primary Report was complete as of the 20th day before the

eection. Mwch 6. 1996. S 2 US.C. I 434(aX4XAXii). That left almost th wlmb beb

the election, held on Much 26,1996, not 'a matte of day?, for the Vargs Co-mit-e o obsl

sufficient fimds to pay for the advatiuin Complaint acknowledges that th $1,000 reph

on 43-Hour Notices brought the amount needed by the Vargas Committee down to $26,000. In

fact, the Vargas Committee's 1996 April Quarterly Report shows that, between the date of

completion of the Pre-Primary Report and 48 boun prior to the election, it mised over $60,000.

Therefore, there is no reason to believe that the Vargas Committee violated the Act with rspect

to this allegation.

In. PROPOSED RESOLUION OE MAIR

This report contains recommendations for reason to believe findings against the Vaps

Committee for failing to properly report the date of certain disbursemet, for a a

corporate contribution in the form of an improper bank loan, and for accepting exesiv

contribution from the spouse of the candidate in the form of a loan guarantee. The repa ala

contains one recommendation against the candidate, Juan Vargas, for accep the imjxwper

bank loan on behalf of the Committee, one recomnendation against the candidate's qVma i

making an excessive contribution due to her loan guarantee, and one recommetiomaanst r

Bank of Commrce for making the improper loan. With regard to all of the other alleg

made by Complainant, the report recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe that

violations have occurred.

Other than the recommendation regarding the failure to properly report the date of the

expenditures associated with the brochure, all of the other for reason to believe findings in this
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matter surround the loan obtained from the Bank of Commerce. As noted above, that loan was

repaid on May 29, 1996, more than one month before its due date. Additionaly, M. Vrga was

the losing candidate in the primary election, and the Vargas Committee's latest report, the

1996 July Quarterly Report, showed that it had $361 in cash-on-hand, and over $73,000 in debts

and obligations, as of June 30, 1996. Thus, while it does appear that violations may have

occurred, it further appews that Commission resources would be put to better use in Pursuing

other matters. Given these factors, this Office recommends that the Commission take no further

action against Juan C. Vargas, Adrienne Vargas, Commerce Bank, and Vargas for Congress '96

and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, and that it close the file in this matter. In notifying

Respondents of the Commission's decisions, this Office %%ill include admonishment language

regarding the Act's requirements.

IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find no reason to believe that Richard D'Ascoli violated the Act.

2. Find no reason to believe that Ralph Inzunza violated the Act.

3. Find no reason to believe that The Primacy Group violated the Act.

4. Find no reason to believe that Juan C. Vargas violated the Act with respect to the
allegations in MUR 4311.

5. Find reason to believe that Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as
treas, :r, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(aXl) and II C.F.R. § 104.14(d) with respect to the
al'.egations in MUR 4311.

6. Find no reason to believe that Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as
treaqurer, committed any other violation with respect to the allegations in MUR 4311.

7. Find reason to believe that the Bank of Commerce, Juan C. Vargas, and Vargas for

Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, each violated 2 U.S.C. § 441 b with
respect to the allegations in MUR 4327.



I. Find rason to believe that Adrienne D. Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. 1 441a(SXIXA)
with respect to the allegations in MUR 4327.

9. Find rmason to believe that Vups for Congress '96 and Deanna Llsbvfs, as
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) with respect to the allegations in MUR 4327.

10. Find no reason to believe that Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebeqot,
treasurer, committed any other violation with respect to the allegatom in MUR 4327.

I !. Take no further action against Juan C. Vargas and Vargas for Congress '96 and DenSMn
Liebergot, as treasurer, regarding the violations in connection with MUR 4311.

12. Take no further action against the Bank of Commerce, Juan C. Varas Adrienne D.
Vargas, and Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as treastm, regarding Ow
violations in connection with MUR 4327.

13. Approve the appropriate letters.

14. Close the files.
Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

014_BY_ _M t_ BY:
Date Lois emer

As General Counsel

Attachment.
I. Financial Disclosure Form



MEMORANDUM

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
,kASVm%CTO% DC 204&

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE 1W. EMMONS/MARY W. DOVE

COMMISSION SECRETARY

OCTOBER 7, 1996

MURs 4311/4327 - ERRATA. MEMORANDUM TO THE COMMISSION
DATED OCTOBER 2, 1996.-

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Comission on Wednesday, October 2, 1996 at 4:00 p.m.

Objection(s) have been received from the

Comissioner(s) as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Comissioner Aikens xxx (FOR THE RECORD)

Commissioner Elliott __________

Commissioner McDonald __________

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Potter

Commissioner Thomas



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARY W. DOVE

SECRETARY OF THE COMMISSION

OCTOBER 15, 1996

MURs 4311/4327 - ERRATA. MEMORANDUM T

The above-captioned matter
72

to the Commission on a 49- hour vote

0 THE
COMMISSION DATED OCTOBER 2, 199

was circulated

basis on October 2, 1996.

The matter has been placed on the agenda

for TUESDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1996 due to the lack

of four affirmative votes at the time of the deadline.

Please notify us who will represent your

office before the Commission on this matter.

S



BFORI TIM FEDERAL ILECTIOK COiXMnON

In the Matter of )
NORm 4311

Juan C. Vargas; )
Vargas for Congress '96 and )

Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer; )
Richard D'Ascoli; )
Ralph Inzunza; )
The Primacy Group; )

) AMD

) MUR 4327
Juan C. Vargas; )
Adrienne D. Vargas; )
Vargas for Congress '96 and )

Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer; )
Bank of Com rce )

CURTIFI Q 1

I, Marjorie W. Rmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Comiission executive session an Oatcber 22,

1996, do hereby certify that the Commission took te

following actions with respect to RUM 4311 and 4327s

1. Decided by a vote of 4-0 to

a) Find no reason to believe that Diehard
D'Ascoli violated the Act.

b) Find no reason to believe that Ralph
Inzunza violated the Act.

c) Find no reason to believe that The
Primacy Group violated the Act.

d) Find no reason to believe that Juan C.
Vargas violated the Act with respect to
the allegations in RUR 4311.

(continued)



Federal Zlection Commission Page 2
Certification: KURS 4311 and 4327
October 22o 1996

e) Find reason to believe that VazgaS
for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebezgto
as treasurer, violated 2 U.B.C.
5 434(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. I 104.14(d)
with respect to the allegations in
MUR 4311.

f) Find no reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebezgot,
as treasurer, comitted any other
violations with respect to the
allegations in NOR 4311.

g) Find reason to believe that Adrieane
D. Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. I 441a(a)
(1) (A) with respect to the allegations
in NUR 4327.

h) Find reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441a(f) with respect to the
allegations in NUR 4327.

i) Find no reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress '96 and Deanna Lieb- t
as treasurer, committed any othe
violation with respect to the allega-
tions in NUR 4327.

Comiissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald,
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the
decision. Comissioner McGarry was not
present.

(continued)



77M;

Federal zlection Commission Page 3
Certification: MURS 4311 AND 4327
October 22, 1996

2. Failed in a yote of 2-2 to jasa a

a) Find reason to believe that the Benk
of Commerce, Juan C. Vargas, nd
Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna
Liebergot, as treasurer, each
violated 2 U.S.C. I 441b with respect
to the allegations in MU 4327.

b) Take no further action against the
Bank of Commerce, Juan C. Vargas,
Adrienne D. Vargas, and Vargas for
Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergt,
as treasurer, regarding the violations
in connection with BUR 4327.

Commissioners McDonald and Thomas voted
affirmatively for the motion.
Commissioners Aikens and Elliott dissented.
Comaissioner McGarry was not present.

3. Decided by a vote of 4-0 to

a) Take no further action against
Adrienne D. Vargas and Vargas for
Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer in connection with
MUR 4327.

b) Send appropriate letters.

c) Close the file.

Comissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald,
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the
decision. Commissioner McGarry was not
present.

(continued)



Federal Election Comission Pqg 4
Certification: MUIB 4311 AND 4327
October 22, 1996

4. Decided by a vote of 4-0 to rescind all
of the previous actions just taken in
this meeting on KURS 4311 and 4327.

Comissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald,
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the
decision. Commissioner NcGarry was not
present.

5. Decided by a vote of 4-0 to

a) Find no reason to believe that
Richard D'Ascoli violated the Act.

b) Find no reason to believe that
.Ralph Inzunza violated the Act.

c) Find no reason to believe that
The Primacy Group violated the Act.

d) Find no reason to believe that
Juan C. Vargas violated the Act

-) with respect to allegations in MR 4311.

e) Find reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress '96 and Deanna Liee ,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
I 434(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. I 104.14(d)
with respect to the allegations in
MUR 4311.

f) Find no reason to believe that Varga
for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer, committed any other
violation with respect to the allegationm
in NUR 4311.

(continued)



Federal Election Commission Page 5
Certification: MURS 4311 and 4327
Octob r 22, 1996

g) Find reason to believe that Adrienne
D. Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. 441a(a) (1) (A)
with respect to the allegations in
MUR 4327.

h) Find reason to believe that Vargas for
Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. I 441a(f)
with respect to the allegations in
MUR 4327.

i) Find no reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer, committed any other
violation with respect to the allega-
tions in MUR 4327.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, and
Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.
Commissioner McGarry was not present.

6. Failed in a vote of 2-2 to pass a lOtion to
find reason to believe that the Bank of
Commerce, Juan C. Vargas, and Vargas for
Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as
treasurer, each violated 2 U.S.C. I 441b
with respect to the allegations in MUR 4327.

Commissioners McDonald and Thomas voted
affirmatively for the motion.
Commissioners Aikens and Elliott dissented.
Commissioner McGarry was not present.

(continued)



Federal Election Comission
Certification: KURS 4311 AND 4327
October 22, 1996

7. Decided by a vote of 4-0 to

a) Take no further action against Juan
C. Vargas and Vargas for Congress '96
and Deanna Liebergot, as treas*rer,
regarding the violations in coznectio
with KUR 4311.

b) Take no further action against Adrienne
D. Vargas, and Vargas for Congress '96
and Deanna Liebergot, as treamurer,
regarding the violations in connection
with MUR 4327.

c) Approve appropriate letters.

d) Close the files.

Coimissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, and
Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.
Commissioner McGarry was not present.

Attest:

Date
ecretary of the Camission

Page 6



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* W A S H I N T O .O C 3 M* 3 N v r e e 1N owreber 8, 1996

CERTIFIED MAR,
RETURN RElUClPT REQUITD

The Honorable Bob Filner
Bob Filner for Congress
P.O. Box 127868
San Diego, CA 92112

RE: MURs 4311 and 4327
Juan C. Vargas
Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna

Liebergot, as treasurer
Richard D'Ascoli
Ralph Innmu
"The Prmy Group
Adrienne D. Vargs
Bank of Commerce

Dear Congressman Filner.

On October 22, 1996, the Federal Election Commisioa reviewed the a of your
complaint and two mnm ents in MUR 4311 dated Ockbr 20,1995, Oc er 23,1995 and
February 20, 1996, respectivi'y. The Commission fowud t on the bais o( hmation
provided in your compaint and amndm s, and iNfomation provid byte A
there is no reason to believe Juan C. Varps, Richard D'Ascol Ralph Inma, or The Primacy
Group, violated the Federal Election Caamaign Act of 1971, as amended ("ft Act"). The
Commission did find that hee was reason to believe Varas for Congres '96 and Dean
Liebergot, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(aX1), a provision of the Act, and II C.F.R.
§ 104.14(d), a provision of the Commission's regulations.

Also on October 22,1996, the Commission reviewed the allegations of your -omplaint in
MUR 4327 dated March 20,1996. The Commission found that on the basis of the information
provided in your complaint, and information provided by the Respondents, there was rasM to
believe Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 9 441a(f),
and Adrienne D. Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(aXIXA). The Commission was equally



MJURs 4311 and 4327
Pp 2

divided on whether to find reason to believe Juan C. Vargas, Vargas for Congress '96 and
Deanna Liebergot, as treasue, and Bank of Commerce, each violated 2 U.S.C. I 441b.

Finally, after onsidering the circumstances of these matters, the Commiselao a
October 22, 1996, determined to take no further action against Adrienne D. Varpu ai Vvps
for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, and closed the files in these msr Thm
matters will become part of the public record within 30 days.. A Statement of Rem=
a basis for the Commission's decision in MUR 4327 regarding Juan C. Vagas, Vwgms fw
Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, and Bank of Commerce, will follow. The
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, allows a complainant to seek judicia
review of the Commission's dismissal of these actions. So 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX8).

If you have any questions, please contact Tony Buckley, the attorney assigned to hs

matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY:-
Lois G. Leiner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
Certification



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA$HtNCIO4.D0C 20463

November 8, J19f

Councilman Juan Carlos Vargas
1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92102

RE: MURs 4311 and 4327

Dear Mr. Vargas:

On February 28 and March 27,1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of
complaints alleging that you had violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaipg Act
of 1971, as amended.

On October 22, 1996, the Commission considered the complaints. Regarding the
complaint in MUR 4311, the Commission found no reason to believe you violated the Act.
Regarding the complaint in MUR 4327, the Commission was equally divided an whethr a f&nd
reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. § 441 b. Accordingly, the Commission cloud its file in
this matter. A Statement of Reason providing a basis for the Commission's decision will folow.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(I 2) no longer apply adft goW
is now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the publk p su "
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vot, lfMy
wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please d gom s M



4ftII M#4327

as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before receivil yom
maMdtal, AY pernuuible w wiU be added to the pub record

If you have my p conta Tony Buckley, the ato e u od wvs
matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY:
Lois G. Lq
Associate General Counel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASIMGTON. o C "0

November 8, ION6

Deanna Liebagot, Tr
Vargs for Congress 96
3609 Fourth Avenue
San Diego, CA 92103

RE: MURs 4311 and 4327

Dear Ms. Liebergot:

On February 28 and March 27, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of
complaints alleging that Vargas for Congress '96 ("the Committee') and you, as trIwer, had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On October 22, 1996, the Commission considered the complaints. Regarding the
complaint in MUR 4311, the Commission found reason to believe the Committee und you, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(aXI) and 11 C.F.R. § 104.14(d). The Commiluu Id go
reason to believe the Committee and you, as treasurer, committed any other vioato wia

respect to the allegations in MUR 4311. Regarding the complaint in MUR 4327, the
Commission found reason to believe the Committee and you, as treasurer, vioated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441 a(f). The C w equally divided on whether to find reason to bdI vd
Committee and you, as treare, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b. Finally, the ComUimo reid w
reason to believe the Committee and you, as treasurer, committed any other violAat wi&
respect to the allegation in MUR 4327.

After conidering the cicumstances of these matters, the Commission al de ,dd to

take no frther action and closed its files. The Commission reminds you that wJMn a

obtains a loan on which the spouse's signature is required, and that loan is unseemd, t e

spouse's signature results in a contribution equal to half the value of the loan. Suc a

contribution is subject to the limitations of 2 U.S.C. § 44la(aX IXA). The Comms-i- i
reminds you that a disbursement for an expenditure should be reported as having been nme

when the expenditure is made, or the benefit is actually conferred, whichever coms t&s. You

should take steps to ensure compliance with these requirements in the future.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX12) no longer apply and this matt

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 n soon
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as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before receiving yow A%*%oa

makrials, any p s subisso will be added to the public mord upo ma.

If you hm any quetions pleas contact Tony Buckley, the attorosy mo ad m1

matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lee'Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

A



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH"0C1N. D.C 2M*3

November 8, 1$"

Larry Remer, President
The Primacy Group
3609 Fourth Avenue
San Diego, CA 921023

RE: MUR 4311

Dear Mr. Remer.

On February 28,1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you ofa complaint
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

On October 22, 1996, the Commission found, on the basis of the infomation in the
complaint, and information provided by you and other Respondents, that there is go reanlto 
believe The Primacy Group violated the Act. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality prvision at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aXI 2) no loa qyl nd ths
is now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the liAc vwe c lii
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the CommiIon's Ifc Wy
wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public recmd phaoe do s as ==
as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before meeiviftyo ijd---
materials, any pemissble submission will be added to the public record up= wce

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Liner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
GC Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI4GTOt. O.C 20J

November 8, in

Richard D'Ascoli
1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92102

RE: MUR 4311

Dear Mr. D'Ascoli:

On Februmy 28, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 U
amended.

On October 22, 1996, the Commission found, on the basis of the infonn= in thecomplaint, and information provided by you and other Respondents, that there is go ra= to
believe you violated the Act. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in t6 mg.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no longer y l a 6 mmtf
is now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the d-wpWAb Ui;-_30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the monium . a
wish to submit say factual or legal materials to appw on the public recrd ph~iin aas possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before receiving 7W - ---
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record upoWO

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

"< C
BY: Lois G. Lerner

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
GC Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA$941P4CTON. 0 C 20403

November 8, IMU

Ralph nzunza
Vargas for Congress '96
3609 Fourth Avenue
San Diego, CA 92103

RE: MUR 4311

Dear Mr. Inzunza:

On February 28,1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you ofa cmplai
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, ;3
amended.

On October 22, 1996, the Commission found, on the basis of the infonijos a ti
complaint, and information provided by you and other Respondents, that tem is n s to
believe you violated the Act. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in ddtwaw.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX12) no longer qply !
is now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on ---- -
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the C"
wish to submit any fctual or legal materials to appear on the public reconL, p g
as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record beforeceiving .
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record qpan "$

Sincerely,

LaTence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerncr
Associate General Counsd

Enclosure
GC Report
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THIS IS THE END U: .J #
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