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General Counsel
Federal Election Commissicon
999 E Street, NW

Washington, DC 20463
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Complainant: ! Respondent:

Congressman Bob Filner Juan Vargas for Congress
Bob Filner for Congress 1972 24thfstraat

P.0. Box 127868 San Diego, CA 92102

San Diegec, CA 92112 - ! No FEC#

To Whom it May Concern:

b Juan Vargas, an incumbent Member of the' San Diego City Council,
_ has been running an active !campaign for Congress in California’s
50th Cecngressional District in direct vioclation of at least two
O Federal Election cOmmlsslon campalign laws:
o 1. He filed a “Statamentjof Candidacy" form well after the time
he spent more than SSiOOO.CO in support of his campaign.
™~
2. He has apparently spedt moriey collected for his recent
(unopposed) election tc the San Diego City Council for his
_ Congressional campaign. |
ions v et
J on_the uypcoming primarv electjon. we need an immediate
s - - . : o .
O :

0 On September 20, 1993, the day after San Diego’s municipal

primary election in which Mr. Vargas was re-elected to the City
Council (without oppcsitloq), large gquahtities of the enclosed
brochure were seen in public (attachment #1) and several full-
time staff members began to work in a Ccongressicnal campaign
office (see attachment #2, la news art;cle regarding the scale of
his Congressional campaign);.

By any reasonable opse;vgt;Qn. Mr. Vargas’ expenditures far
. exceeded the $5,000.00 threshold defining a candidate pursuant to

CFR 431.2(a), and he should have filed a Statement before
Ooctober 13. ’

N

P O. Box 127868 & San Diego. CA 92112 aTel: 619/479:1994 % FAX: 619/479-1986

Fad for by Bob Finer for Congres
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Examination of official expenditure reports filed fori Ssan Di 's
municipal primary election on September 19, 1995 give a plausible
explanation of where funds were obtained for the brochure’s
production (printing, layout, art work, photos, etc.)! and for the
planning of a Con i

of the election.

Although Mr. Vargas had po cpposition in his campaign for re-
election to the San Diego City Council, official reports through
September 2, 1995 reveal (attachment §3) |
$69,1.6.58. 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.

Since Mr. Vargas had no oppecsition in the municipal g

elaction, and since his campaign for Congress was publicly
apparent on the day after that election, one can only surmise
that these extracrdinarily large expenditures on a campaign
consultant and other perscnnel for an uncontested election were.

P i - e
According to FEC guidelines, "a candidate’s federal committee may
not accept funds or assets transferred from a committee
established by the same candidate for a nonfederal election
campaign."

Since the Congressicnal primary electicn is conly five months

away, the actions described above will have a direct impact on
the cutcome. An_immediate nvestigaticn is w an .

Signed and sworn under penalty ofy perjury,

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

F. KLEMP

Nozury Pat Mwine:s a “olumia

My Cemmis " nres April 30, 2000
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October 17, 1995

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
969 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Complainant: Respondent:
Congressman Bob Filner The Primacy Group
Filner for Congress c/c Juan Vargas for Congress
P.O. Box 127868 1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92112 San Diego, CA 92102
No FECs

To Whom it May Concern:

This is in reference to the Congressional campaign of Mr. Juan
Vargas in cali ja’ Y cengression i :

A separate complalnt has been filed alleging that, xn violation
cf FEC regulations, Mr. Va*gas spent money collected for his
recent (unopposed) electicn to the San Diego City Council for his
Congressional campaign. :

This complaint is in regard to Mr. V as’ 1t

Although Mr. Vargas had no opvositicn in his campai for re-
election to the San Diegc City Council, official reports through
September 2, 1995 reveal (attachment #1) e

gse £8. 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 overhead.

|
1

Since Mr. Vargas had no oppcsition in the m

election, and since his campaign for Congress was publicly
aprarent on the day after that election, one can only surmise
that these extraordinarily large expenditures on a campaign
corsultant and other perscnnel for an uncontested election were,

jn_fact, spent for the federal election.

Box 127868 % Son Diego. CA 92112 & Tel: 619/479-1994 % FAX: 619/479-1986

Pact for oy Bop Finer for Congress
LESER RS 1~
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The Primacy Group, an experienced campaign organization,
knowingly vioclated FEC guidelines which state, "a candidate’s
federal committee may not accept funds or assets transferred
from a committee established by the same candidate for a

nonfederal 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 investigatjon is warranted.

Signed and sworn under penalty o arjury,
6 s
B FILNER

Member of Congress

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

/‘
CAROLINE F Ri.EMP
Nowry Puble, Dwtner oo oiumms
My Commismon Expires Apri 10, 2000




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D.C. 2463

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 transmission
to the San Diego City Attorney dated October 17, 1995, regarding alleged violations of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the Act”) by Mr. Juan Vargas
and the Primacy Group. The information forwarded by the San Diego City Attomey'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 swom to in the
presence of a notary public and notarized. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1). In order to file a
legally sufficient complaint otherwise meeting the requirements of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1)
and 11 C.F.R § 111.4, you must submit an original complaint bearing an original
signature and the notary’s original jurat.

We regret the inconvenience that these requirements may cause you, but we are
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: ﬁ.‘/\

Associate General Counsel

Celebrating the Commissian s 20th Anniversany

YESTERDAY TODAY AND TOMORROW
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED




OFFICR OF
At kit THE CITY ATTORNEY
e e CITY OF SAN DIEGO
DAVID C. JAMES
TR R John W. Witt
CITY ATTORNEY

February 1, 1996

Lawrence HNoble

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street NW Suite 657
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Noble:

Vargas For Congress ‘96

CRIMINAL DIVISION
CONSUMER AND ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION UNIT
1200 THIRD AVENUE, SUITE 200
SAN DEBGO, CALIFORNIA 921014106
TELEPHONE (619) 533-5500
FAX (619) 533-5504
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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

Complainant: Respondent:
Congressman Bcb Filner The Primacy Group
Bob Filner for Congress c/o Juan Vargas for Congress
F.0O. Box 1275638 1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92112 San Diego, CA 92102
No FECZ2

campaign of Mr., Juan

rence to the ional
o ssicnal District.

rnia’s 50th <

eparate complaint has besen filed alleging that, in violaticn
FEC regulations, Mr. Vargas spent neney collected for his

ent (uncppesed) election to the San Diego City Council for his
gressional campaign.

This complaint is in regard to Mr. Vargas’ political copsultant,
The Primacy Group, Wwhich knowingly and illegally used funds
ccllected for a non-federal election for a federal n;ectlgg
Although Mr. Vargas had po opresition in his campaign for re-
election tc the San Diego City Council, official reports through
September 2, 1995 reveal (attachment 21) total expemdjtures of
369,116.58. At least $15,346.06 was paid to a campaign

The Primacy CGrecup. OCther large sums wara spent cn
f members, office rent, and other overhead.
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Since Mr. Vargas had no cpposition in the municipal primary
electicn, 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 ellection were,
in fact, spent for the federal election. i

Box 127848 x San Diego. CA 92112 xTel. 619/479-1994 &% FAX: 619/479-198¢

Pand for by 30b Finar for Congress
Gt K o v R |




The Primacy Group, an experienced campaign organizatiLn,
knowingly violated FEC guidelines which state, "a canliidate’s
federal committee may not accept funds or assets trapsferred
from a committee established by the same candidate for a

ponfederal election campaign.” :
t

Since the Congressional primary election is cnly tivcnmonths
- away, the actions descrlbed above w111 have a direct 1mpact on
the outcome. An i iat nvesti is w I

Signed and sworn under penalty perju
ILNE
Perber of Congress

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

CAROLINE F.
O Nowry Publie, Dwrne o “ajumba
My Commission Evpires April 30 1000
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If this transmittal is,notlrecelved in |its entirety, please
contact Sam Ward at (619) 479-1994.
' |
b |
PO, Box 127868 w San Disyu. CA 921 12 % Tel: 6 ' /4791994 x FAX. 619/479-1984
~ Padtor by Bob Ainer for C 1)
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u Born in Nationol C:fy, Juan is onl of
10 children.

u Juan earned o scholcrsh:p 10 USE
and graduated Mcgnc Cum Lloudpg.

u Juan siudied for 4 yeors io becoTe a
Cotholic priest. qﬂ ‘

= Juan worked in Gcng Prevenrlon
Progrdms at Chnst rhe King Churc

h.

- Juan left, the semmory to atiend |
¥ Harvard low Scho‘dlf_where he: |

o gfodum‘ed in: 799 L
rots

" -@ ). e
AN o Elecied toy rhe Sort Dlego C:ryn, _ 1 2
Council in 1993, Juon beccme
Deputy Mcyor in 1995

. i . |
FIROVECK MEDICARE. Juan's perents have CLEJ‘J\. UP POt lli\_‘» Juan hos signed o

We Can Bring Back 14

worked their whole lives. As they grow older, t‘ney “Clann Pledqe He belisves the
plan to rely upon Medicere and Juan is horrifiec Americar : sk and fired :: nasty,
by recent attempts in Congress 10 cut Medicpre negative camnaiar an will NOT moke any
benefits to pay fer a tax cut for the wealthy. Juan : pponenis T T

will make the fight 10 protect Medicare his bop
priority in Congrass ‘

FRESERVE EDUCAYION. Juan knows ful
well how occess to education con unlock the door
ic the American Dream. He is outraged by
gressional efforts to cut educational funding and
will fight to pretarve the funds that moke o
college education possible for all our yoing
people.

' on issue-criented

carmp

“t:TOHL Lol ¥ S \....I‘N VﬂLUES.—. What

kind of 50 ackt permits people to
burn the ficg ar rL-pear-ald 1o see g gozen
murders on TV ~ halt hour? Juan will lead
errorte 1= ‘or more wholeseme
children's 3 5 Atfter all, the values of

=ing learnea trom TV

=03=98

"],can Dream._

1 40AM




Aant running jor Coneres because I
want to give somethiny back to the
COMPLLNTY (DAL has beaon so 000d 1o me.
T was born in this Adistrict ,”’r’_DEO_ph? I
now cepreseis on the Cuy Council live in
this districi I want to po to Washington
wirttd work O the criticuld [riaii ety Ll

affect our lives and our con munity. I

Ennow thoc f cosr male o differernce, 1 ask
For YOur uGle o election e
’
NP2
A
/
F

Juan and Adrienne Vargas
Juan gad Adrienne Vargas weme mzmac in 1990, They mer
wnie Juan was Studving for P tegcaing inner
cuy youlh at Fordnam 172 2xpecning thair

ftrsi child thix spring

s My S A s T, Ok Lo\ T {he Ayrrericerrt D1rearnt!
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Polllics: Challenging
for Congress

BY MIXE ALLEN
Slcﬂ' }Ynu,'r

Al bamz reslecied to the Sav Diego
City Coaneil Jast moath, Juon Yaigas has
aow sl bis sightson unsming fellow Demo-
emt Rep. Bod Filner in the 50th Congres-
sloael Districl.

Ralph Inzunze, Vargas’ campaign manag-
oz, aaid Als buss is ruaniog 1o reform Wuh-
Ington aad the track that il’s currently on.”

Vargss, 8 3d-yeas-0ld allorney who was
slactsd for the third time lo the Bighth Coun-
¢l Disisic} Sepl. 19 and for the second time
wilhow! oppositica, h:u bun holding. signs

y-to—varly morning
commuters ju the Soulh Bnytnnwmlwub.

@sia g:wes up -
, but gains

g tidy 350M

W J FIKES

g Gensla, Ina. got amnc\-nl,dldmmii-
‘hﬁﬂuﬁhom a 1syised drug de-

‘:u dea) with Upjohn Co.

, Upjohp will make

ﬂdlu m-m to Oensia. In sshurn

will gain exclusive righis to commer-

dregs B bad been developing with
wwiom agrzement.

Pomsis will relain rights lo marke! three

Mdnnlopd drug.s under the agnemenz
oiohg 0ard

Throvgh a siaff person, hy deciined 1o be
interviewed Jor this article. ,

Ana Molina, Virgas® chi:f of staff, said he
is nol giving Interviewa cn his cardidacy,
although he did ganlan inleevlew to The San
Diego Union-Tritune.

Inzunza 3aid a Jot of Vargay' conttituonty
have besn wigiog him o mn for Congresy;
““so thal's what ws's0 doing”

The Yargas (or Congressoffice [n Tlatlonal
~ Cily bad been opea siice [ale SEp1ambes, and
is staffed with three of hs former couacil
staff membery, inzluding fomcrchge.cfs aff
Inzunza

Filnes, who was el=cled in 1592 and melecl-
ed last year, sald he was a llile surprised
when he found oul aboul. Vnrgu politleal
ambitiona.
~“Obviously; in-a dcmocm;'y anybody-is
welcoms (o run, bul Juan cndu::ad me l.ul

- 2

et

—_— =

L ¢ ¥

j Maneuvering by Vargas stuiis his fellow Democrats

year and be never indicatad any dlsplmurc
with me so ] don’t undershind what's goiog
on,” he sid.

This isn"t the [irst time Yargas and Pilner
have runogainat eagh other. (nihe 1592 Demo-
cmtic prmary, Fliner bested a field that in-
cluded Jormer stk Sen. Wadle Deddzh and
former Congressman Jim Bates. Yarzws (ln-
istied fourth in that race, but came back the
followlng year and won a speziol elszlion
1epiace Filnsron the chiy coumells

Altorrey dlike Aguirre, the man Yargas
decealed in 1hal racs, said heis unhappy aboul
what hs considers an immature decision by
Vargas.

“I thiak this shows an immaturily on bis
pan,” Agulrro salc, “He 3sems more intorasi-
ed In running for office than in building the
kind of-infrastructure that the-districi needa—

*I thiok Juan Is an excellant city eouncil-

C /£

N
Z\, AJ

10:40AM

man and be couid be 1hs mayos of San Dlngu g,

somoedoy; oad | hops Lhal he is, but [ thiak

he's doing somelhing thal's nat in the best

interests of the peaple of the Eighih Dbirict.™
Filnersaid Yargis declslon lo runwill have |

o negative effect on a Democratic candidale

in the yeneral election, - g
“t[{»’s making surs the Damocratic cm'd:

date, whoever it i3, i3 wzakened because ab-

yiously we have to spend resoutces aod 1hat

takes 1wy money from thogenam) 2leetion,”

he said. )
Bab Glaset, a political conaultant to Demu- -

cratlc candidates, said Vargas will be [acing

on uphill ballle ngainst Filner, Xnown as a

tireless and determined campnigner. ‘l‘\ &t
“Unseating ao incumbeat congrmloml 1

member is an Inciedibly task, but I've seén”.

Varges' eampaign styltnm“ think thia will !

be a very serious challenge,” he said. i,&{ ¥
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*  Campalgn Statement — Long Form e D ST CLERK'S OFr i g
{Govarnmant Coda Sections 34200-84216.5) : r : 2
SEE INSTICTIONS ON REVERSE through 222293 35 SEP-7 py 4 2Braes 2 o 6 I8
Chock ane of the following boxes Lo Inditate tha lype of statement belng llied: Dats of ¢lection Wapplicable: 1 . = for Ollidsl Use Only s
Pre-clection itstement : {Month, Day, Year) SAN DIEGD, CALJF ” =
Supplemental Pre-alection Statereni [Attach s completed Form 495 to thirslatement.) / ‘ o
Speuial Odd-Yaar Campaign Report T
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: Campaign Disclosure Statement paPtorpiintinink. SUMMARY PAGES
Sutrmary Page Lo whole dellors. HS A Lo,
| vor_ B=6-05
SEE INSTAUCTIONS ON RSVERSE : hrough 2= 2235 Page 2 or
+ NAMEOF OFFKEHOLDER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTNOLLED CONMITTEE LD, NUMBER w0
JUAN VARGAS : FRIENDS OF JUNN VARGAS '9S 943824 _:,"
Contributions Recelfved "Column A Calumn B’ Calumn € o
T0ALTIEA FLUDOD TRIAL 22{WIQUS 2L 00 101 TO DAL —
. . 0M ANACIND SOIEDVLL] T I HaTIstLo) ~ po MRk A + ) =
. Monetary Contributions .......... A Schadule s, Uinea 3 300,00 3.70,757.32 s 11,057,32
2, Lopns ReCRIVEY ..vvivinvinicdiniiinisiessriniieennes  Scheduled, Line 7 : '
* 3, SUBTOTAL CASH CONTRIBUTIONS vvvvisiviisininsnns AddLiner! »2 3 300.00 s 70,257.32 y 71,057.32
8. NOn-monetary ContribUlONs ...vvvscvuvinesisine JehtdUI G, Line 3 ' ' :
5. SUBYOTAL COPITRIBUTIO)IS{Eerude Enforcesble Promists)  AddUrerd +4 3 300.00 y _70.757.32 y _11,057.32
6. Enlorcenhls Promises - ' ' )
(Exdfudr Loan Guaranieel, Line u DRIOW) omidiibmmnisnininin SchaduleD, Line 7 - "
7. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED ....covevvrrivenrese  Aodlness » ¢ 3 30000 y_70.757.32 3 _11,057.32
.Expenditures Made
8. thPa',-rnmu(Oth;Hhanyoanade) cvisneraness  SCThRPOUIRE Lin2r 3 5.150.73 3 §3.965.95 3 69,116.60
9. LOBNS Made .......ocessessssrssirenneniinisniniainns  SthedufeH, Lne 7 : '
10, SUBTOTAL CASHPAYMENTY ............... e Addtinci8 v 3§ 9730773 — 3 637965585 ——69,136.68 - -
11. Accrued Expersas (_Un__pald Bills) ....... AP e L Sctheduh £, Line S
'.12. TOTAL 3XPENDITURES MADE .....oocovumiinsinnnis Addtinei10 4 17 4 3. 15075 -3 63,963.95 y__69,116.68
= . 1
, Current Cash Statement
13, Beginning Cash Bolance .......oiivninny Sravieus Summary Page, Line J7 3 6,877.37 'hf'f”:‘h‘”?.""“‘ “::'f;?:n‘l ,uwm? ’d,m‘ Co!ua;? c. )l‘lw:\'“l'd" 1
. 1 ir s ]
14, Cash R“’"?“ e B LR Column A, Line 1 abovi J00.00 SI:I\: ﬂ'uvr: fo.rmnum :lu?l::d.(l?n:';):;z::r'tnhrnm?curr:urr “ln:
15. Miscellaneous INeraasas 10 TSN wou'evrvvricererssrensss Schedula i, Linz 4 $), LoantMada (Lina 9), ard Acervad Expanial (Lina 1),
18, Cash Paymenl ...covveessciins T — Columa A, LIna 10 sbove 5., 150,73
17, ENDING CASH BALANCE ..,.. Addinesld » 19 s 15, thansubleoctline 15y 2.026.63 Summary fer Cand!dates In Both June and
JIhs 12 g t2rminatlen statement, Line 17 muil be 2170, 1HEIGCAS IALANCE 310V, D Movember Elections
HOT %A N(GAITT AMOUIN
- - 11 through 6720 7/V 10 Dala
., 18. LOAN GUARANTEESRECEWVED .......vvveen Schedule b, Part ), Column () ) 21, (ignérfbl(jll'on
- ve e
k. . Cash Equivalents and Outsianding Debts 9% Exwm“m“
‘9 Cash Equlvalmu ST TRITTITIIT tereerirennes Sec Inthuctlont enreverie 3 ade ...
20!".“-.1unding DaBW craneisensivioii Addln2 2 v Lna I 1inColumn Cabr* o

6 L P 0L 7T T PTG 6 )




m‘e E Type o7 prin in Ink, v " SCHEDUEE
Y Amounts mey be roundec
nts and Contributions o whomamirs, b
(Other Than Loans) Made tiom 8=6-95
SECWNSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE through 9-2-95 Paga 4 ;,[ 6
MAME OF OFRCE HOLDER O CANGIDATE AHD CONTROLLED COMMITTER .0, NUMBER
JUAN VARCGAE FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824

CODES FOY CASSF/IRG EX2ENDITURES

qn:n;n ol the [ollowing todes accu-alely describes he expenditure, you may enter the code and leave the "O-:i:r'ipzécn of Payment” column blank. Nalario the
ack of Schedule E-Contiruation Sheel for detailed explanations o each calegory.

= IC* — MONETARY AND IN-XIND (NON-MOMNETARY)
CONTNIBUTIONS TO OTHER CANDIDATES
AND COMMITTEES
*}* = INDEPENDENT EAPENDITURES

— L% = UVINATLAE .

LY .

"B" — DBROADCAST ADYENTISING
M = MEWSPAPER AND PEMIDDXAL ADVERTISING

0"~ OUTSDE ADVERTISING

SURVIYS, SIGNATUNE GATHERING, COOR-TO-DOOR SOL CITATIONS
“ET = FUNOMNSIMGEYENIS

*G" -« GEMNERAL OPENATIONS AMD OVEIIHEAD:

T’ « TNAVEL ACCOMMOOATIONS AMD MEALS
(MUST 3L DLSCRIBLD)

“P* = PROFESSIONAL MANAGEMEN I AND CONSULTING
SERVICES

MAME AND ADORESS OF PAYEE, CREDITOR, OR RECIPIENT OF (ONTRIBUTION

INPORTANT: DO MOTITEMIZE “HE PAYMENTOF ACZRUED EXPEMSES ON SCHEDULE E,
NEPONT OHLY THE LUMP SUM OF SUCH PAYMENTS OM UIHE 4 OF THE SUMMARY SECTION BELD',

§ COMMITTIL, 1N ADDINION TO COMMYIIE'Y HAMIAND ADDRTI, LNTLAND, RUM LY OX, 11 HO LD,
NUMIIAIAI TN ASIICNID, INTIRTALASUALA'S NAMI AND ACDAISS)
. CODE on DESCAIPTION CE PAYMENT AMOUNT PAID
DANIEL A. LAWTON r 450.00
— 3840 SEQUOIA ST, SaN DILGO, CA 22100 i Y S
" RICIARD D'ASCOLYI" - Ty R G 800.00 -
‘ 1171 - 24ATH STREET, SAN DIEGO, CAh 92102 ‘ )
E JEAM ANDREWS f 655.66
8 4855 ALBERSON CODRT, SA# DIEGO, CA 52130 L
im anl: Contributlonsand expend!lures made out of compalgn.funds toor on behalf of other .
ofﬁgMdon, candidalas, commitices, or baliot measuros must ofso be entored on the Allocallon Page, Pari ) SUBTOTAL 3 1,905.66
Payments and Contributions Made Summary ]
1, Paymens made thls period of $100 or mare, (Inclade all Schedule E sublotale) L ..oo.is oo.s MRS SRS, . 17 . ) 2. .
_ 2, Poymen:s made this perlod of under $100. (Donctitemize) ....ooooviiiiiiiiiiiiiinn, ¢ 219,17
3. Tolal Inleres! pald this perlod onoutsitanding loans. (Enter amount [rom Schedule D, Partt, Colomn{d)) o oviiiiiria, A :
—~—4-Jotnlneerued-expenses-pald-thisneriod. (Do nolitemize, Enter amount lrom Schedule F,Uine 4 oo i S EETVRR TR g -
e i 2 -
5. Total p “entsmade thls period. (Add Lines 1, 2,3, and 4. E‘qu_-:‘hs,-;m;nu Ih o’ fummagy Pope, @lump A&Ine 8) rOTAL 3.1 50.73

10:40AM POOT #44

03-95
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- Schedule E | o, ) .. SCHEDULE E {cont) §
- {Continuation Sheet _ 1o whole doltars, Stalement covart paried e
~ Payments and Contributions 1 vor_8-6-95
r Than Loans) Made - i
[1 7
S5 SISTAUCTIONS ONRIVEASE twouph 222793 A L S e
RAME OF OrFICZHOLOER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTAOLLED COMMITTEE - | LD NUMBER ?
JUAEK VARGAS FRIENDS OF-JUNN VARGAS '95 9438214 o
|
CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES =
. €T - NONETM‘IMDIP}-MND(NOMMOHE?AW) *B’ -« DROADCAST ADVERTISING "G~ GENERAL OPERATIONS AMO OYERHEND
CONTRIDUTIONS TO OTHER CANDIDATES "N' o NEWSPAPER AHD PERIODICAL ADVIRTISING It = TRAVEL, ACCOMMODATIONS ANOD MIZALS
ANDCOMMITTE LS L "0 - OUTSIDE ADVERTISING WHINSY B% DL3GABAD)
» °F -~ INDEPENDINT EXPENDITURES *$* — SURVEYS, SIGNATURE GATHERING,DOON-TO-DOON SOLICITATIONS 7 - = PROFLSSIONAL MAMAGEMENT AND CONSULTING
"L® « UTERATUN . : *F' - FUNDRAISING TVENTS . SERVICES -
SAME AND ADDRESS OF PAYEZ, CNEDITON, OR AEQPIENT OF COHTRIBUTION -
B0 COMMITTIL, B ADDITION 1O COMMTIII'S MAM! AND ADDELIS, 1N 1IN LO. AUM (A OR 17 40 ).D.
UM ACAIAS AT THAANSHD, LI EATATALUALAMILAM CANO S00ATS) . - - - . P - 5 R = e o -
) CoDE of DESCRIPTION OF DAYMENT AMOUNT PND
RICHARD D'ASCCLI 1 263,10
1171 - 24PH STRERET, SAN DIBEGO, CAN 52102
T —ALI LE COOPRER S e G R T i 500.03
6560 MONTEZUMA RD, 111, SAN DIEGO, CA 92115 :
GEORGE BALGOS G i 500.00
2882 DUSK DRIVE, SAM DIFRGOD, CA 92139-2910
RICRARD D'ASCOLI G ; 412,80
' 1171 - 24TH STREET, SAN DIEGO, CA 92102
f.  *©  ALI LE COOPER : G 250,00
A 6560 WMONTEZUMA RD, 111, SAN DIEGO, CA 952115 :

SUITOTAL 5. 1,925.90




"t:, 1f ; -- LA B l"‘ '.;--"" :
. 1":?:" \"‘.'l‘f"f TAVL S L AT T BT L e o RN e e ; p
' e
E - ia ¥ ME g i * ] - AT T e TR = a - Lo b E g ‘%
ScheduleE " - : . ' Typeorpiintiniak. SCHEDULEEfont) *
- Amounts riay be reunded o
b {Continuation Sheet) - , towhola dollars, . Staiament covars period ] 3
i Payments énd Contributions : Pk o B=6=95 S
F ( r Than Loans)Mada : Segook o
2 SERBSTRUCTIORSONREVERSE © - - . thiough Page. 6 of £ o
mawmmuonwnmn AND CONYROLLED COMMITTEE : - | 4D NUMBEA L3
o
JUAN -VARGES " * TRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 - ' : 943824 =
. i . CODES FORCLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES | 5
et MORTARYMDHRND(HOL MONETARY) =0’ - DROADCAST ADVENTISING 8 0" = GEMERALOFERATIONS AMD DVENHTAD
mu'mumus'momxucnmom.s “M® .. MEWSPAPER AND PERIODICAL ADVERTISING T = TRAVEL, ACCOMMOUATIONS AND MIEALS
ANDCOMMINTEES: . “0” - OUTSIDE ADVERTISING {Musr BI‘DISCRIHI.D)
" °F ~ INDEPENDZINT EXPENDITURLS “5* ~ SURVEYS, SIGNATURE GATHENIAG, DOOL-TO.OCOR SULILITATIONS T+~ ?g‘gflfc%‘s‘”’\“'-“'W“G"“"””"DCO“”“”"“G .
“L> - LITEPATURE 5" . FUNDRAISINGEVENIS ’ A
NAMSAND ADDRESS GRPATEE, CREDITOIN, ORNECIPIEN" OF COHTRIBUTION R
— I SOMMITT ML HAME ANO ADDPAILY, [HITALD, NUMITA DM, M HOLD, S
MUSIAMAY SLIHAISIGHID, 1/7112 TALALUAIA') IIALAL AHO ADDA' 1) i e i ™ L a > n .
= F ; . # CODE or DESCAIPLIOM OF PAYMENT AMOUNT FAID
MQN’I‘GQMERY PLAZA G ) 6D0.00
69)0A 'MIRAMAR RD., STZ. 200
SAN DIEGO, C2 92121
1 GEORGE BALGOS : G ' 520.00

‘_'_ 2882 DUSK DRIVE, SAN DIEGO, CA 92139 2918

" o -3
oy *'}3\;.-:- v,
'—W'r-frv— i L e oy - : - g - P

SUBTOTAL ,100.00

X - = = — ——

L ZL 90'L.L 8 096




Unut\-ll b L TR XS FIVE VRN O - .
.i "ed Com"mttee LI Slatement covers perind Dﬂ!s“mP

Clmpalg;z Statement — Long Form trom 7=1=95 RECp:

o Sections 84200-04216.5) . : (Airg LEG‘){

" g o o222 05 g ~
ane of the following boxes tolndicate the type ol statement being Tied: = oats i chion T esslshint ~ - Pap ;
Pre-elaction Stateraent (Month.bay.v'a.:) 13 0 p H3e <o ’°'6‘"""U"°"‘7 S
Supplamantal Pre-alactlon S:atement 'Attach a completed Form 495 to this statement.) "H D}LGO Citt e S X
Special 0dd-Year Campalgn Report ! ” =
Semlansuzi $tatement " ] 9-19-95 L
Terminadon Statamenl (Atiach 3 completed Forn 415 to this statement.) " e

ceholder, Candxdate, and Con‘rolled Committee il Other Committees Not Included in this Statement: ihtanyoher 2
commitizer notindudedin thls coniolldated rtalementthat are controlle youandany !
Induded u ed in this Statement 1 induded n this coniolldated th Ned by you and
ONAME OF OFFICEHOLDEA OB CANDIDATE commlittees of which youhove Xnowledge thit are primadly formed to receve conlifbetlons —
JAN CARLOS VARGES . ' or tonake expendiiurelon dbehal/ ol your condidacy.
4 muousmoahun QHCLUDT LOCATION AND DETCT HUM (AN APZLICAMLL) NIRRT s
. SAN DIEGO CITY COUNCIL, DISTRICT 8
mwumuwn MO.AND S1AlLT) HAMLE I IAENSUALY ) . CONTADLLLU COMMTTLI]
1171 24TH STREET . - O O
oy STAIL r oot AALA CODLDAYTIAL PIOMI COMAITTLL ADDALYY HD.JLHD STALLT)
SAN DIEGO . CA 92102 (6)9) 235-4333
COMMITIES DAME - LD UMM T T SIATI A 6000 AMACCOLDA (TMIZNONT
" FRIENDSCOF JUAN VARGAS 'S5 943824 S— S—
COMMTAL ARDALS) O, AMD 112111 . g
3609 FOURTH AVENUE .
ory . SIAN L 112 CoDlL AALA CODUDAYTIML 211QN| MAML O} TALASUALA COHEMOLLLD COMMITTLLT
SAN DIEGO ! CA 92103 (619) 295:5923 ' O O s
—— NAMEOFTALASURER PR A — - R L .
DEANNA LIEBERGOT
PRMANINT ADDALSS OF TALASURIR . PI0.AND IIANT) ' vy LIATL 12 cool i AMA COOLDAYIMIIHONL
CAMINO RUIZ 278 : : ‘
oY 1AL 0 CoDg AMA CODLOAYIIMI Hlud—'“
* SAN DIEGO : CA 92126 (619)!295-69'23 Attrch addltlonal infarmatton onappropriately labzled continuition sheep.

il Verlication

thava wae ali'7anonabls diliganca In pnpulnq thl) statamant, Lhavaraviaweadiha sistement andta the beitof my knowladgs tha lnlormation ¢amainad harain and In thy attached schaduln s
wua and complate. lcartily undsr penalty of perjury under the lawy ol the Stateol Calllomla that the forageing Is ry§and correct,

ascutedon_ 7 —=8-95 Al__SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA vy /N Ayl < etiea Codl
AL

DAL CILY AND 1AL : SIGHATUAL OF TAalawAck l

Anoificahoid s or cindidats who tontrols 2 commitiea muit also verlly the tampalgn stalement. | have used allreasorable dillgence and 1o the byt of my knowledge \he traasurer hay used all
12330n3bhr diligenca In praparing this statement. Lhave reviewed thestatemen: and 1o the best of ny knowledge the lnform contalnid heremznd Inthe attached rchedulesdstru? and

tompiate, )centlly uyadar penalty of prrjury undez\he laws of the Siatz of Calllernia that the loragelng ls trut end corract,
txaeutadon__1—8-95 At__SAN DIBGO, CALIFORNIA

by
. o . Bhan QIY ANDSTATL // numlunt /ltDiDA\IfD?HUHDLbH
> tueivden Al _— Oy
DATL a CIT ANDALALL - L GHATURL OF CAHDIDAT T2 HICLNDLDTA
- fxeculed on Al . i e SRR, S—
p QAL cnunosun u.mmmwunuumumm|nmnn
—Eﬂ'nrr = e etiinli e " - - sl S ——
oawmnmmmmow:nmnu:mou:uawanmzmmou,mcmmnut.mc.z 1272, 5L DU DA um mmm: On M, Ay O T 0 r\ A [r Y

£

" Ghsye v o p & = g , I
,}H?]., ‘JJ D]x.#Uﬁﬁ e (-r. ek bty ) . ’/ L Z LY ¥, T ji ‘, ¢ Shata of Calllornia Fali 2olltlend Practlcrs Commiysl”

4 )
ALsR-guie . gt »




Cumdgn Disdosure Statement ' Am:m;mrggo k. t SUMMARY P
; ne
2 smr’ Page : . Mo srhol Baliars. Statement covirs parlod
3 trom_71-1-95
SEE BISTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE Y s ' ‘| trougn __8=5-95 Page -2 dlg—'—a
- NAME OF OFFICEHOLDER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTROLLED COMMITTEE LD, NUMBER :
JUAN VARGAS i FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824 i
Contributions Received "Column A ColumnB* Columnt @
TOYALTHI! MLAQD TOAL PRIVIOU] PIXOD YOTALTO DAYL 1
. % (TADM ATTACHID $CHIDWLTY) " SLINOTI INIOW) (ADD COLUMMEA & J) ‘T’
Mon®1ary COMIBUUONS ..ovvvviievrsieriisiennrasinns Scheculs A, LUne3 § __4¢125.00 5 6€,632.32 s __10,757.32 =
Y Loans Recelved .......... 3 P PP R R Schadulz 8 Line 7 '
, SUBTOTAL CASH CONTRIBUTIONS ....ccvvevinvnineen, AddUnes? »2 3 __ 4,125.00 ' 3 6€,632.32 $_70,757.32
4, Hon-monetaryContrlbquns - PRI hedule G Lined 215.00 : 464.43 £79.43
5. SUBTOTAL CONTRIBUT'ONS’(EAM Enforceabls Promises)  AddlUnud »+4 3 4,340.00 " 3 §7,096,75 T W
_G_J&'i%:'abhhoml __ W o
Loan Guaianiees, Line Mbelow) SR A T RS S0 Schedule D, Line 7 e :
7. TOTALCOMTRIBUTIONSRECEIVED .........cc.ccv...... AddUnes +6 3 4:340.00 3__-67,09A.75 3 __71.426.75
. Expenditures Made :
8. Cash Payments (Other than Loans Made) ............ Schodule E,Unas 3 _15.442.40 : 3 A£,523,55 $ _63,955.95
D, LOBMMBEIR viiirsris-risisserinnmisranie T T chedule H Line 7 :
--to.-sumn.cuu P.WM!NTS_........,. versraeraersnreres—- AGILING B0 9. 23 15,442.40 - 48,523,558 3 __£3.,055.908
11, Accrued Expcnus (Unpsld Bllls) .......... A B s wiiis Schedula 7, Line 5 :
%::wamanssmoe el b s Sa e s 4ddlinesto» 11 8 _15,442.40 3 4%,523.55 S _£3.938 98
i =¥ 2. B
Cash Statement B /
13. Beginning CashBalance Peesseen g ?rm’ou:Summan: pagetine17 3 _18.194.,77 'hlrromhpr'llvlou: sm'ihn:!m s.“;.m,.-iv Page, Colunn C. Hm:avrdr,‘
= . i = this st t 143 fort nd » Column B thou
14, Cosh Recelpts .......coceniiiniinnnnnd G b Colomn A, Jived sbove 5:122:90 blank t:npr: fof Loths ;u:l:fid‘(:ﬁa: 2},‘;:;::{-blnmrr:onlun {Lk
15. Miscellaneous Increasesto Cash ........ P Schedulel, Line &), Loans Mada (Line 9), and Accrued Expansas {Uins 11).
16, Cash Payments .....ieiciiiiinin, EommnA, Line 10 above 15,442.40 ' : )
17. EmGCASHIALAINCE ..... Addiines 13 » 14+ 15 thensubtracitine 16 s '6.877.317 ’ Summary for Candidates In Both Junsa andF
M hls Iz a termination stalamant, Une 17 murt be xaro. THIING CASH DALANCE SHOULD NovemberEleclions
. L 10131 ANIGATIVE AMOUNT
- . 171 through 670 771 toDale
8. LOAN GUARANTEES RECEIVED ,..... o—— Schedule D, Part |, Colsmn (b) ‘ 2 o?etrlggllons
A E ¥ T
~ Cash Equivalents and Outlstanding Debts 22. E»c gnd wres
___jg_wyulenu AR N Ry SR R Sselnsiructlonsorreverse 3~ Nade ....... ;
0. 0vBtar = JDBMS iciersreiriorans AddUne2 » Line I Cqlpmnt abaye b frett,




. Schedule E ¢ n ' Type or pelnt Inlnk, ' . SCHEDULE!
s = - Amounts may be roundad . B -
3 W and Contributions tc whole dolars. ".;"l"";s"""'“ 3
- | Than Loans) Made . | trom =T Lk
r STEBISTRUCTIONS ONFEVERSE - through 8395 Page. S or 10 g
£ MO'OFHFEHOH)EROICAHDIDATE A!‘l) CONTROLLED COMMITTEE 1.D. NUMBER a
| JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAK VARGAS 943824 o
CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES =

Juyl=

ona ol the following codes accurately describes the expenditure, you may enterihe code and leave the “Description of Payment” column blank. Refertothe
¢k of Schedule E-Contlhuation Sheel {or detalled explanations of each calegory.

A MONETARY AND IN-KIND (NON-MONETARY) *p” - EROADCAST ADVERTISING TG — GEMEIRAL OPENATIONS AND OVENHEAD!

CONTRIGUTIONS TO OTHER CANCIDATES IN* — MEVWWSPAPERAND PERIOCICAL ADVERTISING T = TPAVEL, ACCOMMODATIONS AND MEALS
AND CONMITTEES 0* = QUTSIDE ADVERTISING {MUSTDEDEICNIBID) )
*I° - INDRPENDENT EXPENDITURES - - *5* — SURVEYS, SICNATURE GATHERING, DOOR-TO-DOOR SOLICITATIONS ¢ = Pé‘g\ff{f“’“*“ MANAGEMENT AND CONSULTING
*\* = ATERATURE XY = FUNDRAISING EVENTS 3 CEs
. T T PR T— e N P —— B =
NAMEAND ADDRISS OF PAYE:, CREDITON ONRECIPIENT OF CONTRIBUTION IMPORTANT: DO MOTITEMIZE THE PAYMENT OF ACCNUED EXPINSES ON SCHEDULE E,
[/ COMMITTTE, IN ADDITION TO COMMTTIT'S HAMI AND ADDAISS, TATIN 1D, HUM3IA D&, 1/ NO LD, NEPORT OMLY THE LUMP SUM CF SUCH PAYMENTS ON LINE 4 OF THESUMMARNY SECTION 8ELOYY,
. HUMILAKA STTH ASHENID, m.n.\uuwum HAML AND ADDAL}Y P— o SEACIPYICH OF PATIEIY O
< SAMSONS 501" - _ P 220.69
. 501 W. BROADWAY, SAN DIEGQO, CA 92101 . . . N, R i i - . )
. . -~ = ) # .
RICHARD D'ASCOLI . "] .8 800.00
1171 - 24TH STREET, SAN DIEGO, CA 52102
SEAME AS ABOVE' : " B F - 332.31
.;" . ?.‘ : . ; . ; ,

gn'ggmu Contributlons and expenditures made out of campalgn funds to or on behalf of other SUBTOTAL
aholdars,.candidates, commitiees, or baliol mensures must also be enlered on the Allocatlon Page, Part |,

ERSESTaTR IS s T
Paymants and Contrlbutions Made Summary
1. Payments made this per od of 3100 or more, {Include all Schedule E subtotals.)

_ 2 Poymenlsmade thls per od ol under $100. (Db notitemize.)

3 1,2353.00

............................ RPN, 0 & B0 3 | M . S

................................................................ PR 183.91,
3. Total Interest pald this period on oulstanding lonns, (Enler amount from Schedule B, Port 1, Column () )

— 4 ToGlatapaA expenses oaid thisperiod. (Donotlemize. Enteramount [-om Senedule £/, LIARAL) L. o i 5

- 5, Total pafﬁénls made this period. (Add Lines 1, 2, 3, and 4. Emerher%a.ﬂ{i. . Sumniéry Page:‘CoJé!mn@, Line8.)

........... TOTAL..S lf'\?."‘O‘




-

P - - i | 55 - 3
Sﬁldulﬁ Type or printin Ink. ' SCHEDULE E(cont)-
- Amounts may be rounded -
- - (Continuation Sheet) G eper' £t Staterent coven pariod
. ‘Payments and Contributions ° vom 1=1=95
- ( 'Than Loans) Made ' ' [ )
| SEENSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSZ ‘ through 873793 Inp 7 o2 7
: OFFICTHOLDER DR CANDIDATE AND CONTROLLED COMMITTEE i 1.D.NUMBER 1
JUAN VARGAS ) FRIENDS OF JUAN VARCAS '05 943824 v
_ CODES FORCLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES ' T
~ MONKETARY AHD IN-KIND (NOM-MONETARY} “5” ~ BNOADCAST ADVENTISING "G* = GENERAL DPERATIOMNS AND CVERHEAD y
CONTRIBUTIONS TO OTHER CAND DATES "N* = NEWSPAFENAMND PERIODICAL ADVINTISING "T' = TRAVEL ACCOMMODATIOMNS ANO MEALS
ANO COMMITTEES ’ ) *0" = OUTSISE ADVEATISING {MUSI DEDESCAIDED)
' *I° - INDEPENDENTEXPENOI™ Uﬂts “S* = SURVEYS,SIGNATURE GATHERING, DOOR-TO-DOON SO.ICITATIONS . = PROFESSIONALMANAGEMENT AND COMSULTING
""L* — WTERATURE "F* ~ FUNDRAISING EVENTS SRhvIcsa
MAME AND ADDRESS OF PAYSI,CBEdITOR.OR RECIPIENT OF COMTRIBUTION
§F COMDAITTLL, 1N ADOITION JO COMMITTIE™S HAME AHO ADOALIS, [HITA LD, LUMITA ORI HO LD.
5 WO HAS STIN ASSIGNLD, TEATACATURLA') HAM( AND ADBALIY)
. e me— e ——— CODS on CESCRIPTION OF PAYMENT AMOUNT 241D
JEAN ANDREWS . _ r 2,180.58
4855 ALBERSON COURT, SAN DIEGO, CA 92130
e PAGIPIC-BERL— PSS pa———pessperaey S5 I e ————— SO [ 102.96
1 PAYMENT CENTER, VAN NUYS, CA 191388-0001 ' .
" RALPH INZUNZA : F ) 484.58 "
.3037 CAGLE STREET, HATIQNJ\L CITY, CA 01.958
g ALI LE COOPER : G 500.00
6560 MONTEZUMA RD. .11, SAN DIEGO. CA 92115
GEORZE BALGAS ' ) G 500.00
£

—
m———.




POI4 844

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES

MONETARY ANE IN-KIND (NON-MONETARY]  D° — BROADCAST ADVERTISING

Type 0'9'";:""'"*-‘ J : \ szouullmu
Iﬂon Sheet) Amo::‘::m;’“ f:,:" * Statement covers perled

ants and Contributions - - n 7=1-95
r Than Loans) Made : : 2
B-5-95 E
CTIONS ON AEVERSE ) thiough { Page_8 olL0 2
rmnumrzmoconrnou;ocoummu LD, NUMBER w
"JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGES '95 943824 i

*G* = GENETRALOPERATIONS AND OVERHEAD

COMIUTIOHSTOOFHE?CANDIDATE‘ "N = NEWSPAPERAND *ERIODICAL AD JERTLMNG "T* = TRAVEL, ACCOMMODATIONS AMD MEALS
AND COMMITTEES . “0” ~ OUTSIDE ADYERTEING (MUSTBE ba.scr.r.zpl
' M’ ~ INDEPINDEN[EXPENDITURLS *§* ~ SURVEYS, SIGNATURE GATRENING, DOOR-TO-COORSOLZIFATION; 7" = BAOFEISIONAL MANAGEMENT AND CONSULTING
*\* = UTERATURE , *F* = FUNDRAISING EVENTS :
NAMEAND ADDAESS OF PAYEE, CRLD)/OR, OR RECIPIENT OF CONTAIDUTICN 1
B COMMITTIL DI ADDITION TO COMMITTITS HAM ( ANDADDAL (S, INTEYLOD, HUMAI(AOL IV J0 LD,
2 _ BUMIIRPAL SEINATHONTD, IHE IV TALARUATY'S HAM!E ANO ADDAIYS)
F 1 - 1 ropr o - DEICRIPTION QX PAYMIMNT— = ~~AMOUMNT PAID
THE PRIMACY GROUP P 2,015.83
3609 FOURTH-AVENUE, SAN DIEGO, CA 92103
E. . e g ¢
" RICHARD D'ASTOLI el RS B GRS Gttt o 129.03
E 1171 -~ 24TH STREET, SAN DIEGO, CA 92102 .
3 P _
E SAME AS ABOVE ! e - , 400.00
. M "N - !
4 $ 3 'vl
y SAME AS AFOVE e 400,00
i ™  ALT LE .COOPER '~ 511.17
_ 6560 MONTBZUMA RD. 111, SAN DIEGO, CA 82115

i st

SUBTOTAL .. 3
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' \E’ v e K C oo - SRR S , ’ h l '* N R L T 20, HA * ’ -J-‘“' e\
Sd'dl.l € VP“"P' Un Ink, - SCHEDULEE
Amounts may ba roundad
(Continuatton Sheet) to wholedellars, Statement covars perlod
‘Payments and Contributions from 1= 1=95
(Other Than Loans) Made : ShaLRn. -
SEX INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE thiough poge .2 o 20
mrmmonwmﬂimcomamqoccwwrrst 1.0, NUMBER =
b (=]
"JUAY VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS "'95 943824 &
ool o ) CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPEMDITURES 4
.c' ~ MONETARY ANDIN.XIND [NON-MOMETARY)  “D* — BROADCAST ADVERTISING "G = GEM:RAL DPERATIONS AND OVERHEAD
CONTRIBUTIONS TO OTHEN LAMDIDATES ") - NEWIPAPER AHD PERIODICAL ADVERTISING T = TRAVEL, ACCOMMODAINONS AND MEALS
AMD COMMITTEES X " “0' — OUTSIDE ADVERTISING (MUST BEDESCRIBED)
' 21 ~ INDEPENDEMSEXPENDITURES .1 e§* _ SURVEYS,SIGNATURE GATHERING, DOON.TO.-DOON SOLICITATIONS 7+ = ’S"_‘”O\,’f‘5,'0”'“'-"""”’\05"‘””’*”0 CONSULTING
. "U” = UTIATUAE % 7F" — FUNDRAISING [VENTS ARVICES -
NAME AMD ADDRESS OF PAYEE, .nsnnon.on RECIPIENT OF CONTRIDUTION .
7 COMAMUTTZL, N ADDIMIONTO COMMATIL'Y HAML AND ADDALSS, ])Ul'll.b MHUMBLAOA 1) HOLD, K
AIM A MAR X ALUONTO, TNY (A TALASUALA'S PAMO AND J0DAEY] "
: g 1 & ﬁ(:o _f “OR TDESCRIPTONOFPAZEIERT A?r{O'J”rPA!L
: 3
GEORGE BALGAS . G 500.00°
2082 DUSK DRIVE, SAN DIEGO, CA 92139-2018
- BILL REDMAN e e I e e o= e > 1,254,85
3949 RUYFIN RD. STE. D i’
. * SAN DIEGOy Ch 92123,
XELLY BURT REEUMD CONTRIBUTION ' 100.00
"N
14221 HARRO¥W PL., POWAY, CA 92064 ’
RIZCHARD D’ASCOLI G 800.00
1171 - 24TH STREET, SAN DIEGD, CA 92102
SAME AS. ABOVE ' P 250.05
e P m— -~ o o " ';“’i o £ : =
. O 0 [/ E y 6 SUBTOTAL 3
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dule E Type or print lalnk, . SCHEDULE E {cont)

pntinustion Sheet)’ e oo T e :
yments and Contributions o 7-1-95 B
iher Than Loans) Made : T ..- S
JCTIONS ON REVENSE tmough__S=5=95 | paga 10 o10 :
romamnonmmmo CON'!ROLL;D COMMITTEE . ¢ | kD, NJMDER | i ;
JUAN VARGAS . PRIENDS OF JURN VARGRS "'95 943824 é

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPEMDITURES

"MDN!TAJWANDN-XINDWON-MONETARY') *B" —~ DNOADCAST ADVEATISING
CONTRIEUTIONS 10 OTHERTANDIDATES “N* = NEWSPAPEN AND FERIODICAL ADVERTISING
AND COMMITTEE) * “D” — OUTSIDE ADVERTIING

~ INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES vy

*L° — UTEAATURE i N

FUNDRAISING EVENTS

SURVEYS, SIGHATUNE GATHENRG, DOONRTO:DOOAR SOLIITATION!

*G* « GEMENALOPERATIONS AND OVERHEAD
“T’ = TRAVEL, ACCOMMOQOATIONS AND MEALS
(MUSTUBE DESCRIBED)
"Plo= P lOFC':lO‘.’ALI‘-I:\Nf\u.‘\a]: IT AMD SOMIULTIIG
SEONICES

HAME AND ADDRESS,OF PAYEE, CREDITON, ON RECIPIENT OF CONIRIDUTION |
OF COMMTTLL, I ADIITION 10 COMMTTET'S WAM{ AND 1004053, [IN(ALD. NUMICLOA 1] 2id LD,

—_— NUMIANASIHINASUGHIO, LA TATAS LN S HAM LAND ADDALYY) ) )
= 3 : 2 CODE aon

SEICHATIAN OF PAYNENT AMOUNT PAID

SDG&E ' G

126.8¢6

200 1.

MONTGOMERY PLAZA

6910A MIRAMAR RD.,
N DIEGO, CA 92121
2 , i

STE.

600D.00D

THE PRIMACY GROUP P
3609 FOURTH AVENUE . . .

SAN "DIEGO, CA 92103 ™ ,

2,000.00

ALI LE COOPER
6560 "MONTEZUMA RD.
SAN DIEGO, CA S2115

2

2 ]

i | 524.?9

[

§ © ' GEORGE BALGAS'
.+ 2882-DUSK DRIVE
______ﬂaﬂinlﬂﬁgc CA 92112:2913

516.49

¢ -

e

" ‘..¢===='

SUBTOTAL §

, 768 .34




kn ' ' -
Offi.nolder, Candidate, Typeorpuln... .4 R COVE:. . AGE - LONG FORM
"~ and Controlled Committee Sutiment tveis padod |0 TAMGEBIE L
.Campaign Statement — Long Form from 1 =195
{Government Coda Sectiuns 84200-84216.5! trovgh_6-36-95 Eﬂl JUL28 PH 428
INSTRUCTIONS O REVERSE 1ou - 3 1 58
amof ths bones to Indicate the type of statement being {lied! u“.?l alectionH lppﬂ';lblu AN mEUO, CAL_"- Page i :’f' =
Pre-slection Statement Monlh. Day, Yea 3 ‘,::
Supplemanial Pre-slaction Sistement (Atlach 3 completed Fam A95 13 this statement.; ’
Speacial Odd-Yeer Campalg Report
sami-annwal Statenam : . 9-19-95
Termination Stalement (Attach d completed Form 415 1o thisstatemenl.)

ahgl r, Candidate, and Controlled Committee
Indu int is Statement

NAMY OF OFHCEHOLDIA OR CANDIDATE
JDAN CARLOS VARGAS -

i Other Committees Not Included in this Statement: ww anyother
tommitiet) nol Induded In thiz tonmildaleditalement that are controlled by you and any
commillee) ol whizh you heve knowledype that are primarily formed torective tantributlon:
prtomake expendiiuses on behall ol your condidacy.

COMMITILL UAME LD, MUAII(A

& = 51T SOUGHT OA HILD PMCALUDT LOCANIDH AND DIVIRICT SUMBIALL APPLICAAL)
= 8AN DIBRGO CITY COUNCTT.. DISTRTCT A
MMBLIIIAL DABUIIY) ADDALSY VIO ANE VNN HaMi Of TAIASURLA CONIADUL IO COMIMITT (L)
1171 24TH STREET , 0w O o
1 T MATI TPCUBE  AUACODIRATIIMI MIOML __ toMuim Annlm IND.AND JINLEY)
SAN DTEGO CA 02102 (619) 215-433) - o
TOMMITTEE NAME LD, HAMBLR wmy Ban 1 o0t ARLA CODLDAYIIMI 2801
FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 ns3nga COMMITT LT NAMI o 1.0, SUMBIA
COMMBITIL 40305 DID. AN $IALLY)
3609 FOURTH AVINUE
any & SIATH 1P L0N ARLA COVTVAT THAL FHOMT NAMT O TRIASUAIA LONTADAVL'O cOMMITIED)
-——— .. _CAN_DIEGO. o . 92107 20) 295~ . 0w O we
NAIAL OF TREASURER : COMMITTLIADDAL} NO.AHD STATH] i
D¥ANNA LIEBERGOT - !
. ‘PEAMANENT ACORLSS OF INCATUALR (HO. AND ATALLY) cry fiace r ool ARLA CODTDAY AT HIUNL
- 11187 CAMTNO RUXZ 70
oY STATL nPeoan AREA CODLOAYTIME PIIONI
; 8AN DIEGO, CA 2126 (519) 295-0923 Attach additlond information on sppropels taly tabeled continuatloniheets.
ill Verttication ~

1 have Used all easonable diigance 1r. preparing this statement | have reviewed the ilatement and to thebest ol my knowled,
true and complete. | cartify undas penalty of perjury under the laws of the Stateo! Callferala that the [origoing It v and

ey e Bedls § 5 A _SAN ETEGO. CA',JFORMTA

[T¥]] my Al Y AT

dinthes attached scheduler s

csicnd Le ey

ha infoimiatlon tontalned he

N

by J

WHHATOAT OF !)ﬁn\mu &

Anotilcehelder or eandidala who eontrols a committee must aliso varlly tho compalgn s'atemen:, thave oed el -"wnabw dmgonm snd to the boit of my knowladge the tramiurer hat uied all

compiate. i certilyunder paaalty of perjury under thelawi of the Stateo! Calllornla thatthe luqu{:lng“ rut sndgprre

teasonable diligence In praparing thiistatemant. | heve reviewsd the s'atomen: and to the berl el my knowledge the In(i?d ation wnlalnuhp:mn and In the attachod scheduoles I trtie and

Esseuredon_2= 18- IC a1 _SAN LCIEGD, CALIFFORMIA
L DAl Q1Y AHD 3 AL
Exvcuted on Al
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: & - s ———— = ALY AN WAL
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Campaign Disclosure Statement L s Lo kot SUMMARY PAGE
Summary Page m'::x'r;:::u:f"‘ Siatement cavers perlod
A 1-1-95
SEI INSTRUCTIONS ON REVENSE thiough 6-30'9_5 Page 2 ot 58
+ MSME OF OFFICEHOLDER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTROLLED COMMITTEE LD, NUMBEA
JUAN VARGAS ; FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95° 943824
Contributions Recejved Column A Column 8? Column<
TOIAL I TGO TOTAL PMVI0UI FIROD FOIALTO DAL
. - TADM ATTACHID CHLDULLY) T LI HOTE 3D LADD COLUMNLIA § )]
Q. Monetary Contributions ...... R L RS P S Schedule A, Line3 3 66,632.32 3 iz y 66.632.32
2. Loans Receivad ............ A S AN AR A Schedule I, Line 7
3. SUBTOTAL CASH COMTRIBUTIONS ...oconveene couvnnn AddUnes ) 22 5 66,632,337 b3 =)= 3 66,632.32
4, Non-moneisry Contrdbullons .....oevee covvieiiionnn, Schedule €. Ure 3 And, A3 =0~ AgA .43
5, SUDTOTAL CQbmmUﬂONSih:h;k Enlarcesble Fromires)  Addiinesd 14 % 67 ’336 <75 3 =~ 0= } 67,096.75
6. Eﬂz Jct"'lal.toﬂ.l?) %BIT};:L, Lin; 78 BIEM]. owswiiairvmonsinmais Schedule O, Line 7
7. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED ... ..o AdHIOeTE 48 S i 2L D08 38 s e s 67.096.75
. Expenditure: Made
8. CashPayments (Othes than Loan; Made) ............ schedute £ uras 3 49,523.55 3 = s _A8.523.55
9, Loars Mads ........ .. ...................... Schedule }, Line 7 q i
10, SUBTOTAL CASH PAYMENTS ........... e e I LT E e e Y £ 38
. Accrued Expenses (Unpald BIIlg) ............ e, Seheoule I, Ure 5 k ‘T
TOTAL EXPENDITURES MADE ..ovovrvoverivens oonns Addihesio sty & 4H.523.556 s ' y 58,523.55
2 S 1
Current Cash Statamsnt 't b -
13, Oeglnning Cash Balante .v..oveisceinn  Pravious Summary Page, tinr 17 3 * Fron previod) Slatamant Summary Paga, Column €, Fowavar, Il
10, CHARRCRIS womenssr Sorrs oy Commdms3sbovs 8663237 | sttt Mot oot Sy Ui
15. Miscallansous Incraeses 10 Cosh .iveeicnieninnen, Sehodule t, Loz 4 Af. 00 51, Loant Madt (Uina 5), and Acaiuad Eypinias {Una 1),
15. Ca)hPaymmu B o ladens L NS A L S R T Colymin A, Line 10 above A0N,525.55 i
17, ENDING CASH BALANCE ..... AddUnts 1] 2 14 # iS5 ibensubiractLina 16 3 IN,194.77 Summary for Candldates InDoth June and
U thisls 3 terminallon sialament, Una 17 must b ev0.. IHEING CASH ALANCE SHOULD Movember Eleclions
. : 11 thicugh 600 771 0ata
. 18, LOAN GUARANTEES RECIIVED ............0e Sthadule B, Parl | Column{b) 21 Conlriblﬁlionk

Cash Equivalents:ond Outstanding Debts

.llgplld;wul._u_u_un criavesycess  Svofagtructiontonroverse -

-‘10 Q"' iandlng Debls"..’.‘.’.‘."' T . AXdLine 2 » Une tIn cgr"]‘-n cuao‘-",'gf?l t"r—f——"‘—' o ,
: . . ¢ b A ;

- ).J da 7. 8 o e o L [

Hecoived ...,

27 E Ppndllur

:40AM FOI8 B44

1o
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E ScheduleC : . a2t et pilntin o, SCHEDULE € -
. Non-Monetary Contributions Received bttt Statement covars purfod z 2
- . from __1=1=95 :.:'.'
. 6-30-95 . 2
 SEEINSTRUCTIONS ON e VERSE through poge 48 o158 a5
| MAME OF OFFICEHOLDT OR CAWDIDATE AND CCNTROLLED COMINTTEE LD, NUDBER T
JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 043924 i
FULL NAME AND ADDRESS OF CONTRIDUTON . E
"tb 1 TOMMITIT, 14 ADDITION 10 COMMIFTIT*S 1ML AND ADDALYY, qﬁi}{??ﬂ?& ﬁ,”,c,], ,El:":,:fl\(uﬁ A DECMUPTICH OF TAIMMANKET cu"%{;"\\}” IO CUMULATIVETO
SATALD. OMBTA O, ¥ HO LD, UMt A LIAS T (1 ASLIID, 2SI I) GOODD5 ORSENVICES VALUE CALEMOARYEAR DAJE OTHED
CMEATATASLATA') HAR] AHD AOBALYS) {201, 1.D2C. J)) {IF APPLICADIE)
‘-2-15—95 TODD E, LEIGH ATTORMEY CATERING 227.64 727 ER 22768
530D MARUBOROUGH DRIVE PORCOPP- 0, "CORY ;
SAN DIEGO, CA 72116 et al
. 3-29-95 | MARY GARDNER DAWE HOMEMAKER  |CATERING | 236.75 | - 236.75 | 236.75
3514 AULBATROSS STREET
SAN DIRGO, CA 92103
) {
Attach oddlilonel information on pppropriotely lobeled contlnuation sheets, SUDTOTAL § 6443
Non-Monetary Contributions Summary
1. Amount recelved this period —non- manelar/ contributions ol $100 or more. V64

(Indude all Schedule Csublotals.) .

2. Amount recelved this period— non-manclary contribulions of less than 5100.
- (Donotitemize.) ...... R U $

1. Total non-monelary contribullons received (his period.
= —Wﬁmrnnﬂﬁ—ammmndumhﬁumrwngo (o108 15T (LU 1 13 1S e e

Z ¥ 9 0 L

b 0% €

TOTAL “§ABd=a——




e E 1",.9,,,,2‘)";,\1.‘ . SCHEDULEE
= - Amdunis may b round: Sial t lod b o A ey
nts and Contributions to whaludollars, g .:ml‘?;';' P AELRR N I
; - - = 0 8
Than Loans) Made from , : L3N
MSTAUCTIONS ONREVERSE . thsouigh 6-30-95 Pape 46 ot 38
ME OF DFRCENOLOER OR CANOIDATE AND CONTROLLED COMMITTEE 1.0, HUMBER
VARGAS FRIENDS BF JUAN VARGAS ‘93 ) 943824
. CODES FCR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES

o
Inck

PC° ~ MONETARY AND RN-XINO (NOM-MONETARY)  *0' — OROADCAST ASVINIISING o

l’n following-codes accurately descrinesthe expenditure, you mey enler ihe codennd beove the “Descriplion of Paymeanl® column blank, Reler to (he
¢hedule E-Continuation Sheel for detailed explanations of each calegary.

- CGEMERAL OPERATIOMS AND OYERNIEZAD?

CONTRIBUTIONS TO OTHER CANDIDATES TN = WEWSPAPERAND PCRIODICALADVERTISING “1° = TRAV:L, ACCOMMODATIONS AND MEALS
AND COMMITTELS ] 0" = QUTSIDE ADYERTISING _, Imustotpescinio) .
°l* - IHOSPEMDENT EXPENDITURES - *$* . SUNVEYS,$IGNATURE GAT)IIRING, DOOR.TO.DOORSCLICIIATIONS | ™ 223;&‘5‘0"”“""“”‘*0“““”"‘“'DCO‘“'W'-"”“
2L° = UTERATURE TE o FUMONAISINGIVENTS. S —— e
JAME AND ADDRESS OF PAYEE, CNEDITOR, OR RECIPIENT OF CONTNIDUTION WPOATANT: DO NOTITEMIZE THE PAYMENT OF ACCRUED EXPENSES DM SCHEDULE ¥,
M COMMINTIL BUAGOITION 10 COMMITTIC'S HAKL AND ADDALLY, [2110A LD, NUMYIA O, 1 HO |0, NEPCNT ONLY "HE LUMP $UM OF SUCH PAYMENTS ONLINE 4 OF THE SUIANMARY SECTION DELO'W,
Iﬁl.})tﬂu)nmA!thlb.lHEalA(MUAll'\uAulAuomnmm COnE G DEICRIPTION OF PAYMENT AMOUEIT EAID
- f *
JEAN IDREVIS r ! 5155 77
| --4855-ALBBRSON-GOURE——— S ——— et e ———————————— bt et s
AN-DIECO, —CA-D2L%0 »
4 IMACY GROUP p _: {1.000.00
: PQURTIl AVENUE _1
N_DI®GO, C) 92102
" PG PRINTTNG & GRAPETICS L 800. 00
3609 FOURTH AVENUE s .
SAW DIEGO, CA 92103 \
i T
ortan; Conisrbutions and expanditures made out of campalgn.funds lo or on behal/ ol olher SUDTOTAL 2
. fliceholders, candidates, commi'tees, orballol measures must also be entered on the Allocallon Page, Part 1. 2,951,985
" wyments and Contributions Made Summary :
Payments made ihls period of $100 or more. {include all Schedule Esubloto)s.)  .vvveriieeeoeiienenniiananionsnesiiinasaasinessinias $42.365,7]
: hym&n;madnih]spaﬁodolundcr$l{)0. RO AL BB upen papunmes g oaonsd wpi Bane s © gmma w gy w i S S S B K S0 Y N 5 1,157.84
§ Inerest psid thls perlod on oulstanding loens, {Enler amount fromn Schedule B, Partil, Column (d).) L. d i, 3
- To Tiagi g oYpEnses patd ihlsperdod (Do nsDemize Crler TFaunt lrom SOADIEF LIned) ... . . o v
 roral eyl ' ‘ odn 15 sufsmoly Pobe, Ebludtn ALinSn) £ - :
pey. .:'.t-pgd_e this pl‘z;r'iodfl(Add Jnes 1, 2,3, ondd. Enterhereand gn ? 7 Sufr vy Poge, Eoludinal Linen ) C. ... .. ... TOTAL 318.  3.55

40AM PO20 B4s

11-03-9% 302




ts and Contributions
Than Loans) Made

~ SEE WITAUCTIONS ON RIVERSE

Type o1 prlnt la Ik,

Amountsmay be ounded

to whole doflars, Silement covass porlod

1-1-95

lrom

lhlnuuﬁ' 30-95

Géd

Pags ‘y ol 58

" MAMY OF OFFICEHOLDEE OR CANDIDATEAND coumou.!o COMMITTEE
JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS

vgib

I

1D NUMBER
943824

11-03-95 10:40AM P21

MOMETANY AND IN-XNOD (NOH-MONETARY)  *g° .. BNOADCAST ADVINTISING
CON"NBUTIONS TO OTHEN CANDIDATES N
ANDCOMMIITEES 0" =
“I" . INDIPENDENT EXPENDFIURLS ‘ g
°L” .. UTERATURE . % .

QUTSIDT ADVLRTISING

FUNORAISING (YENTS

NEWSPAPER AND PEMICDICAL AQVENTISING

- SURVEYS, SIGNATUNE CATIHENING. DOON.TO-000M SQUCITATIONS

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPEMDITURES

L]
o

= GLHCDALCP
"1~ TTRAVEL,

EMATIONS AND OVIRIIZAD
ACCOMMODATIONS AND MEALS

(MUST CEDCSCRIOID)

SERVICES

T .- I‘fOi')GlONI:\LMAN:‘\GEM(HTA)fDCON ULTING

-

NAMI AND ADDRES$ OF PAYEL, CNEDITOR. OR AECIPILHT OF CONTMDUTION
B COMMUTIIE, IR ADDINIDS 10 COMMITLL" HEAND ADPDAINL, THITALD, 2ERLA DAY 2D LD
e A D I HA 52 ARG 1 D I R S ARASUNATY HA LA LARO ADOTTEM] -

CODE onh

DESCNIPTION OF PAYMIENT

T

t

_J?l'..‘el-')UH TPAID

ada
4

BAHIA HOTEL *°
998 W. NISSION BAY DRIVE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92109

=

Y 500.00

———— O BAN-ANDRBHWE— : B e B —

4855 ALBERSCN COURT

_‘#A“ DIEGO, CA S2130

-——1-1-,804 .23

) STEVE SOUTA
1445 - 11ST STREET
SAN DIEGO, CA 92102 '~

REFUND COMNTRIBUTION

225.00

4 EDWARD BURR
$279 LE DARRON ROAD
SAN DIEGO, CA 92115

REFUND CONTRIBUTION

JEAN ANDREWS

game as adhove

1,600.02

heS——————————

SUDTOTAL §-

U st



dudule E Typs o1 paint in inb, SCHEDULE E {cont.)
: Mtinuatlog Sheet) Qo4 L Stalement covars perlod
: ts and Contributions 1-1-95
]
Other Than Loans) Made o
: ?ﬂmmt — thiougy 63393 rgr 4% o 58
& OF CFRCENCLDER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTROLLED COMMITTEE LD NUMBER
JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '35 943824

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES
BNOADCAST ADVERTHING

. MONETARY AND IN-KIND [NON-MONETARY}  *p* ..

CONTNIU‘HDNSTOOTHERU\ND!O»\TIS ~*N” . NIWSPAPLRAND PENODICAL ADVERTISING
. AND COMMITTEES ‘0’ - OUTSIDL ACVENTISING
1" - INDEPENDENT EXPINDITURES *$" ~ SLRVEYS, SISNATUREGATHENING, OOONM-10-DOOI SOLCITATIONS

"L° o LITERATLRE i 27 < FUNDILAISING EVENTS

“G" = GIMENAL OFERATION! AND QVERHEAD

YT e TEAVEL, ACCOMMODATIONS AND MEALS
[MUSTBEDLISCIIBED)

PO = PROFESSIONAL MANASTMENT AND COMNSILTING
SEAVICES

NAME AND ADDARSS OF PAYEE, CNEDITOR, ON AECIPIENT GF CONTA BUTION
—$I-COMMIFFE B AH ADSI/H0H-70-COUMITT L NAM CAND ADDALIL IHILL0. HUMYIAOR U NO LD,
NUBIZIAULAS A CH AJSGHID, THTLA TALASURIA'S AR L AND ADDA(S)

1

cont on

DESCI TION OF PAYMEMT

AMOUNTPAID

BAHIN HOTEL
998 W. MISSION BAY DRIVE
8AN DIEGC, CA 92109

4,692.5

. JEAN ANDREFWS

|

1,251.15

j ALBERSON COURT.: B ¥

DIEBGO, CA 92130
JANRY KRUGER
1801 TORREY PINES ROAD .
LA SOLLA, CA 92037

RETURN CHECYK

250.00

PG PRINTING & GRAPHICS
" 3609 FOURTH AVENUE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

1,441.70

E  GEORCE BALGAS
", 2882 DUSK DRIVE
." SAN DIEGO, CA 92139-2913

————— . e et e n

fi——

PO22 Bdé

11-03-95 10:40AM
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e E Type o1 printia Ink,

tinuation Sheet) - ™ Siatement covers pwled
ts and Contributions : * lirom_ 1=1-95

. Than Loans) Made '

e e rovg=30-95 rage 48

3 OF OFFICEHOLCER OR CANDIDA™E AND CONTROLLED COMMITTEL ' A : - | 1D NUMBER

' JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824

SCHEDULEE (cont)

58

11-03-95 10:40AM PO23 213
@

CODES FON CLASSIFYIIG EXPENDITURES

< - MON[TAR"MDIF;-K]HD {NON-MOHETARY) "0" - BROADCASTADVERTISING *G" — QENERALOPERATIONS AND OYERREAD
CONTRIBUTIONS TC OTHER CANDIDATES *N* .. NEWSPAPLIRAND PLMODICALADVENTISING 'T* = TNAVEL, ACCOMMODATIONS AMD MEALS
AND COMMITTEES i “0" .- OUT3IDE ADVERTISING 1“USID[D[£CR“ID)
"I’ - INDEPENDINT EXPENDITURLS 5" ~ SUNVEYS, SIGHATURE GATHEAING, DOON-TO-000R SCUCTATIONS  P* = FROFESSONAL MANAGENEN AND CONSLLTING
" - UTERATURE i “§* - FUNDRAISING EVENTS MRS

OR, DI RECIPNMNT OF CONTRIDUTION ) ]

O COMRTTLL, 13 ADOITION 10 CONMITILE'S RAME ANOADDATSS, INIIALO, 2UIABIA OA 11 NO LD, =
GUMBIR NS BLCHASUGHTID, THICATAIASURIR'Y PPAMT AJID ADIMLFL)

5 CODE IR DESCRIPTION OF PAYMENT AMOUNT PAID

JEAN ANDREWS I 282.08
4855 AL3ERSON CCURT
SAN DIEGO, CA 92130

3 JEAN ANDREWS . - F ' 854,15
:.. : . 4855 ALBEREON CQURT.
B SAN DIEGQ, CA 92130

THE PRIMACY GROUP P 4,221.72
3609 FOURTH AVENUE ™
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

LARRY BATCHER c 1,200.00
c/o MONTGOMERY PLAZA
6910A MIRAMAR RD., STE. 200
S8AN DIESO, CA 92121

e, BAR CODE DISCOUNT WAREHOUSE G : 200. 89

: 6540 LUSK BLVD.
—— S EANDITCO, - Gh - — |

{ |
ST ——— e S T —— T = e e 1 —r
: AR I A S AN A2 ““
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Schedule E Type or printinlnk.
g ontlmgtalog éheit)b : _ k .“""{:' mf m"‘ i Slatemant covers pefod
P er Thannl.oagg) waudtéons ' et =
© SEZINSTRUCTIONS ON REVIRSE throvgh 623095 Page 4950 o 58
OF OFFICEHOLDER O CANDIDATE AND CONTROLLLD COMMITTEE 17D NUMER ;
JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943821

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES

.'- comm"?33»33?1"5'??’»?:?531@:0"??”’ o, STIEERG S S G’ = GENZRALCPERATIONS AND OVERMEAD
NND COMMITTEES AHDIONTS “N" o+ NEWSPAPER AND PUTIODICAL ADVERTIING “I" = TRAVEL, ACCOMMODATIONS AMD MEALS
<L ) 0" -- OUTSIDE ADVENTISNG {tAUST 32 0SCAIDLD)
> - INDEPENDENT EXPEMDITURL S §* « SURVEYS,SIGNATUNE GATIEXING, DOOR TG-DOORSGL ciTaTions 7 - = PROZESSIONAL MANAGIMENT AND CONSULTING
*L" « UTERATURE TEY o FUNDAAISING EVEMES L& : SERVICES

NAMNE AND ADDAESS OF 2AYEE, CAZDITON, ON RECTIPIENT OF CONRIDUTION
DY COVMITIIL, I ADDITION TOCOMMITI (13 HAMC ANDADDAL LY, TN°[A LR, HUMILA DA, If 11DLD.
———— WY TIAY STTTATHONTE, (NTTA TATATIAIA S HARVIATIID 30DML 1) o
L CODE » <’JR OESCARTION OFPAYMEMT AMOUNT PAD

PACIFIC BELL TELEPHOME G ; 278, 98
PAYMENT CENTER =F S
VAN NUYS, CA 91388-0001

219,35

e KRR A e st —1F
P.0. BOX B657

. ‘ LA JOLLA, CA 92039

; THE PRIMACY GROUP P " 1,003.65
- 3609 FOURTH AVENUE ' '
: SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

RICSARD D’ASCOLI G 243,02
1171 - 24TH STREET '
SAN DIEGO, CA 92102

; GEOIGE BALGAS ' G
e - 2882 DUSX DRIVE 500.00
: SAN DIEGO, CA 92139-2918

i - o &

he=—-sss = — e —_—

SUBTOTAL | 237.5°
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" ScheduleE ] Typeor printin Ink, SCHEDULE E {mnl.) :

- Amounls may bt roundvd
ion Sheet) 1o whole dolar. Statenent corm perlod CAR »,;;.u & 3
4 ents and Contributions trom__1=1=65 NI S Al |
i (Other Than Loans) Made g 5
MSTAUCTIONS OM REVIRSE Whrough 2"~ v 58 o 58 . 3
- o )
OF OFACEHOLDER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTNOILED COMMITTEE 1.0 NUMBIR )
. Q
JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824 X
: CODES FOR CLASSIFYIMG EXPENDITURES -
-~ MONETARY AHD]!‘LXIHD (HON-MONETARY}  2p” .. DNOADCAST ADYERTISING "G~ GENERALOPEMATIONS AND OY(RHLAD
CONTRIDUTIONS TO OTHER D\NDIDATES "N’ MEWSPAPEN ANO PERIODICAL ADVERTISING “T° — TRAVEL ACCOMMODATIONS AND MEALS
AND COIAMITTEES *0" .. OUTSIDE ADVERTISIHG {MUST DEDESCIBED)
*r - INDEPZNDENT EXPENDITURES "5” ~ SUIVEYS,SIGNA"UNE GATIZTING, DOONTODOOR 1OUICITATIONS -~ [TOFESSIONAL MANAGEMENT AND CONSULTING
\” -« LTERATURE, *F* .. FUNDRALINGEVENTS o
NAME AND ADORESS OF PAYEE, CNEDITOR, ORAECIPIENT OF CONTRIBUTION
e R COMMITTCL, UH ADDITION TO COMMITTIT'S NASLL AND ADDACEE, INT1A LD NUMMIAOA 17 HDLO.
NUMA{L AL STOLASTIGNLD, CUELA TALAJUATAS NAMT AND ADDNL3Y) N i - R =
X CODrE on DELCRIPFTION OF FAYMEMNT AMOUMT PAID
JEAN ANDREHWS P 420,75
4855 ALB2RSCN CODRT
SAN DIEGO; .CA 92130 "
n” ’
semc s pECHATO éiikéocf—m————-ﬁ-~-wA——~—-—- R B NN MUISS——— 0 -+ X 1)
1171 - 24TH STREET :
-LSAN DIEGO;‘ CA 92102 v
4' i

; o=

3 ‘THE PRIMACY: GROUP P " “13,508.23

=3 3609 FOURTH AVENUE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103 °

A GBORGE BALGAS G 533,24
: 2882 DUSK DRIVE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92135-2918

PG PRINTING & GRAPHICS L 2,804.60

© 3609 FOURTH AVENUL
SAN DIEGO, CA 52103

e e e —

S5UBTOTAL 3 9,827.91 !

=

=: A AR RN




- ScheduleE Type o print e Ink, SCHEDULE E {conL.
C ultlon Sheet) Amo:::::m'y::“r:l;rdld. Statemenicoversperlod . ( )
ayments and Contributions ' - yom _L=1=93
Other Than Loans) Made
| STENSTRUCTIONS O RIVERSE rough 5733793 Page o
| MAME OF OFFICTHOLO ER OR CANDIDATEAND CONTAOLLID COMMITTEE 1.0 NUMBER :
UAN VARCAS ) PRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAE '95 943824

. CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPEMDITURES
- MONETARY AMD IN-XING (NON-MOMETARY)  *0* .. BAOADCAST ADVERTISING

*G" = GINERALOPENATIONS ANDOVEMIIAD
[" = TNAVEL ACCOMMODATIONS AHO MEALS

CONTRIDUTIONSTO G THER CAHDIDATES THT e NEWSPAPEN AYD PENODICAL ADVENTISING
" "‘ANDCOMMITTEES v 0" .. OUTSIDEADYIATISING (MUSTDLODESCUDEID)
*}* ~ INDEPENDEANT EXPEMDITURES "5* — SURVEYS, SIGMATUNE GATHEMNNG, DOCR-TO-DGON SOLCILATIONS e
* «» UTERATURE . *E* o FUNDIAISING SVEMTS s SERVICES

P = PPOFESSIOMAL MAMAGEMIMNT AMDCOMNULTING

NAME AND ADDRESS OF PAYEE, CREDITONL OR IECIPIEAT OF CONTRIBUTION
~ 7 COMMITTIT, [ ABGLIOY 1O COMMITTI IS HAUT ARS A00NT §4: THI (T LD NUSB LR OA 1- 1O Lo
MUAIRTA AL ILIN ABSMHID, TRHATALANLAR'Y HAMEAID ABDLT 1)

" coot on

DESCRIPNON OF PAYMEMT

AMOUMTPAID

PG PRINTIMNG & GRAPHICS i
3609 FOURTH AVENUE
SAN DIEGO, C2 92103

-RIC.HARD D'ASCOLI ) ' G
171 - 2iTH STREET
AN JIEGO, CA 92102

418.73

b SDGaE G

230.00

POLITICAL COMPUTER SOLUTIONS L
3609 FOURTH AVENCE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

500.00

POSTMASTER | 0,
2535 MID/JAY DRIVE
BAN DIEGD, CA

_—='=-"——.-l_====l: — = /‘ ..'__g O / : ﬂ_ﬁ_._r,_.—— 'i'; -—_Zﬁ,-__,_-_‘-,_—

100.00

SUBTOTAL

b

201.19

roze %44

11-02-88 1G:40AM
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SCHEDULEE {cont)

Schodule E . Typt or printinink,
(Contlnuatmn Sheet) . Amo:::m: ml?,‘f"w Slalement tmuw.hr K

b and Contributions ' ' -1-9
4 m'%:an Loans) Made o = -
| SIEWSTRUCIONS Of REVIRSE through 823095 e
3 OF OFRCEHOLIER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTROLLED ComMmITTEE - [1.D HUMBER
JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS .943824

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPEMDITURES

- MN!TMYMDHMHDMON MONETARY! *p* .- DNOADCASTADVERTISING “G" -~ GEMERALOPERATIOMS AND OVERHEAD
coumm.mns'roomenwmmm “H” -~ MNEVISPAPILRAND PELUODICAL ADVENTISING “T* = TRAVEL ACCOMMODATIONS ANDMEALS
ANO COMMITTEES *0° -« OUISIDE ADVERTISIAG IMUSTBI DISCAIIED)
1 - WDEJ‘END!N‘I!XPENDWUF.{S *g< . SURVEYS, SIGHATUIC GATHENING, DOON-TO-DOON SOLICITATONS T -~ *ROF ESS'ONAL MANAGEMENT AND CONSULTING
2’ - LWERATWRE “$* .. FUNDRAISING EVENTS  .%° SEAVIEES . L.
HAM!MDAQDRBS OF PAYEE, CREDITOR, GRAECIPENT OF CONTNBUTION L

_mwmnnmm ATIDADDALYS, TH)EALD. WYMMACA I HOLE Y
WULITA A ALl NLD, LAHEA TACAIVALR'S DAMT AND ADDAL)) o
.’

L

11-03-95 10:40AM

CODE on DESCIU2 (IOM Of PAYMENT & AMOUMT PAID

ALI' LE COOPER G . 250 DO

6560 MONTEZUMA RD. 111
SAN :DIEGO, CA 92115

o —————— S

PG PRINTING & GRAPHICS
3609 FOURTH AVENUE
. SAN DIEGO. CA 92103

N T e e i e R 1 T

f RICHARD D’ASCOLI G ) 140.22
1171 - 24TH STREET
SAN DIEGO, CA 92102

RICHARD D’ASCOLI G A400.00
3 same as above

k- GEORGE BALGAS G _ 500.00
R . 2882 DUSK DRIVE
SAN DIEGO, CA 921 5~-2918

— — S — - - .
. e s e et . — |

., i = e o - ———— T — . ——
= - ’ " ; ’n . 1’
J e L TR0 6 suIToTA. 3 1,539.32 |




kh.dlﬂe E Type or print inind, SCHEDULE E {cont)

Amounts mayba rovaded

ﬂnuatxon Sheat) _ fowhole dollars. Sinlemeni tovers perlod

s and Contributions | om 171=95

Than Loans) Made :
6-30-95 54 ;, 58

t  SEERSTAUCHONS ON REVERSE Urough Page L@
[ NAME OF OFFICEHOLDER Of CADIDATE AND CONTROLL{D COMMITTEE - | \D NUMoEn n
/ JUAN VARCAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824 L

.' = ' CODES FORCLASSIFYING EXPENOITURES
e« HONETARY AND IN-XIHD (NON-MONETARY) “p* - BIOADCASI ADVENTIS NG "G~ GEINERALOPENATIOMNS AND OVERHEAD
CONTHI)UT&OHSTOOTHERD\HD!DATES "N* - NEWSPAPEN AND PEMIODICALADYVENTISING T = THAVEL ACCOMMODATIONS AND M2ALS
AND COMMITTZES *C” .- OUTSIDLADVCRTISING {MUST B¢ DESCRIDED)
“1" o INDEPEMDENT EXPENDITUNES "5« SURVEYS, SIGNATUNE GATHELING, DOON-1C.DOON SOLICIFATIONS "2 = TROFSSHOMALMANAGEMENT AND CONSULIING
°1” =« UTFRATURE “F' . FUNDRA'SING EVENTS ' SHHVILES

NAME AND ADDAESS OF PAYEE. cnlm'Oﬂ ORRECIPIENT OF CONTRIDUTION
——BLCONANTTIL S ADDITION 10 COMMITICL'S AW CAND ADOATS}INI(RLE, NUMBL1OAN 1110, ==
MUMBIA A3 2222 ASNGERD, THITATALASUAIN' ) HAMT AHO ADDALSY) ' o | e
= - CDODE on DISCRIPTIOM QF PAYMINT AMQUMTPAID

A

GEORGE BALGAS G 151 .82
2882 DUSK DRIVE ;
SAN DIEGO, CA 852139-2918

5 10:40AM PO2® B4

SAN - DIEGO CONVENTION CENTER - ¢ | 77— = 7 | 100.00
BAN DIEGO CONCOCURSE ¢

' - AN CIEGO, CA

RICHARD D'ASCOLI ¢ - 400.00
1171 - 24TH STRECT
SAN DIEGO, CA 92102

~

ALI LE COOPER G 250.00

same as above

MONTGOMERY PLAZA ' G 600.00
=3 69104 MIRAMAR RD. STE. 200 \

SAN DIEGO, CA 92121

i |
e === - LT == = R ———== e
—— . p ) o~ Y O 7 R Sakiiaa S
5 I & 9 ¢ £ e ¥ Y0 SURTOTAL ! 501

B2




E Type o print Inink. SCHEDULE € (conL)
ul: ation Sheet) I\mo'\:‘i:: :?3::.:"'."‘" Stotument covers perled
and Contributions wom_1-1-95
Than Loans) Made
SEE SNSTRUCTIONS ON SEVIRSE wwough 6-30-95 rage 33 o 58
AN OF OPFICEHOLDTA O CANDIDATE ANG CGNTAOLLIO COMMITTEE 1.0 NUMDER '
TRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824

_' JUAN VARGAS

*C” = MOUETARY AND IN-XIND (NON-MONITARY)  =g-

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES
<« OROADCAST AOVERTISING

"G* — GEMERAL OPEMATIONS AND DVIRHEAD
71" = TRAVEL, ACCOMMODATION: AND MEALS

CONTAIDUTIONS TO OTHER TANDIDATES "N .. NEWSPAPER AND PEMIGDICAL ADVERTIUNG
- ANC COMMITTRES ' “Q" .. QUTSIDE ADVIRTISING . DAUSTDLDISCRIBEL)
F ~ WDIPEMDENT EXPEADITURES “$* — SUNYEYS, SIGNATUAE GATHERDIG, DOON-TO-DODRSOUCITATIONS 2~ — PROFESSIONALMANAGEMENT AND CONSULTING
“L° « UTERATURE X “F* - FUNDAAISING LVENTS sehvIces
— NAMLAND ADDAESSOF PAYSE, CIEDITOR, OARECIPIENT OF CONTAIDUTION
¥ COMAITTRT, N ADOITION 10 COMMITTIT'S HAMI AND ADDATIY, (M A LD, NUMBIAOA L NOLD.
BUMMA AL MU AYINLD, THTEA TATASUZIA'S HAMIAND ADDIL YY)
. _codt__ on DESCRIPTYON OF PAYMENT AMOUNT SAID
ALI LE COOZER ' a 250.00
same as above .
s e T r‘“ — —— —_— — L
; _ THE PRIMACY GROUP : ~ p 1,599.53
E 3609 FOURTH-AVBNUE;' .

: 8AN DIEGO, CA 92103 7
3 RICHARD D'ASCOLI G ' 400.00
? 1171 - 24TH STAEET '~

SAN DIEGO, CA 32102
RICHARD D'ASCOLI G 400.00
same as above
- GEORGE BALGAS G 503.49
N . . 2882 DUSK DRIVE
———S&AN-D=ECO—CA-02130-2018.. e S O S
w_— r-_ — -~ —— e e == e ————— = - —— v — e
"isuin ; T . 4y . 4 E i j Z ; 5 b b4 i.‘
AR X RS . ’ SUBTOTAL 3 3,153.12

3 : Ty P e L B T

3-96 10:40AM PO29 #a4
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’1' sdl.dU|e £ Am:m:’:nr:yh b‘clrr.:::dld SCHEDULE & (cont.}
Continuztion Sheet) 1o whole dollars. Siatemen coven s pcr?od
: ents and Contributions for_1=1-95
(Othcf Than Loans) Made .
SEE BESTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE thiough__6-30-95 pge 2% 58
NAME O OFFICEHOLOER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTNOL.ID COMMITTEE 1.0 NUMBEN
JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824

11-03-95 10:404% 7930 Hes

<« MOMETARY AND [N-KIND (NON-MCNETARY)  p* .
CONTAIBUTIONS TO OTHIA TANDIDATES N
AND COMMITTEES ' 0n..

*I” = INDE®ENDENT EXPENDITURES "5 -

"L* — UTEMATURE . ope

CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES
CROADCAST ADVENTSING

~ NEWSPAPEN ANO PERIODICAL ADVENRT SING

OUTSIDEADVERTISIMNG

SURYEYS, SIGNATUNE GATH (UING, DOOR-TO-DOOR SOLCITATIONS
. FUNDRABING EVENTS

“G" = GEMENALOPENATIONS AND QVERHEAD

“r* = TRAVEL, ACCOMMODATIONS AND MEALS
(MUSTDED(SCNIDED)

"PT - PNOFESSIONAL MAMAGEMEN™ AND COBSULTING
SEAVICES

NAME AND ADDIESS OF PAYEE, CREDITON, OR NECIPIENT OF CONTRIDUTION
e P-EOMMIFTL 1 IRADDIION-TO-SOMMIF HY- NI CAHOMDDRL L BN A D UM OX MO KD
MUMBIAMAY 101 ADSIGHID, TNHEA TALAIURLA'S IEAMUAMD ADDAISL)

] rODE on

DESCRIPTION CFPAYMENT AMO JNT PAID

AL- LE COOPER G
same as above

500.00

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

400.00

RICBARD D'ASCOLI G
same as above ™~

104.38

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

500.00

"MONTGOMZRY PLAZA g
k- 6910A MIRAMAR ROAD,
& SAN DIEGO, CA 92121

600.00

SUDTOTAL ,104.38
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E Type or print inink, £ (cont)
Sd"‘du'eE . ’ Amounismpy be rounded | SCHEDULEE { Vi o
- {Continuation Sheet) ; to whels dollars. Satement wvers pubd .
nts and Contributions trom_ L=1-95 s
o | Than Loans) Made- 5
. SFEMSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE throwgh B-30-95 page_57 __ o 58 -
v
RAME OF OFFICIHOLDER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTRCLLED COMMITTEE 1.0 MUMBEER "’
JUAN VARGAS FRIENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '95 943824 S
‘ i CODES FOR CLASSIFYING EXPENDITURES -
¢ - MOhETARYANDm-XlND!NON-MCNETARY) “D" .. DROADCAST ADVEATISING *G" = GENERALOPEMATIONS AND OVERHEAD
CONTRIBUTIONS TO OTHER CAMDIOATES “M* « NEWSPAPER AMO PENODICA. ADVENTISING T~ TRAVEL ACCOMMOODATIONS AHD MEAL!
s AND COMMITTEES ’ 0" .- QUTSIDE ADVERTISING {MUSCDEDESCRIDED)
b T lHDEPENDENT!XPEHOIYJﬂtS "o* _ SUMYEYS, SIGNATUNE CATHENING, DOOR.TO-DOON SOLCITATIONS T - f[lO‘F[.\‘.';}D“AL MANAGEMEMNTAND COMULTING
"L’ .. UTEMATURL *F* .. FUNDRAISING EVENTS -~ JENVICES
NAME AND ADDAESS OF PAYEE, CAEQITOR, OR RECIZIENT OF CONTRIDUTION
wn". M :\_D_Dlﬂ“ JI COMMITTIU'S MAME AND ADDM S, UITIA LD, HUKIMR QM Y 1101.0,
IUMITANAS TN ASHGHLD, THTIA TATATUATA™S NAW ARG ABLNIIT) e " - . ’ g E
s (ODE OR DESCRIPTION OF A MENT AMOLMT PAID
CITY TREASURER G 200.00
CITY OF SAN DIEGO
N
— pesme — e - —-L e = ——

_ : o 9__(1 / N9 & SUBTOTAL § 204.00




#24

_.: : &~
4 = . "
'-; g Sdlﬁdll‘e | Typt o printin Ink, SCHEDULE} s
. Miscellaneous Increases to Cash e o Lok Soimenteverspriod — HERNICRTEAIE S s
rom 1=-1-95 priakitfejbd b E
ki - §-30-95 58 g
. §1F MSTAUCTIONS ON REVERSE through Page -
~ NAMS OF OFACEHOLDIR OR CANDIDATE AND (ONTROLLED COMMITIL 5.0. NUMDER I o
JUAN VARGAS FRTENDS OF JUAN VARGAS '485 9413824 é
TE FULL NAME AND ADDRESS OF SOUNCE AMOUNTOF - &
t’vfp 2 CODAMITILL, BN LDOIION §O COMMITITL S NAME AND ADDALIN, INTIA LD, HULLYA DESCRIPTIOM OF RECEIPT JN(M‘ASET'OCASH o
CA N MOLOL HUMBIA WA ALEH AMMIGNID, [HIEEA VAL ASUALA'Y HAMIE AHD ARDALY Y
i i
;
2 S T AR e A ST VL S ey . £
B -
Aj & -
Allach additional Informatioh on approprialely jabeled continualionsheels. SUBTOTAL 3
Micellaneous increases to Cash Surrmary
1, Iereases 1o cash of 3100 07 MOre IS PRFIOT. 4. vueiiiiis ettt e e e e §
2. Increnses to cosh under 3106 this perlod, (Do nolTlemiZe.) tuveii i v i et raennss cwwprae 56.00
>3, ‘i’om'nllﬂ interest recelved this perlod onloansmade to olhers, {Schedule H, PArtlih))  ovvviivrsiionssvnns :
E e ve,,’ _—

= pind iy neous Increases to caih this perind. [Add
B2 Summary Pogy, Line

Lnes 1,2, 0nd 3. Cntzr here ond or the

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

r

o1 I
e ? . IR n . 3 7y



fa g 3',”‘

February 16, 1996

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

999 E Street, NW ¥, L*‘ES
Washington, DC 20463 {)\LJ‘Q ) \
Complainant: Respondent :

Congressman Bob Filner Juan Vargas for Congress
P.0O. 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 di violati
F 1 i mmd i ai laws:

Councilman Vargas and his staff have been touting the
results of a poll in support of his campaign (see attached) .
However, there is no reporting of any expenditure for
polllng on the Vargas for Congress FEC report for the period
of September 28, 1995 through December 31, 1995. Since this
pcll has been w1de1y publicized, expendltures related to it
were obviously not properly reported to the Federal Election
Commission.

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 any pay
for his services. Mr. Inzunza received a salary of $36,000
per year for his services as City Councilman Vargas’ Chief
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 contribution.

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 unopposed election. Since joining the Vargas
for Congress campaign in October, D’Ascoli has received
$1,800.00 in compensatlon for a three month perlod S o
seems vio t man Vargas ille

staffers in adv e work to be perform

campaign for Congress.




o Similarly, the Primacy Group, a business contracted to the
Vargas for Congress campaign, has apparently been jllegally

Congress Campaign. The Vargas for City Counci

paid over $15,000 to the Primacy Group for consulting on an
unopposed election. During the three month period of
September 28, 1995 through December 31, 1995, The Vargas for
Congress campaign paid the Primacy Group less than $2,500
for similar services.

Since the Congressional primary election n is only seven weeks
away, the actions described above will have a direct impact upon

the outcome. immedia nvesti i i8 w

Signed and sworn under penalty of perjury,

Flwer

BOB FILNER
Member of Congress
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

COUNTY OF _ JAN  D/e

on FEBRuARY [e, 177¢

C ECNCAEC S mrstrs

appeared Lk FrinER

_____, pefore me, ALnmAr <
—_, a Notary Public in and for said County and State, personally

} SS

DEMeEJA

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

(ﬁe}shenhey executed the same m}és]hernheir

authorized capacity(ies). and that byChisfher/their
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 ofticial seal

(/i d M —

LETTEL

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF
On
appeared

persanally known to me (or proved to me on
the bpasis of satisfactory evidence) to be
the person(s) whose nameis) is are subscribed to
the within instrument and acknowledged to me 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 behalt ot which the person(s)
acted. executed the instrument

WITNESS my hand and official seal

wn

gnature

FOR NOTARY SEAL OR STAMP

. before me, .
__. a Notary Public in and for said County and State, personally

FOF NOTARY SEAL OR STAMP

This torm

s lurnished by Chicago Title Company



M o ulm P.O. BOX 1468, DEVERLY%IQ 90213

Marcia Tremblay. Navarmo waited until former Con-
gresswoman Lynn Scheck(D) officially bowed out, and
this probably cost him some support. Navarro has very
mgh pame ([ (98%), but he's also got high negatives
(10%%) Although Caxady is ulmosi totally unknown,
she won the CDP ondorsement. The San Diego Labor
Council endorsed both. Our sources say Navarro s the
frontrunner for now

X 1st C.D. - In the Demo primary to sec who takes

on U.S. Rep. Frank Riggs(R-Napa), a survey for
Michela Alioto conducted by Fairbank Maslin Mauilin
shows & very tight 3-way 1ace berween the top female

Demo contenders, with the two “guys” out of the run-
ning. Samplc size SO0 likely voters, mid-to-late Janu-
ary. Aketn 11% Megica Manda & Carol Ruth Silver
both at 9% - and 69% undecided. ..
F
X1 50th C.D. - In thc Demo primary between U.S.
Rep. Bob Filnet(D-San Diego) and San Divgo Council-
man Juan Vargas(D), & poll comnussioned by Vargas
and conducted by his consultant (Larry Remer) of 480
random, likely Demo voters shows. Vargas 41 4%,
Filner 32 8% - (he rest undecided ..

27th C.D. - In the Demo ;
SAG
president Barry Gordon over businessman Doug Kahn.
Gordon also has won endorsements from COPE, the
CDP and PORAC. Stay tuned .

CA INITIATIVE UPDATE: MONEY VERY TIGHT FOR
+) MARCH INITIATIVES. DEADLINE NEARS FOR CCRI,
Ednor's note Here's a brief update on the financial
condition. of various committees who are supporting or
O opposing statewide ballot measures this coming Mar

26th. These figures are as of 12/31/95, meaning more

money has come in since these reports, bul the overall
conclusion is the kame  money 15 very, wery lighi...

@ Prop. 192 - $2 biflion seismic safety bond measure,
backed by Cahfornians for Safe Highways & Bridges.
'otal raised $325,750, cash-on-hand $237,750. ‘There
WAaS NO Opposition committee report

B Prop. 197 - This is the statute which would repeal

Prop. 117 of 1990 (CA Wildlife Protecion Act), mean-
mg that the mountain on's status as a specially protect-

ed mamimal would be repeated  Califorpians for Balan-

e e )
cod Wildhifc Mgt.(YES) repurted $62,280 raived, with
$38.691 c-0-h. The NO side (Calif Wildlife Protection
Coalition) reported $126.234 raised, with $41,834
c-o-h. Russa Marsh + Raper is managing the YES
nde, with Don Fields on the NO side. .

8 Prop. 198 - Thxsu(heOpenPrmuylmllﬁn.
The YES sidc, known as

mary, reported $160,892 raised, with $101,975 o-o-lu
Thc NO side wasn't even in existence last year ..

& Prop. 203 - Califurnians for YES on 203, the sup-
port group backing this $3 billion school bond measure,
was recently formed and so there is no report .

...CCRI Updste - Backers of the CA Civil Rights Init-
iative, which would do away with affirmative action,
aFeb_21st depdline 1n order 10 qualify this con-
amendment, supporters neod 699,230 signa-
tures - nmmgtheymﬂyneednmdhonmru
As of 12/31/95, CCRI raised a
total 883,384,\»!(!\359,2940—0-!! Sources teit
that CCRI in paying about $1 pet signature
t will be close, but these same sources predict OCRI
will qualify for the Nov. Sth ballot. Stay tused...

e

COUNTY INITIATIVES: MARE LACAL MEASTRRS.
Editor's note: Hoere is Part IV in a conlinuing series of

brief updates shout local ballot measures.

02 Measure A - Santa Barbarg - An environmental :
coalition qualified this local measure modeled after the '
successful initiative which was approved by voters in .
neighboning San Luis Obispo Cu. yume yearsago ¥ |
youguessedthnﬂienbju:wum}m,ﬁwwbn '
prize. Simply stated, any offshore slant drilling has to

be done in two designed zones in the county. Il the

slant drilling is to be done other places, it requires a ‘\
countywide vote. Not much opposition at this point. |
The YES side is being managed by Cathy DuVal .. |

(] Mcasure T - Yentura - Both sides in this battle
over a proposed landfill (dump) site in Weldon Canyan
have maney The YES side, which wants the landfill,
goes by the name of Ventura Citizens for Environmen-
tal Solutions The San Diego-based Prumacy Group is
in charge.
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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 action on
your complaint. Should you receive any additional information in this matter, please forward it
to the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be sworn to in the same manner
as the original complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4311. Please refer to this
number in all future communications. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 28, 1896

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

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 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 demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against you in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements
should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. [f no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

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




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

Sincerely,

a“ﬂ}\.b 3 Taloc

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 28, 1996

Deanna Liebergot, Treasurer
Vargas for Congress '96
3609 Fourth Avenue

San Diego, CA 92103

MUR 4311

Dear Ms. Liebergot:

['he Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Vargas for
Congress ‘96 ("Committee") and you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 4311. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against the Committee and you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual
or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should
be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

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




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

Sincerely,

Mf.'ﬁhﬁw\

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 28, 1998

President

The Primary Group
3609 Fourth Avenue
San Diego, CA 92103

RE: MUR 4311

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, 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 no action should
be taken against The Primary Group in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materiais
which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the
General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)(B) and
§ 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.




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

Sincerely,

°N\o~b3- TolRoen

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counse] Statement




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

February 28, 1998

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 demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against you in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements
should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

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




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

Sincerely,

W\ba- Tchoo

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement

Z
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The Clearn 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 Campaign” for the
two month period between July 1, 1995 and September 2, 1995. It also states that I received
$1,800 in compensation for my work done for Vargas for Congress "96 since October, 1995.
From these premises, Representative Filner's letter proceeds to the following conclusion:

Representative Filner's accusation is completely false. The work that I did for Mr.
Vargas’ City Council campaign during the period between July 1 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, I 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

Paid for by Vargas for Congress ‘98, Deanna Lisbergot, Treasurer i s




Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
March 14, 1996

Page 2

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing
is true and correct and that I have signed this letter this /4 day of March, 1996 at San Diego,

California.
e e N ,

RICHARD D’ASCOLI

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

)
COUNTYOF SAN DIEGO )

On (AManeh (9, . 1996 before me, Aapria 7. Deloare 2
Notary Public in and for said County and State, personally appeared RICHARD D’ASCOLI,
personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the
person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged 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 instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the
person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Notary Public in and for said County
and State
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The Clearn Campcaign/

March 14, 1996
Mary L. Taksar, Esq. ‘,J,
Federal Election Commission
Central Enforcement Docket L
Washington, D.C. 20463 ‘5;

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 manager 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 accept 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 campaigns 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 8 SAN DIEGO, CA 92103
(619) 295-6923

Paid for by Vargas for Congress 98, Daanns Lishergor, Treseurer i ou




Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
March 14, 1996

Page 2

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing
is true and correct and that I have signed this letter this /% day of March, 1996 at San Diego,

California.
£% 2 4l

RALPH INZUBZA 97

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

)
COUNTYOF SAN DIEGO )

on March /4. /fff, 1996 before me, Mgria 7. DeCosare.

Notary Public in and for said C and State, personally appeared RALPH INZUNZA.
personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the
person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged 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 instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the
person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Notary Public in and for said County
and State
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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 am President of The Primacy Group. The Primacy Group is a company which performs
political consulting and polling services for political candidates in San Diego and elsewhere.

Representative Filner's complaint dated February 16, 1996, accuses Vargas for Congress "96
of having improperly omitted to report expenditures incurred in connection with a poll. The
accusation is false. Under my direction, Vargas for Congress '96 conducted a voter survey (or poll)
of voter attitudes in the 50* Congressional District. Vargas for Congress "96 conducted that survey
during the second week of January, 1996 - after the salient dates for reporting any expenditures
which might have been associated with the survey had passed. Neither Vargas for Congress 96 nor
The Primacy Group incurred any outside expenses in connection with the survey. Instead, volunteer
campaign workers created the survey by gleaning the pertinent data from the campaign’s database,
and by making phone calls to selected voters. Vargas for Congress ‘96 paid no money to The
Primacy Group for any services rendered or costs disbursed in connection with the survey. To my
knowledge, Vargas for Congress "96 incurred no out-of-pocket expenses whatsoever in connection
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 other
period.

I wish to respond to Representative Filner's accusation that The Primacy Group has been
“illegally paid in advance for work to be performed on the Vargas for Congress Campaign [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
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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; and 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

Mr. Vargas' campaign for reelection to the San Diego City Council was, indeed, unopposed.
[ 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
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 campaign
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 of 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.




Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Page 3

I declare under penalty of perjury under the la o3
true and correct and that I have signed this letter this” )4/ - da
California.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

)
COUNTYOF SAN DIEGO )

On _MIUL | 4, 199l ., 1996 before me, Maria . De(‘em a Notary
Public in and for said County and State, personally appeared LARRY REMER, personally known to
me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged 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 instrument the

person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Mapia S deCoaare .

Notary Public in and for said County
and State




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 . 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 796.

The Primacy Group is under contract to Vargas for Congress to
provide strategic campaign ccnsulting 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 mot 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 expense. 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
raqulation required that -- had there been any expenses -- there be
anything reported on FEC campaign disclosure forms for the period
ending Dec. 31, 1995.

Inzunza 1is indeed the Campaign Manager of Vargas for
"96. And, Mr
lman Vargas' Chief ¢ Staff. Mr. Inzunza left the public
in September of : and 1s working for the campaign in a
capacity. Mr. lives with his father and is living
i r is fully within his legal rights to
the Vargas campaign. Mr. Inzunza's
comprise the "illegal contribution”
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Page 2
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 198%5
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 nobcdy filed to run against Mr. Vargas, we
were delighted. In large measure, we think that occurred because 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.

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 and spent a great deal more.

I have enclosed local campaign spending disclosures from both the
Vargas for Council (1995) and the Vargas for Council (1993)
elections to indicate that spending for both elections (in which
Vargas ultimately ran unoppcsed) 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 5200, 000.

Rep. Filner has no proef that any of the money raised for
Councilman Vargas' ' effort was spent on his
Congressional campaign precisely because no such thing ever
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happened. Rep. Filner is simply trying to make “political points”
in the media with this accusation and, unfortunately, the FEC has
become an unwilling accomplice in that activity.

When Councilman Vargas started his Congressional campaign after 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 accusaticn is not a substitute for fact.

There is no reason to believe that Rep. Filner's letter sets forth
even a plausable viclation. 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
guestions 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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San Diegans for Bob Filner '91
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Addlines 1 + 2
..Schedule C, Line 3

Monelary Coninbutions
Loans Received
. SUBTOTAL CASH CONTRIBUTIONS
Non-monelary Contibutions
SUBTOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (Excluding Enforceable Promises) ... Add Lines 3 + 4
. Enlorceable Promises (Exclude Loan Guaranlees, Line 18 below)Schedule D, Line 7

. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED ..AddLings 5 ¢+ 6

Column A - Column B*
FROM A TAC D BCHEOLE D) 1Ot NoTE Lo DD GOUARE A » By
56 214 ,637.50 265,903.06
.00 1 5,000.00
.56 214 ,637.50 270,903.06
.50 1870009556 3,884,06

24.6..3395, 274,787.12

Column C

58 ,Uh8.06

58 4UR 216,339 274,787,412

Expenditures Made
8. Cash Paymenis (Other than Loans Made) Schedule E, Line 5§

9. Loans Made..............coccouenanie s N A RO PR .Schedule H, Line 7
10. SUBTOTAL CASH PAYMENTS AddLines 8 + 9
11. Accrued Expenses (Unpaid Bills) Schedule F, Line 5
12. TOTAL EXPENDITURES MADE Add Lines 10+ 11

93,765. 190,819. 284 ,585.58

93,7685. 190,819, 284 ,585.58

93,765, 190,819, 284 ,585.58

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

Column A, Line 3 above

17. ENDING CASH BALANCE. ... Add Lines 13 + 14 + 15, then subkact Line 16
¥ this is a Termination Stalement, Line 17 must be 2ero.

*From previous Statement Summary Page, Callsen C.
However, i this is the first report lled for the calendar
year, Column B should be blenk except for Loans
Received (Line 2). Enforceabls Promises (Line 6). Loans
Made (Line 9), and Accrued Expenses (Line 11}

38,471.
56,265.
568.
93,765.
1,539,

ENDING CASH
HOT B A

Summary fer Candidates in Both June
and November Elschions

18. LOAN GUARANTEES RECEVED .......................coo...... Scheduie B, Part | Column (b)

11 thru 630
21. Contributions

7/t o Date

Cash Equivalents and Qutstanding Debts
19. Cash Equivalents ................. ... See mslructions on reverse

20. OQuistanding Debits Add Line 2 + Line 11 Colurmn € above

22 [xpendilures
M.do ..
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SUMMARY PAGE

Campaign Disclosure Statement Type or Print in Ink,

A \ b ded
Summary Page : ™ te whole dollars. i D11 7295

Siatement covers period

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE through_ 1 2=31-95 | page_2
NAME OF OFFICEHOLDER OR CANDIDATE AND CONTROLLED COMMITTEE: 1.0. NUMBER

Juan Carlos Vargas Friends of Juan Vargas '95 . 943824
Contributions Received : Column A olumn B* Column C

OTAL THIS PEAIDD TOTAL PREVIOUS PERIOD TO DATE
|FRW AHACHED SCHEDULES) (SEE NOTE BELOW) Mloﬂ

. McnﬁlaryCon!ribullonu Schedule A, Line 3 $ -0- 1Y, 777 .32 $71,777.32
. Loans Received .. Schedule B, Line 7

. SUBTOTAL CASH CONTRIBUTIONS Addlines 1+2 $

.- Non-monetary Contributions Schedule C, Line 3

. SUBTOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (Excluding Enforceable Promises) ....Add Lines 3 + 4

. Enlorceablo Promises (Excluda Loan Guaranioss, Line 18 below)Schedula D, Line 7 ) L

., TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED Add Lines 5 + 6 Pl Il 32 & TL, R 32

Expenditures Made

8. Cash Payments (Other than Loans Made) ; Schedule E, Line 5 - 6l 3521558 $ 67,521,58
9. Loans Made Schedule H, Line 7
10. SUBTOTAL CASH PAYMENTS ....... Add Lines 8 + 9
11. Accrued Expenses (Unpaid Bills) ...........cc..ccwricccnicrscne.... Schodule F, Line 5
12/ TOTAL EXPENDITURES MADE Add Lines 10 + 11 ‘ 67,521.58 $67,521.58

o4

Current Cash Statement — Z
13. Beginning Cash Balance ... vious Summary Page, Line 17 | *From revio.z Statement Summary Page. Columa C.
et [ U2 2 Te = wpot ind ior e caeeacier
| year. Zolumn 3 should be biank ascept for Loans
Received (Line 2), Enlorceable Promises (Line 6), Loans
15. Miscellaneous Increases [0 Cash ................cccocovenece i e, SCheduia f, Line 4 Made (LinL 9), mldAcctuodExp«M{Lho 11).,

14. Cash Recer's Solrr A Lrd 3 Sboee

e

16. Cash Paymanls Column A, Lina 10 above Q- .

17.’ EHI‘IHG CASH BALANCE. ... Add Lines 13 + 14 + 15, then subtract Line 16 $ =0- Summary for Candidates III Both JI.II'I.
Bty s e ) ENDING CAS1 BALANGE SHOULD
I this is a Termination Statement, Line 17 must be zero. _ NOT DE A NEGATIVE AMOUNT and November Elections

1&'@&%5& RECEIVED Schedla B, Part |, Column (b) 171 thru 630 711 10 Date

e 21. Conlributions
cﬁ'ﬂi‘i"ﬁlvﬂoms and Outstanding Debts Received
v -u‘
"—M "‘% ity ls See insiructions on reverse 52 Expendiivis
Add Line 2 + Line 11 in Column C above

-
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N SUMMAI Y PAGE
C.’Jlnp;ligll Disclosure Statement Type ur Palot fnlok. | Sialemont covers period CALITORNIA (
surnn‘ary pagc Amounis may be roundoed

to whola dollars. 9-5-93 1991 FORM
from

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE | throughl2-31-93 Page__2
NAME OF OFEICEHOLDER OR CANDIDATE AU LONRTHOLLLD COMMITTLL — ) g 710, NUMBER
JUAN VARGAS, CITY COURC] D A FRIENDS OF JGUAY VARG 930662

Contributions Received Colummn A Column B* Column C

TOTAL TS PEAIOD TOTAL PAEVIOUS PENIOD TOTAL TO DATE
(FIOM ATTACHEO SCHEDULLS) (SEE NOTE DELOWY) (ADD COLUMNS A ¢ 8)

Monotary Conlribulions 52 Schadula A, Lina 3 17,163.00 28,691.66 45,860.66

. Loans Recawod , iR ss SENOE U0, Linih ¥ == =0-" -0~

3

. SUBTOTAL CASH CONTRIBUTIONS -........cooocvoo i A Linas 1+ 2 § 17169 . 28.691.66 45.860.66

“

- Non-manatary Contribulions ' Schodulo C, Lino 3 .. Ao 500.00 500.00
. SUBTOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (Excluding Enforceablo Promisos) ... Add Linos 3 + 4 17.169. 29,191,66 46,360.66

) - ‘ i o 0=
Enlorceable Promisos (Excludo Loan Guarantoas, Lino 10 below)Schodule O, Ling 7 g 0

TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED oo oo A LingS § + 6 29,151.66 46,360.66

Expenditures Made '
8. Cash Paymenis (Othor than Loans Mado).........cccceceinvoiviccnn. Schodulo E, Ling 5 _. b 28,223. 45,099.99

9, Loans Mado . ....cooe.eeerrrerseecons s TS TR Sehodulo M, Line 7 ) =0~ -0-

10. SUBTOTAL CASH PAYMENTS Add Lines8+9 § _16,876.60 28,223.39 45,099.99
11. Accrued Expenses (Unpaid Bills) _ Schedulo F, Line5  _(3,684.02) 6% 11163 2,427.61
12. TOTAL EXPENDITURES MADE ......coovvvvcvvecrecsinseissiiis s AGd Linos 10+ 11§ _ 13,192.58 34.,335.02 47.,527.60

Current Cash Statement

13. Baginning Cash Balanco Provious Surnmary Pago, Lino 17 2 *from rrovzou Statoment Summary Page, Cclumn C.

_ ) ' . & Ho.w.-cr il th |.n of;rslropou lilod for the calondar
14, Cash Roceipls : S cevrr e e GEHUMN A, Lino 3 abovo L7 ;109 .00 yoar, Cal

- =3 e B ot MG : = | Recelvod {Lina 2}, En c':oa.,_o Promises (Linc £), Loans
15. Miscellancous Increases (0 Cash ..o s SoHedUle I Ling 4 437,58 | fade (Lino 9). and Accrued Exponses (Line 17]
16. Cash Paymanis - Column A, Line 10 above 16.,876.60
, 17. ENDING CASH BALANCE. .......... Add Linas 13 + 14 + 15, Ihon sublract Lino 16 1 s R ] Sumn‘lary for Candidates in Both J
\ " D ; » ENDING CAS1H ALANCE 51 OULD idates in Bo une
¢ Ilthis is a Tormination Statoment, Line 17 must bo zero. ‘ NOT OC A NCGATIVE AMOUNT and November Elections

18. LOAN GUARANTEES RECEIVED Schedulo B, Part |, Column (b) 1/1 thru 6/30

21. Conlributions
Received .......

7/1 1o Dala

Cash Equivalents and Outstanding Debts

19, Cash EQUIVAIBNIS .....ccoevcvvreriincnrcrisiisres e ser e 908 INSIFUCHONS ON rOVOISE -0-

22. Expendilures
20, Outstanding Debls Add Linc 2 + Lino 11 in Column Cabove § __ 2:427.61 Mado ...

cre W




Filher

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street NW
Washington, DC 20463

MuR 43 (

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

April 22, 1996 = o
5 — ._:gg )
Lois Lerner c:: }’5:22:"?-?"'
Assoc. General Counsel = r=ga°
for Enforcement =E ==

N Our first complaint was dated October 17, 1995. | have attached a copy of that
complaint.
NG That complaint was never followed-up because, according to your staff, an original
= notarized letter was never received.
M | have enclosed a copy of the “return receipt” for the certified mail that | sent to
you. It confirms that the complaint was received in your office on October 23,
h 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).

B FILNER
Member of Congress

attachments

2 O. Box 127868 x San Diego. CA 92112 % Tel: 619/479-1994 x FAX: 619/479-198¢

Paid for by Rob Finer for Congress G
®|'~ wud o Rovag lesd P Iz A R AN i
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Is your RETURN ADDRESS completed on the reverse side?

Print your name and address on the reverse of thes form so ™hat wa can

retum thes card to you.

& Arach thes form to the front of the madpeecs. or on the back ¥ space

does NOt permat.
* Write ““Retumn Recept Reg " on the

dekvered.

below the artcie number .
= The Return Recenpt will show to whom the srticle was delivered and the date

3. Article Addressed to:

é: ALy fl-j*- CL LLM gd

Fediatllaman Comansis

L.((l(l E S+ N‘-""’
(FOLN{ T ‘Sh\/\ P et 3

4b. Service Type "
egistered
Certitied i
| O Express Mail X
.
{ 7. Date of Delivery I-- Oy = !

OE_:!:I' l

S. Signsture (Addressee)

6. Signature (Agent)

1

e ]

PS Fom_ﬁ. December 1991

‘*U.S. GPO: 1093—382-T14

DOMESTIC RETURN RECEWPT




October 17, 1995
| |

|

! |
|

General Counsel i

Federal Electicn Conmisslu.
9992 E Street, NWw
Washington, DC 20463

Complainant: Respcndent:
Congressman Bob Filner Juan Vargas for Congraess

Ty

Beb Filner for Congress | 1171 24th Street
P.O. Box 127868 ! San Diegc, CA 921cC2

San Diego, CA 92112 - um FEC: 8 QO307285¢

To Whom it May Ccncern:

Juan Vargas, an incumbent Membker the San Diego City Council,
has been running an active '‘campai for Congress in California’s
50th ’crgress;«nal Piszrict i : ¢ violation of at least two

Fedaral Zlection Commissicon

1. He filed a "Statement ; rdidacy well after the time
e spent mcre than S$3 ; in si cf his campaign.

has apparerntly spe1t Eongy coll or his recent
unopposed) election tc th= San ity Council for his

Congressional canmpaign.

n Sept enber 20, 1923, the dav 2r San Diecgco’s municipal

imary electisn in which Mr. V was re-elected to the City
Council (without oppesition), guantities of the enclosed
brecchure were seen in public hment #1) and several full-
time staff members began to w ‘“ Congressional campaign
office (see attachment #2, @ new icle regarding the scale of

his Cecrgressional campaign),.

Bv _anv reasconable observ

exceeded the $3,000.09 tn:g

CFR 431.2(a), and he shoul
Cctoker 13.

127868 » Scn Diego
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Examination of official expenditure reports filed fon San Diego’s

municipal primary election on Seo ember 19, 1995 give a plausible
explanaticn of where funds war obtained for the brochure’s

preduction (printing, layout, art work, photos, etc.)l and for the
planning of a Ccn )

of the election. ?

Although Mr. Vargas had nc cpposition in his campaign for re-
election to the San Diegc City Council, official reports through

September 2, 192%5 reveal (attachment #3)
2,1.6.58. At least $15,342.06 was paid to a campaign
The Primacy Group. Other large sums were spent on

consultant,

staff memkbers, office rent, and cther cverhead.

Sinze Mr. Vargas had nc¢ cppecsition in ici
electicn, and since his campaign for Congress was publicly
apparent cn the day after that election, one can cnly surmise
that these extracrdinarily large eapeﬂdltuhes on a campaign
consultant and cther perscnnel for an uncontested election wera.

in = a ~Y akar las=i
Accard‘“g to FEC guidelines,

net accept funds or assets tran - f*am a cc,mlbtee
es:ab--shed by the sanme cana**a a nonfedexal election

campaiaon."

ive months
Rk meacb on

. KLEMP
Lwwmier m Zoiumbia

Toaires Aprdl 30, 2000




October 17, 1995

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Wwashington, DC 204631

Complainant: Respondent:

Congressman Bob Filner The Primacy Group

Filner for Ccngress c/o Juan Vargas for Conqr-ss
P.0O. Box 127868 1171 24th Street

San Diego, CA 92112 San Diego, CA 92102

Ko FEC#

t
'

To Whom it May Concern:

This is in reference to the Ccngressional campaign of Mr. Juan
Vargas in B z ot cn sio s :

A separate complaint has been filed alleging that, in viclation

™~ of FEC regulations, Mr. Vargas spent money collected for his
recent (unopposed) election to the San Diego City Council for his

: Congressional campaign.

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

V8, electicn to the San Diege City Council, official reports through
September 2, 1995 reveal (attachment #1)
o 5 16.58. At least $15,249.06 was paid to a campaign

consultant, The Primacy Group. Other large sums were spent on
staff members, office rent, and other overhead.

Since Mr. Vargas had no oppcsition in the mu

election, and since his campaign for Congress was publicly
apparent cn the day after that election, one can only surnise
that these extraordinarily large expenditures on a campnxgn
consultant and other personnel for an unccntested election were,
in _fact, spen or ed ] electio

P.O Box 127868 % Son Diego, CA $2112 x Tel: 619/479:1994 & FAX: 619/479-1986

Pad for by Bob Filner for Congress H

@....‘ e Meond et B b — i
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The Primacy Group, an experienced campaign organization,
knowingly violated FEC guidelines which state, "a candidate’s
" federal committee may not accept funds or assets transferred
from a committee established by the same candidate ﬂor a
nonfedaral election campaign.” !

Since tha Congressional primary election is only five months
away, the actions described above will have a direct impact on
the outcome. inv is .

Signed and sworn under penalty o er]ury,

| 5*/”0@«%

OB FILNER
Member of Congress

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

< CAROLINE F ALEW?
Nowry Muble, Dume o ciumma
My Commisson Erpires Aprd 3C, 2000

"""
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION el L
999 E Strest, N.W. ey .
Washington, D.C. 20463 MWl ta
)

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

MUR: 4311

DATE COMPLAINT FILED: February 21, 1996
DATE OF NOTIFICATION: February 28, 1996
DATE ACTIVATED: April 30, 1996

MUR: 4327

DATE COMPLAINT FILED: March 20, 1996
DATE OF NOTIFICATION March 27, 1996
DATE ACTIVATED: April 30, 1996

STAFF MEMBER: Tony Buckley

COMPLAINANT: The Honorable Bob Filner

RESPONDENTS (MUR 4311):

RESPONDENTS (MUR 4327):

RELEVANT STATUTES:

Juan C. Vargas

Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer

Richard D’ Ascoli

Ralph Inzunza

The Primacy Group

Juan C. Vargas

Adrienne D. Vargas

Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer

Bank of Commerce

2U.S.C.§431(2)

2 U.S.C. § 431(8XAXG), (i)

2 U.S.C. § 431(8)XB)i)

2 U.S.C. § 431(8XB)vii}(IT)-(1IT)
2 U.S.C. § 432(eX1)

2 U.S.C. § 434(a)1)

2 U.S.C. § 434(a)4)AXii)

2 U.S.C. § 434(b)2).

2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1XA)

2 U.S.C. § 441a(f)




11 CER § 100.7(aX1)iXC)
11 CFR. § 100.7bX11)XiXAX/), (B)
11 CFR. § 101.1(a)

11 CFR. § 104.14(d)

11 CFR. §105.1

11 CFR § 110.1(X1)

11 CFR § 110.3(d)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure Reports
MUR Index

Advisory Opinion Index

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

I GENERATION OF MATTER
Both of these matters were generated by complaints filed by Congressman Bob Filner

(*Complainant™), who represents California’s 50th congressional district, against his opponent in

the 1996 Democratic primary election, San Diego City Councilman Juan Vm' Both of these

matters deal with issues surrounding activity by Mr. Vargas® principal campaign committee,
Vargas for Congress ‘96 (“the Vargas Committee™). Mr. Vargas announced his candidacy for

b i the Democratic nomination shortly after winning re-election to his city council seat.?
5 .

The complaint in MUR 4311 contains seven scparate allegations of illegal activity. The

first allegation results from the mention of a poll in an undated page from California Political

Week (“CALPEEK™).” CALPEEK mentioned that “a poll commissioned by Vargas and

conducted by **-. consultant (Larry Remer) of 480 random, likely Demo voters shows: Vargas

' MUR 4311 coz..prises the initial complaint filed on October 20, 1995, and amendments filed on October 23, 1995

and February 20, 1996. Ln this report, they are referred to collectively as “the Complaint™. MUR 4327 comprises
the single complaint filed on March 20, 1996.

' Congressman Filner won the primary election, which was held on March 26, 1996.

> Nor does the page contain a volume or issue number by which a publication date might be discerned.



41.4%, Filner 32.8% ~ the rest undecided.” Complainant alleges that the Vargas Committee did
not report any expenditure for polling for the period September 28 through December 31, 1995,
and that the Vargas Committee thus failed to properly report expenditures.

The second allegation involves Ralph Inzunza, whom Complainant identifies as
“Councilman Vargas® [former] Chief of Staff, [who] is widely known to be managing the Vargas
for Congress campaign.” Complainant notes that reports filed by the Vargas Commitiee do not
show Mr. Inzunza as receiving any pay. Complainant states that “[bjecause 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 contribution.” (Emphasis omitted).

Five more allegations revolve around money spent by Mr. Vargas’ city council
re-election campaign, which spent approximately $69,000 in an uncontested race. Generally,
Complainant alleges that The Primacy Group, a political consulting firm which worked for
Vargas’ city council re-election campaign and then worked for Vargas’ congressional campaign,
used funds collected for the city council race in connection with the Federal race. Complainant
more specifically suggests that both The Primacy Group and Richard D’ Ascoli, an employee of
Mr. Vargas’ city council re-election campaign who then went to work for Vargas' congressional
campaign, performed services for Vargas for Congress for which they had been paid by the city

council re-eler*ion campaign. Complainant has conciuded that violations occurred becanse

Mr. D" Ascoli was paid $4,600 for a two-month period working for the city council re-clection

committee, and was only paid $1,800 for a three-month period working for the Vargas

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




was paid $15,000 for the unopposed city council race, but was paid less than $2,500 for the last
three months of 1995 by the Vargas Committee for similar services.

Complainant also alleges that Mr. Vargas was a candidate for Federal office sooner than
the filing date of his Statement of Candidacy, October 13, 1995, would suggest. Complainant
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. Complainant alleges
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
$5,000 expenditure mark for candidate status. 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, Complainant alleges
that the Vargas Committee, and the candidate himself, accepted an excessive contribution in the
form of a bank loan in the amount of $15,000 to the candidate which did not comply with the
Commission's regulations regarding such matters. Complainant also suggests that $10,000
reported by the *'argas Commitiee 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 commencing

March 11, 1996, $100,885, and looking at the amount the committee reported as its cash-on-hand
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as of March 6, 1996, $56,052.27, and the amount reported in 48-Hour Notices in the intervening
period, $18,000, to conclude that the Committee must not have reported all of its receipts.
I. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Law

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 432(c)(1), each candidate for Federal office shall designate in
writing a principal campaign committee within 15 days after becoming a candidate. The term
“candidate™ means, inter alia, an individual who seeks nomination for election to Federal office.
2U.S.C. § 431(2). An individual is deemed to seck nomination to Federal office if he has
received contributions aggregating in excess of $5,000 or has made expenditures aggregating in
excess of $5,000. See 2 U.S.C. § 431(2)(A). A candidate for the House of Representatives must
designate his or her principal campaign commitiee by either filing a Statement of Candidacy with
the Commission on FEC Form 2, or by filing the appropriate information with the Clerk of the
House of Representatives. See 11 C.F.R. §§ 101.1(a) and 105.1.

Pursuant 1o 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d), it is illegal to ransfer funds or assets from a
candidate’s campaign committee or account for a non-Federal election to his or her principal
campaign committee or other authorized wmnﬂﬁec for a Federal election.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)A), no person shall make a contribution to a candidate
and his author'zed 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 candidates.
11 C.F.R. § 110.1(iX1). The term “contribution” includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance,

or deposit of money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of influencing any

election for Federal office, as well as the payment by any person of compensation for the
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personal services. 2 U.S.C. § 431(8XAXi), (ii). Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f), no political
committee shall accept any contribution made in violation of section 441a(a)(1XA).

The term “contribution™ does not include the value of services provided without
compensation by any individual who volunteers on behalf of a candidate or political committee.
2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(BXi). Nor does the term “contribution” include a loan from a qualifying bank
which is made in accordancc with applicable law and in the ordinary course of business. 2 U.S.C.
§ 431(8)(B)vii), 11 C.F.R § 100.7(b)(11). A loan is deemed to be made in the ordinary course
of business if it meets four criteria: 1) it bears the usual and customary interest rate for the
category of loan involved; 2) it is made on a basis which assures repayment; 3) it is evidenced by
a written instrument; and 4) it is subject 1o a due date or amortization schedule. 11 CF.R.

§ 100.7(b)(11). A loan is considered to be made on a basis which assures repayment if, when it
is obtained, the lending institution has either perfected a security interest in collateral owned by
the candidate or political commitiee receiving the loan, and the fair market value of the collateral
is either equal to or greater than the loan amount, or the lending institution has obtained a written
agreement whereby the candidate or political committee receiving the loan has pledged future
receipts as payment on the loan. See 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(b)(11)GXA)X 1), (B). If these factors are
not present, the Commission can look to the totality of the circumstances on a case-by-case basis
to determine whether the loan was made on a basis which assures repayment. 11 CFR

§ 100.7(b)11)Xii). Where a loan is concerned, each endorser or guarantor is deemed to have
contributed that portion of the total amount for which he or she agreed to be liable in a written

agreement. 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)(1)(iXC).
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Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(1), the treasurer of each political committee shall file
reports of receipts and disbursements in accordance with certsin provisions. Among these
provisions is the requirement that the report include the total amount of receipts. See 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(2). The treasurer is responsible for assuring that the information contained in any such
report is accurate. 11 C.F.R. § 104.14(d).
B. Responses to Coﬁphinu
1. Responses to complaint in MUR 4311
a. response of Richard D'Ascoli

Richard D’ Ascoli worked for Juan Vargas® city council re-clection campaign, and then
worked for Mr. Vargas' Federal campaign. Mr. D’Ascoli rejects any suggestion that he was paid
by the city council campaign for work to be done on the congressional campaign. Specifically,
he states that “[u]ntil Mr. Vargas announced his candidacy for the House of Representatives on
October 6, 1995, 1 never performed any work in connection with that candidacy.” He makes no
effort 10 address the allegations conceming the discrepancies between the amounts he was paid to
work by each committee for his campaign work. Nevertheless, Mr. D’ Ascoli states that
“Representative Filner's accusation that | was “illegally paid . . . in advance for work 1o be
performed during [Mr. Vargas’] campaign for Congress’ is totally false.”

b. r<sponse of Ralph Inzunzs

Ra’lph Inzunza served as Councilman Vargas® Chief of Staff until taking a leave of
absence on September 22, 1995. He assumed the position of campaign manger for Vargas for
Congress on October 6, 1995. Inzunza also denies any wrongdoing. He states that, given the

anticipation that Congressman Filner would significantly outspend the Vargas Committee, and
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that Mr. Vargas would run a relatively low-budget, grass-roots campaign, he volunteered his
services to the Vargas Committee.
¢. responses of Larry Remer and The Primacy Growp

Larry Remer is the president of The Primacy Group, the political consulting firm which
worked for Juan Vargas’ city council re-election campaign and for his Federal campaign. He has
submitted one response as an individual, and one as president of The Primacy Group. To avoid
confusion in the discussion, these two responses are treated as one.

Mr. Remer first addresses the allegation that costs associated with the poll which
appeared in CALPEEK were not reported. Remer admits directing the poll, which he states was
conducted during the second week of January 1996 by volunteer campaign workers who gleaned
the pertinent data from the campaign's data base, and made phone calls to selected voters.

Mr. Remer further explains that, to his knowledge, the Vargas Committee incurred no
out-of-pocket expenses in connection with the survey and that, therefore, there were no expenses
10 report in connection with the survey. He states that the survey was conducted during the
second week of January 1996, after the reporting period identified by Complainant.

Mr. Remer disputes Complainant’s contention that either The Primacy Group or Richard
D’Ascoli was paid by the city council committee for work to be for Vargas for Congress. He
states that the- - were indications that Mr. Vargas would face a challenger in his city council
re-election race, that the Vargas city council committee prepared for this challenge, and that

potential opronents withdrew because, in Mr. Remer’s estimation, the Vargas campaign had

* This latter response states that it is filed on behalf of Richard D' Ascoli, Ralph Inzunza, Larry Remer, Jusn Vargas,
Vargas for Congress '96, and Deanna Liebergot, the treasurer of Vargas for Congress.
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prepared so well that potential challengers realized their efforts would be futile. Mr. Remer
further states the Vargas city council campaign operated similarly in 1993, raising approximately
$65,000, resulting in him facing no opposition. He adds that, although there ultimately was no
opposition, “there still were contracts to fulfill for services from The Primacy Group and

Mr. D’ Ascoli for said campaign.”

Next, Mr. Remer addresses Mr. Inzunza’s activity with the Vargas campaign, and
corroborates Inzunza’s statement that he volunteered his services to the campaign. Remer states
that Inzunza “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. Remer
states that “{w]hen Councilman Vargas started his Congressional campaign afier the Council
re-clection 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.” (Emphasis in original). Remer does not
specifically address the allegation that the Federal campaign brochure was paid for by the city
council campaign.

Neither Mr. Vargas nor the Vargas Committee filed a response with respect to the

allegations in the complaint in MUR 4311.
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2. Responses to complaint in MUR 4327
a. respoase of Juan Vlrgu'

Mr. Vargas states that the loan he made to his campaign was made from the proceeds of
an unsecured loan, and that the terms of that loan were set forth in a report filed with the
Commission by the Vargas Committee on March 14, 1996.° Mr. Vargas states that no part of
that loan violates any statute or regulation. He further states that, prior to seeking the loan, he
spoke with one of the Commission’s information specialists, that he stated that he wanted to
secure a loan and use the money for the campaign and gave the details of the loan terms, and that
he was told that the loan was consistent with Commission regulations.

Regarding Complainant's contention that two additional loans of $5,000 each reported by
the Vargas Commitiee as being made by Juan Vargas were also made with the proceeds of the
Bank of Commerce loan, Mr. Vargas states that “there are no such illegal loans. Rep. Filner has
provided no facts or authority which would support the conclusion that any illegal loan was
made. There is no such fact or legal authority.”

Regarding the allegation that the Vargas Commitiee did not report the receipt of certain
funds, Mr. Vargas states that the Vargas Committee “has lawfully reported all sums raised and

expended.”

* Deanna Liebergot, treasurer of Vargas for Congress, submitted a response in which she incorporates by reference
the submission of Mr. Vargas.

‘Vlrgas is apparently referring to the Vargas Committee’s 1996 12-Day Pre-Primary Report, which included an .
FEC Schedule C-1 reflecting the loan, and a copy of the promissory note.
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b. response of Bank of Commerce
Bank of Commerce (“the Bank™) details the circumstances of the making of the loan and
argues that the loan was properly made. The Bank states that Mr. Vargas approached it on
February 8, 1996 to obtain a loan for $25,000. Vargas informed bank personnel at that time that
the purpose of the loan was to provide funds for election advertising in his congressional
campaign bid. The Bank further states that Vargas was required to fill out the Bank's standard
loan documents, and that a customary review of the loan documents, including the Vargas’
financial statement, was conducted. In conjunction with this, the Bank ran a credit check.
“[Ulpon following [its] standard policy and procedures, the Bank . . . approved a loan to Mr. and
Mrs. Vargas in the principal amount of $15,000 at an initial rate of 10.25% on a revolving line of
credit.”

Regarding the propriety of the lcan, the Bank states that the loan was made in the
ordinary course of business and in accordance with applicable banking law and regulations. The
Bank further states that the loan bears the usual and customary interest rate of the lending
institution for the category of loan involved. It states that the customary rate for personal lines of
credit is generally the New York prime rate, plus one percent to four percent; the loan to Mr. and
Mrs. Vargas was made at the New York prime rate, plus two percent. The Bank then argues that
the loan was ma-e on a basis which assured repayment. In support, the Bank cites the following
factors which were considered before approving the loan: 1) annual income of both applicants;
2) annual debt service; 3) debt ratio; 4) net worth; 5) TRW national risk score; 6) the Bank's
internal loan score; 7) homeowner status; 8) good character; and 9) size of the unsecured loan.

The Bank states that a certain senior vice president with extensive experience in extending




unsecured personal lines of credit evaluated these criteria in relation to the Vargases and that his
analysis indicated that a signed promissory note was a sufficient assurance that the loan would be
repaid.

The Bank further states that the loan is evidenced by a promissory note, and is subject 1o

a due date. The Bank has provided a copy of the promissory note, but not provided any

documents or other information which demonstrates how consideration of these factors
supported the loan to the Vargases.

The Bank acknowledges that the loan was obtained without using either of the methods at
11 C.F.R. § 100.7(b)11)XiXA) or (b), but argues that the “totality of the circumstances” clearly
indicate that the loan was made on a basis which assured repayment, citing 11 C.F.R.
§ 100.7(b)(11)ii).

C. Analysis

1. Allegations in MUR 4311
a. failure to report costs associated with poll meationed in CALPEEK

Complainant has presented no evidence that a violation has occurred; rather, he has
merely assumed that there were reportable costs associated with taking the poll, that they were
incurred during a certain period, and that they were not properly reported. As noted above, the
documentation ~1bmitted by Complainant does not assist his contention, as it provides no
information -as to when the poll was conducted.

Respondents have stated that the poll was conducted after the reporting period suggested
by Complainant. More importantly, they have stated that volunteers to the campaign created the

survey “by gleaning the pertinent data from the [Vargas Committee’s) database, and by making
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phone calls to selected voters.” They state that neither the Vargas Committee nor The Primacy
Group incurred any outside expenses in connection with the survey. Although Respondents do
not address the value of the services provided by Larry Remer, the president of The Primacy

Group who admits to directing the efforts associated with this poll, such services may have been

provided pursuant to the general consulting contract between The Primacy Group and the Vargas

Committee. Indeed, no evidence has been provided which suggests that The Primacy Group did

not bill the Vargas Committee for all services rendered.” Accordingly, there does not appear to
be reason to believe that the Vargas Committee failed to report costs associsted with the poll.
b. acceptance of illegal contribution from campaign manager Ralph Inzunza
Here, Complainant bases his allegation on the fact that Ralph Inzunza is the campaign
manager for the Vargas Committee, and that none of the Vargas Committee’s reports show
payments to him. Accordingly, Complainant concludes that the Vargas Committee accepted a
contribution from Mr. Inzunza in the form of his services. Respondents Ralph Inzunza and Lasvy
Remer have both stated that Mr. Inzunza volunteered his services to the Vargas Commitiee.
Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 431(8(BXi), services provided without compensation by an individual
who volunteers on behalf of a candidate or political committee are not a contribution. Thus,
nothing about Mr. Inzunza’s activities on behalf of the Vargas Committee constitutes a

contribution, ill~gal or otherwise.

" The Vargas Committee's most recent report, its 1996 July Quarterly Report, show that it owes $24,506.07 for
consulting and expenses.
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c. illegal transfer of funds from non-Federsal committee to Federal committee

Several of the violations suggested by complainant fall under this category. First, there is
the general allegation that The Primacy Group used funds collected for the city council race in
connection with the Federal race. More specifically, there is Complainant’s suggestion that
Richard D’ Ascoli and The Primacy Group were both paid for services performed for the Vargas
Committee by Mr. Vargas’ city council re-election committee. Additionally, there is the specific
allegation that the costs associated with a brochure promoting Mr. Vargas' Federal candidacy
were paid for with money from the city council re-election campaign.

Respondents have addressed Complainant’s general allegation. Respondents state that
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 opponents withdrew
because the Vargas campaign had prepared so well that potential challengers realized their efforts
would be futile. Respondents further state the Vargas city council campaign operated similarly
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, supports
Respondents’ contention that Vargas ran unopposed in the 1993 race. See Mike Allen,
Maneuvering by Vargas stuns his fellow Democrats, S.D. Bus. J., Oct. 16, 1995, at 7 (noting
that, in the 199¢ city council race, Vargas “was elected for the third time to the Eighth Council
District Sept. 19 and for the second time without opposition.”) At the same time, documents

produced by Pespondents do not necessarily support their claim as to the amount of money
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raised for the 1993 race. A copy of the summary page from Mr. Vargas® 1993 city council
campaign shows that that campaign raised approximately $47,500, not $65,000, for thet race.®

Thus, there is a discrepancy in what Respondents say was raised for Mr, Vargas’ 1993
city council race and his 1995 city council race. Nevertheless, there is no direct evidence that
money was used for the city council race in the Federal race. Mr. Vargas may have benefited
from an extensive city council campaign in increased visibility and name recognition, but the
Commission has long recognized that legitimate activities by office holders are not necessarily
campaign-related. See, .g., MUR s 3855 and 3937 (Friends of Andrea Seastrand for Congress).
As noted below, Complainant’s specific allegations regarding the use of city council campaign
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 credence in the
absence of any other evidence to support it.

With respect 1o the allegations concerning payments to Mr. D" Ascoli and The Primacy
Group, as noted above, Respondents state generally that any money received from the city
council re-election commitiee was for work performed on that campaign. Furthermore, they
specifically deny that any money received from the city council re-election commitiee was used
to pay them for work to be done for the Vargas Committee. Respondents do not address,
however, what Complainant claims are discrepancies between what D’ Ascoli and The Primacy

Group were paid for their work for the city council re-clection campaign, and their work for the

Vargas Comminee.

* Respondents have also atiached a copy of the summary page from Complainant's 1991 race for the city council
scal now occupied by Mr. Vargas, showing that Complainant spent $284,000 in that race.




Nevertheless, it does not appear that a cognpuison of what D' Ascoli and The Primacy
Group were paid for each campaign supports Complainant’s contention that the city council
re-clection campaign paid for services provided to the Federal campaign. Indeed, Complainant
appears to have used two different sets of figures in comparing what Mr. D’ Ascoli was paid, and
what The Primacy Group was paid, for the two campaigns. The figure given for payments to
Mr. D'Ascoli in connection with the city council re-election campaign was based on two months
during the campaign, and included expenses for which Mr. D’Ascoli was apparently reimbursed
by the campaign.” The figure for The Primacy Group proffered by the Complainant was based
on amounts paid to the consultant over the course of nine months. Moreover, with regard to
costs incurred by the Vargas Committee for the services of D’ Ascoli and The Primacy Group, the
complaint was filed before the Vargas Committee filed its 1996 April Quarterly Report, which
showed debts and obligations to D’ Ascoli and The Primacy Group of $5,000 and $25,628.33,
rcspccu'vciy.'o

Using appropriate figures to compare what Mr. D’ Ascoli and The Primacy group were

paid, on average, for the nine-month period of the city council re-election campaign, against what

they were to be paid, on average, for the six months of the Federal primary campaign, reveals

that each received more for the Federal campaign than for the non-Federal campaign. D’ Ascoli

was paid appiuximately $9,100 over the nine months of the non-Federal campaign, an average of

* The disclosure statement for California requires that a code be placed by each disbursement, 30 as to indicate the
purpose of that disbursement. In tallying up amounts paid to Mr. D’ Ascoli, Complainant not only added those
amounts coded “G™ and “P", which apply to general operations and overhead, and professional management and
consulting services, respectively, and which would appear 1o represent payment to D’ Ascoli for services performed,
but also added those amounts coded “F” and “I", which relate to fundraising events and literature, respectively, and
which would appear to be reimbursements of costs advanced by Mr. D" Ascoli.

' The April Quarterly Report also shows a payment to The Primacy Group of $1,000.




7 0 4

;7 0

‘
w/

U 4

9

o (o T Aaiouds o o aae L o ity
e bt ¢ oadd i = l g i 4 v e

$1,011 per month. D’Ascoli charged $6,800 for the six months of the Federal campaign, an
average of $1,133 per month. Likewise, The Primacy Group was paid approximately $15,300
over the nine months of the non-Federal campaign, an average of $1,700 per month, while it
charged approximately $27,000 for the six months of the Federal campaign, an average of $4,500
per month. Accordingly, Mr. D' Ascoli and The Primacy Group both apparently worked for the
Federal campaign at greater cost than they did for the non-Federal campaign, thus completely
undermining this aspect of Complainant’s allegations. Consequently, it does not appear that
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 Vargas®
Federal candidacy appeared in the district. The flyer in question, a copy of which is attached to
the complaint, states that it was paid for by “Vargas for Congress ‘96, Deanna Liebergot,
Treasurer.” Complainant further states that, on that same day, “several full-time staff members
began to work in a congressional campaign office,” citing the San Diego Business Journal article
cited above. Complainant alleges that the Vargas city council re-election campaign paid for the
flyers, thus resulting in a transfer of funds from a non-Federal committee to a Federal committee.
Complainant further alleges that this expenditure was over $5,000, resulting in Mr. Vargas
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 campaign

-
‘31.:'
-




was spent in the Federal race. Moreover, despite Complainant's contention, this Office can

discern no expense reported on Mr. Vargas’ city council re-election campeign reports which
might relate to the brochure at issue. In contrast, the Vargas Committee’s 1996 January Year-
End Repont, does show disbursements to PG Printing & Graphics for “Printing” in amounts

totaling $2,764 in carly October 1995, which more than likely relate to the brochure at issue.

However, although the Vargas Committee reports that it disbursed funds for the

brochures in early October 1995, Complainant has alleged that these brochures were being

distributed as early as September 20, 1995. If Complainant is correct in his observation, then the
Vargas Committee should have reported the disbursement for the brochures as being made as of
the date it obtained them, not the date the invoice was paid. Cf FEC v, American Federation of

State, County and Municipal Employees - P.E.O P.L.E. Qualified. et al., CA No. 88-3208 (RCL)
(D.D.C. 1990) (where the court determined that a political committee which made an in-kind

contribution to a candidate’s commitiee was required to report the cost of that contribution at the
time the phone banks were in operation, rejecting the political committee’s argument that the
disbursement occurred when it paid for the services.) Accordingly, this Office recommends that
the Commission find reason to belicve that Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Licbergot, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. § 104.14(d) by failing to accurately report
the date of the ~isbursement associated with the brochures.

Mx.-vargas‘ Statement of Candidacy was filed with the Clerk of the House of
Representatives on October 13, 1995, and was dated October 9, 1995. Given that, for Vargas to
be in compliance, he could have become a candidate no earlier than September 28, 1995. The

Vargas Committee’s first report, the 1996 January Year-End Report, shows that the only




disbursement by the Vargas Committee prior to this date was for $200 on September 25, 1995, 1o
San Diego Gas & Electric. Even factoring in the amount apparently spent on the brochures,

Mr. Vargas would not have exceeded the threshold for candidate status due to the amount of its
expenditures by September 28, 1995. Additionally, by September 29, 1995, the Vargas

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 supra
at 11-12. It appears that Mr. Vargas approached the Bank on February 8, 1996 to obtain a loan
for $25,000. According to the information received to date, he informed bank personnel at that
time that the loan was 1o assist in his congressional campaign bid. Vargas filled out the Bank's
standard loan documents, and a customary review of the loan documents, including Mr. and
Mrs. Vargas® financial statement, was conducted. In conjunction with this, the Bank ran a credit
check. The Bank's submission further states that a senior vice president with extensive
experience in evtending unsecured personal lines of credit evaluated nine criteria in relation to

the Va:gasés and his analysis indicated that a signed promissory note was a sufficient assurance




that the loan would be repaid."’ The Bank approved a loan to Mr. and Mrs. Vargas in the

principal amount of $15,000 at an initial rate of 10.25% on a revolving line of credit.

Based on allegations in the complaint, a question arises as to whether the loan was made

in the ordinary course of business, specifically, whether it was made on a basis which assures

repayment. 2 Because the loan in the instant matter is unsecured, the only way Mr. Vargas can

establish this proposition is through the “totality of the circumstances” provisionat 11 CF.R.

§ 100.7(b)(11)(it). Generally, section 100.7(b)(11)(ii) “leaves open the possibility that other

approaches, such as loans guaranteed in whole or in part by the borrower’s signature, which are

not specified in the rules, will also be found” to assure repayment. Explanation and Justification,

Regulations on Loans from Lending Institutions to Candidates and Political Committees, 56 Fed.

Reg. 67118, 67119 (December 27, 1991).

In Advisory Opinion 1994-26, a candidate sought permission to use revolving lines of

credit he had held for several years prior to his candidacy. The lines of credit were unsecured

signature loans based on the candidate’s credit, owned wholly by the candidate and for which no

other person was jointly or severally liable on any portion of the accounts. In determining that

the totality of the circumstances indicated that use of the lines of credit for the campaign would

meet the assurance of repayment requirement, the Commission noted that the lines of credit did

-

"' The following factors were considered before approving the loan: 1) annual income of both applicants; 2) annual
debt service; 3" debt ratio; 4) net worth; 5) TRW national risk score; 6) the Bank's internal loan score;
7) homeowner status; 8) good character; and 9) size of the unsecured loan.

" The loan is evidenced by a writien instrument and is subject to a due date. Moreover, the bank states that, with
regard to the 10.25% interest rate, “[t]he customary rate for personal lines of credit will vary, but the range is

generally New York prime rate, plus 1% to 4%. In accordance with the Bank's customary practice, the Loan was
made to Mr. and Mrs. Vargas at New York prime rate, plus 2%, within this range.” The interest rate is a varisble
one.
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not “appear to have been obtained . . . for the purpose of influencing any candidacy or other
political purpose.” The Commission also took into consideration the fact that the lines had been
issued years prior to the candidacy, evidencing a long-standing relationship between the lending
institutions and the candidate. The Commission ultimately concluded that the candidate could

draw on these lines of credit for his campaign without the draws being considered to be

contributions by the bank. 9

The application of such factors in the instant matter weighs against the loan being
considered 1o have been made on a basis which assures repayment. First, Mr. Vargas has
admitted that the unsecured line of credit was obtained specifically to aid in his federal
campaign. Second, the loan was obtained with the signature of Vargas' wife; the account was
not wholly-owned by the candidate. Finally, there is no evidence that Mr. Vargas had any prior
relationship with the bank. Indeed, the Vargas Committee’s campaign depository was
maintained at another bank."

Centain facts, surrounding the actual making of the loan, however, may suggest that the
loan was made on a basis which assures repayment. First, there is the fact that, while both
Mr. Vargas and the Bank state that Mr. Vargas approached the Bank for a $25,000 loan, he only
obtained a $15,000 loan, suggesting that the Bank only authorized an amount it felt assured

would be repaid. Next, there is the fact that approximately one month passed from the time

" The Commission declined to approve the use of one of the lines of credit because it did not appear 1o have been
obtained from a qualified depository institution.

** A lenter from the Bank's counsel to the California State Banking Department reveals that other questions have
been raised about the propriety of the loan. That letter, which was attached to Juan Vargas® response to the
complaint, notes that “it is unjust [for the Staze Banking Department] to question the motives of the Bank’s
President . . . in relation to the Loan. [The President] had no involvement whatsoever in the Loan's approval.
Further, [the President’s) tireless efforts on behalf of the Center City Development Corporation has greatly
enhanced the City of San Diego's redevelopment.
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Mr. Vargas first approached the Bank to request the loan until the promissory note was issued,
suggesting the possibility that the Bank carcfully evaluated the application. The Bask has
represented that a senior vice president with extensive experience in extending unsecured lines of
sufficient assurance of repayment. Indeed, it appears to this Office that an evaluation of these
nine factors, itemized supra at 11, would have provided the Bank with sufficient evidence of
whether it could expect that the loan would be repaid. The loan was in fact repaid on May 29,
1996. ’

For the “1otality of the circumstances” to demonstrate that repayment is assured,
Respondents must produce enough information fer the Commission to be able to exercise its own
judgment as to the propriety of the loan. The Commission may then determine whether the

lending institution properly considered the information in deciding to approve the loan. .

Here, Respondents have not met their burden, in that they have failed to provide
the Commission with enough information with which to evaluate the Bank’s decision.
Accordingly, t.. Office recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that the Bank
of Commerce violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b with respect to the making of this loan, and that Vargas

for Congress ‘<6 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b by accepting the

proceeds of this loan. Because of his involvement in obtaining the loan for the Vargas
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Committee, this Office further recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that
Juan C. Vargss violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

Where a loan is concerned, each endorser is deemed to have contributed that portion of
the total amount for which he or she agreed to be liable in a written agreement. See 11 C.F.R
§ 100.7(a)(1)(iXC). 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 loan 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. Id, 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 amount of the
loan. See 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)1Xi}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 “[t]he obligations under this Note are joint
and several,” meaning that each borrower is liable for the full amount borrowed. The campaign
deposited the full amount of the line of credit, $15,000, into its account on March 6, 1996. Up
until the 1996 July Quarterly Report, Adrienne Vargas had not made any contribution to the
Vargas Commir=e. Consequently, she could contribute up to $1,000 before she exceeded the
limitations at Section 441a(a)(1)(A). 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.
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Accordingly, this Office recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that
Adrienne Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A) by making an excessive contribution in the
amount of $6,500 to Vargas for Congress ‘96, and that Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna
Licbergot, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) by accepting this contribution.

b. other loans

Complainant ﬁn‘thaallcgesthutwo $5,000 loans reported as being made by the
candidate probably came from the same bank loan, arguing that “[g]iven the limited assets and
incomes shown on Mr. Vargas® Financial Disclosure Statements, it is probable that this $10,000
comes from the same [Bank of Commerce loan).”

The information in hand does not support Complainant’s contention. The full amount of
the line of credit had been deposited into the Vargas Committee’s accounts, and no payments
were made on that loan prior to the election. Accordingly, Mr. Vargas could not access that line
of credit for more funds. Additionally, while Complainant claims that information on a financial
disclosure statement for Mr. Vargas would suggest that Mr. Vargas could not afford to make
these loans from personal funds, Complainant has not provided a copy of that statement.

Mr. Vargas has stated simply that “[t]here are no such illegal loans.”
This Office has obtained a copy of the Financial Disclosure Statement filed by

Mr. Vargas with the U.S. House of Representatives on November 2, 1995. Attachment 1. That

form shows that Mr. Vargas had total eamings in 1995, up to the time of the filing of the report,

of $53,000. The form further shows that Mr. Vargas apparently has two retirement plans worth

between $1,001 and $15,000 each." The form did not require reporting of personal savings of

"* Three retirement plans are reported. One apparently belongs to Mr. Vargas' wife.
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$5,000 or less, and no personal savings is reported. The form also indicates debt in the form of

two student loans, valued at between $15,001 and $50,000 cach.'® The form did not require the

reporting of home mortgages or car loans.
Not only is the information on the Financial Disclosure 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 present a

contemporaneous picture of Mr. Vargas' financial situation.'” Absent more information, this

Office cannot recommend that the Commission find reason to believe that violations occurred

with respect to these two loans.

c. failure to report contributions

There does not appear to be any basis to support Complainant’s next allegation, that the

Vargas Committee failed to report all of the contributions it received. Complainant makes this

conclusion by looking at the amount spent by the campaign on television advertising, as

evidenced by invoices from local television stations for the period commencing March 11, 1996,

$100,885, and argues that because the Vargas Committee’s 1996 12-Day Pre-Primary Report

showed only $56,000 in cash-on-hand, and because the Vargas Committee reported only $18,000

in contributions in its 48-Hour Notices, the Vargas Committee “would have to have raised

$26,000 . . . in -~ matter of days.”

This Office has no evidence to suggest that Mr. Vargas is incorrect in his assertion that

“Vargas for Congress ‘96 has . . . reported all sums raised and expended.” As required, the

" It is not clear if one of these loans belongs to Mr. Vargas' wife.

' The loans were received by the Vargas Committee on March 11 and 12, 1996
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Vargas Committee's 12-Day Pre-Primary Report was complete as of the 20th day before the
election, March 6, 1996. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(4)AXii). That left almost three weeks before
the election, held on March 26, 1996, not “a matter of days”™, for the Vargas Committee to obtain
sufficient funds to pay for the advertising. Complainant acknowledges that the $18,000 reported
on 48-Hour Notices brought the amount necded 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 hours prior to the election, it raised over $60,000.
Therefore, there is no reason to believe that the Vargas Committee violated the Act with respect
to this allegation.
M. PROPOSED RESOLUTION OF MATTER

This report contains recommendations for reason to believe findings against the Vargas
Committee for failing to properly report the date of certain disbursements, for accepting a
corporate contribution in the form of an improper bank loan, and for accepting an excessive
contribution from the spouse of the candidate in the form of a loan guarantee. The report also
contains one recommendation against the candidate, Juan Vargas, for accepting the improper
bank loan on behalf of the Committee, one mo@nmmﬁon against the candidate’s spouse for
making an excessive contribution due to her loan guarantee, and one recommendation against the
Bank of Comm-rce for making the improper loan. With regard to all of the other allegations
made by Colmplainam, 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 moath before its due date. Additionally, Mr. Vargas was
the losing candidate in the primary election, and the Vargas Committee’s latest report, the
1996 July Quarterly Repont, 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 appears that Commission resources would be put to better use in pursuing
other matters. Given these factors, this Office recommends that the eommission 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 will include admonishment language
regarding the Act’s requirements.
IV. RECOMMENDATIONS
1. Find no reason to believe that Richard D’ Ascoli violated the Act.

Find no reason to believe that Ralph Inzunza violated the Act.

Find no reason to believe that The Primacy Group violated the Act.

Find no reason to believe that Juan C. Vargas violated the Act with respect to the
allegations in MUR 4311.

Find reason to believe that Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Liebergot, as
treasir 2r, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. § 104.14(d) with respect to the
allegations in MUR 4311.

Find no reason to believe that Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Liebergot, as
treasurer, committed any other violation with respect to the allcgations in MUR 4311.

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. § 441b with
respect to the allegations in MUR 4327,
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8. Find reason to believe that Adrienne D. Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)1)XA)
with respect to the allegations in MUR 4327.

9. Find reason to believe that Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) with respect to the allegations in MUR 4327.

10.  Find no reason to belicve that Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Liebergot, as
treasurer, committed any other violation with respect to the allegations in MUR 4327.

11.  Take no further action against Juan C. Vargas and Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanns
Liebergot, as treasurer, regarding the violations in connection with MUR 4311.

12.  Take no further action against the Bank of Commerce, Juan C. Vargas, Adrienne D.
Vargas, and Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, regarding the
violations in connection with MUR 4327.

13.  Approve the appropriate letters.

14. Close the files.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
/o ~3- 96 BY: cw\——
Date Loii?/fcmcr
Assoliate General Counsel
Attachment:

1. Financial Disclosure Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTONS DC 20461

MEMORANDUM

TO: LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS /MARY W. DOVE
COMMISSION SECRETARY

DATE : OCTOBER 7, 1996

SURJECT: MURs 4311/4327 - ERRATA. MEMORANDUM TO THE COMMISSION
DATED OCTOBER 2, 1996..

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commisgsion on Wednesday, October 2, 1996 at 4:00 p.m.

Objection(s) have been received from the

Commissioner(s) as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner Aikens XXX (FOR THE RECORD)

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner McDonald
Commissioner McGarry
Commissioner Potter

Commissioner Thomas




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 2461

TO: LAWRENCE NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARY W. DOVE
SECRETARY OF THE COMMISSION

DATE: OCTOBER 15, 1996

SUBJECT: MURs 4311/4327 - ERRATA. MEMORANDUM TO THE
COMMISSION DATED OCTOBER 2, 199

The above-captioned matter was circulated

T2
to the Commission on a %8- hour vote 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.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 4311

Juan C. Vargas;

vargas for Congress '96 and
Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer;

Richard D'Ascoli;

Ralph Inzunza;

The Primacy Group;

Juan C. Vargas;

Adrienne D. Vargas;

Vargas for Congress '96 and
Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer;

Bank of Commerce

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on Octcber 22,
1996, do hereby certify that the Commission took the

following actions with respect to MURS 4311 and 4327:
Deci

Find no reason to believe that Richard
D'Ascoli violated the Act.

Find no reason to believe that Ralph
Inzunza violated the Act.

Find no reason to believe that The
Primacy Group violated the Act.

Find no reascn to believe that Juan C.

Vargas violated the Act with respect to
the allegations in NMUR 4311.

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification: MURS 4311 and 4327
Octocber 22, 1996

Find reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress '96 and Deanna Lieberxgot,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.8.cC.

§ 434(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 104.14(d)
with respect to the allegations in
MUR 4311.

FPind no reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress 'S96 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer, committed any other
violations with respect to the
allegations in MUR 4311.

Find reason to believe that Adrienne

D. Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. § 44l1la(a)
(1) (A) with respect to the allegations
in MUR 4327.

Find reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress '56 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S8.C.

§ 441la(f) with respect to the
allegations in MUR 4327.

Find no reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress '56 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer, committed any other
viclation 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.

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification: MURS 4311 AND 4327
October 22, 1996

2. Palled ip a vote of 2-2 to pass a motion to

Find reason to believe that the Bank
of Commerce, Juan C. Vargas, aand
Vargas for Congress '96 and Deanna
Liebergot, as treasurer, each
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b with respect
to the allegations in MUR 4327.

Take no further action against the
Bank of Commerce, Juan C. Vargas,
Adrienne D. Vargas, and Vargas for
Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot,

as treasurer, regarding the violations
in connection with MUR 4327.

Commissioners McDonald and Thomas voted
affirmatively for the motion.

Commissioners Aikens and Elliott dissented.
Commissioner McGarry was not present.

b vot f 4-0 ¢t

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.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald,
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the

decision. Commissioner McGarry was not
present.

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification: MURS 4311 AND 4327
October 22, 1996

Decided by a vote of 4-0 to rescind all
of the previous actions just taken in
this meeting on MURS 4311 and 4327.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald,
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the
decision. Commissioner McGarry was not
present.

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.

Find no reason to believe that
The Primacy Group violated the Act.

Find no reason to believe that
Juan C. Vargas violated the Act
with respect to allegations in MUR 4311.

Find reason to believe that Vargas
for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S8.C.

§ 434(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 104.14(d)
with respect to the allegations in
MUR 4311.

Find no reason to believe that Vargas

for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot,

as treasurer, committed any other
violation with respect to the allegations
in MUR 4311.

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification: MURS 4311 and 4327
October 22, 1996

g) Find reason to believe that Adrienne
D. Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. 44la(a) (1) (A)
with respect to the allegations in
MUR 4327.

Find reason to believe that Vargas for
Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f)
with respect to the allegations in
MUR 4327.

Find no reason to belisve that Vargas
for Congress '96 and Deanna Liebergot,
as treasurer, committed any other
vioclation 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.

Failed in a vote of 2-2 to 8

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. § 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 Commission
Certification: MURS 4311 AND 4327
October 22, 1996

Take no further action against Juan

C. Vargas and Vargas for Congress '96
and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer,
regarding the violations in connection
with MUR 4311.

Take no further action against Adrienne
D. Vargas, and Vargas for Congress '96
and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer,
regarding the violations in connection
with MUR 4327.

Approve appropriate letters.

d) Close the files.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, and
Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.
Commissioner McGarry was not present.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
ecretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 2046}

November 8, 1996

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The Honorable Bob Filner
Bob Filner for Congress
P.O. Box 127868

San Diego, CA 92112

MURs 4311 and 4327

Juan C. Vargas

Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna
Liebergot, as treasurer

Richard D’ Ascoli

Ralph Inzunza

The Primacy Group

Adrienne D. Vargas

Bank of Commerce

Dear Congressman Filner:

On October 22, 1996, the Federal Election Commission reviewed the allegations of your
complaint and two amendments in MUR 4311 dated October 20, 1995, October 23, 1995 and
February 20, 1996, respectively. The Commission found that on the basis of the information
provided in your complaint and amendments, and information provided by the Respondents,
there is no reason to believe Juan C. Vargas, Richard D’ Ascoli, Ralph Inzunza, or The Primacy
Group, violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the Act™). The
Commission did find that there was reason to believe Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna
Liebergot, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(1), a provision of the Act, and 11 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 complaint 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 reason to
believe Vargas for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f),
and Adricnne D. Vargas violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A). The Commission was equally




The Honorable Bob Filner .
MURs 4311 and 4327

Page 2

divided on whether to find reason to believe Juan C. Vargas, Vargas for Congress ‘96 and
Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, and Bank of Commerce, each violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.,

Finally, after considering the circumstances of these matters, the Commission, on
October 22, 1996, determined to take no further action against Adrienne D. Vargas and Vargas
for Congress ‘96 and Deanna Liebergot, as treasurer, and closed the files in these matters. These
matters will become part of the public record within 30 days. . A Statement of Reasons providing
a basis for the Commission's decision in MUR 4327 regarding Juan C. Vargas, Vargas for
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 judicial
review of the Commission's dismissal of these actions. Se¢ 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(8).

If you have any questions, please contact Tony Buckley, the attorney assigned to this
matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

S, g
]
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\ L= 7‘__1_* Co—m——
Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
Centification




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

November 8, 19098

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 Campaign 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 on whether to find
reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in
this matter. A Statement of Reasons providing a basis for the Commission's decision will follow.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no longer apply and this matter
is now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote. If you
wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon
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Juan Carlos Vargas
MURs 4311 and 4327
Page 2

as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before receiving your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact Tony Buckley, the attorney assigned to this
matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

¢y
, S
ey e S
Lois G. Lerpier
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

November 8, 1996

Deanna Liebergot, Treasurer

Vargas 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 treasurer, 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 and you, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. § 104.14(d). The Commission found no
reason to believe the Committee and you, as treasurer, committed any other violation with
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, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441a(f). The Commission was equally divided on whether to find reason to believe the
Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b. Finally, the Commission found no
reason to believe the Committee and you, as treasurer, committed any other violation with
respect to the allegations in MUR 4327.

Afier considering the circumstances of these matters, the Commission also determined to
take no further action and closed its files. The Commission reminds you that when a candidate
obtains a loan on which the spouse’s signature is required, and that loan is unsecured, then the
spouse’s signature results in a contribution equal to half the value of the loan. Sucha
contribution is subject to the limitations of 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A). The Commission further
reminds you that a disbursement for an expenditure should be reported as having been made
when the expenditure is made, or the benefit is actually conferred, whichever comes first. You
should take steps to ensure compliance with these requirements in the future.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no longer apply and this matter
is now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote. If you
wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon




Deanna Licbergot,
MURs 4311 and 4327
Page 2

as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record before receiving your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact Tony Buckley, the attorney assigned to this
matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

‘/Lec:Ann Elliott

Chairman

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

November 8, 1098

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 of a 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 information in the
complaint, and information provided by you and other Respondents, that there is no reason to
believe The Primacy Group violated the Act. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
mafter.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

S, ;7\2‘ -

BY: LoisG. Lemer
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
GC Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

November 8, 1008

1171 24th Street
San Diego, CA 92102

Dear Mr. D’ Ascoli:

On February 28, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a 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 information in the
complaint, and information provided by you and other Respondents, that there is no reason to
believe you violated the Act. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

il A
[ L,/:‘ic,.g‘____\

BY: 1éinG. Uemer
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

November 8, 19986

Ralph Inzunza

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 of a 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 information in the
complaint, and information provided by you and other Respondents, that there is no reason to
believe you violated the Act. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

¥ |

_ T~
BY:  LoisG. Lbmer e

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
GC Report
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