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INTRODUCTION

Herb Rosenberg 15 an independent citizen. not on the payroll of any pohitical party or
political commuttee. He s acung as an altruistic. public spirited citizen seeking to protect the
public interest, without any personal gain but on behalt of all Americans. In 1992, he was a
volunteer coordinator in the Ross Perot Presidential Campaign

Herb Rosenberg files this complaint against H. Ross Perot and Perot "92, Perot Petition
( ommittee and affiliated Committees (hereafier referred to as Perot “92) for making what are
apparently false filings with the Federal Elecuion Commussion (FEC) in 1992

Herb Rosenberg files this complaint against H. Ross Perot and the organization Perot “96
Inc. and the Perot Retorm Commuttee (hereafter referred to as Perot “96) for receiving and
accepting what are apparently unlawtul campaign contributions and for making what are
apparently false statements to the public

COMPLAINT

4 In 1992 H Ross Perot and Perot “92 filed documents with the Federal Election
Commuission (FEC) stating that campaign contributions were made and returned to certain
individuals. 1 was histed as one ot those individuals

5 I never made a monetany campaign contribution to H. Ross Perot or Perot “92, nor have |

ever received a returned campaign donation

\ \s a volunteer regional coordinator tor Mr. Perot’s Presidential campaign. |
ind other regional coordinators) was required to turn in all donations collected, 1o Mr. Perot’s
representative in New York State. These donations that | sent in were merely transfers on my
part and not donations from me. This was ven clear 1o Mr. Perot’s representative since most
were checks and money orders trom other people [t these donations were reported as returned
to me. they were not. These donations were then placed 1n an account to pay the expenses of the
campaign for each rediod

itselt 18 an maccurate report 1o the FEC, but 1t presents a ditterent and more insidious



13 It these momes were placed in an account 1o be used 1o pay campalgn expenses

ind they were reported as hay heen returned. they had the benefit of using the money without

COROIIng

( [ spoke with a number of persons who were reported by Mr. Perot and Perot *9.
as having made donations and having the monev returned. These persons say they neither mad
jonations nor recernved any money back. 1 noticed on the filings made to the FEC, that a large

number of 1992 XY Stuate regional coordinators tn Mr. Perot's Presidential campatgn were listed

1s having made contnibutions 1o the campaign and having the monev returned
) 192 renort ’ { \Nr P t and Perot “92 do not properly wdentiiy
b ik RE 7 ) o , S
eq oL ¢ ¢
; Please contact those people in NY State that Mr. Perot and Perot *92 claim to
have returned money to in 1992, and investigate whether such took place and whether there was
traud perpetrated on the FE( 'his al mav have occurred 1n other states. In anv event. there
md facle Case that massive traud ma ve taken place in NY State
{ 1 ' = - P P e e ¢ : il - ) vl . Lol .
¢ Mr. Perot, and his Pet W are recipients. knowingly and willingly of what [ believe are
leeal and excessive campaign donauons by the cable channels “C-Span and C-Span2
Mr. Perot and Perot "96 have run a number of campaign ads (what Mr. Perot
refers 1o as “Informercials™ on television promoting Mr. Perot’s Presidential Candidacy and the
v ICC ;,'..“ \:'..'”. i1 { iNalaacy 1 NIS rum g {5 !l Cn ‘3‘-.

B [hese ads run approximately 29 minutes each. According to Russell Verney, Mr

Perot’s campaign emplovee and as stated 1in court documents “A representative of Perot’96

™ ( \1 least 2 of these ads have been run at least 2 times. in their entirety on the cable

channels C-Span and C-Span2. | have personally observed this. This amounts 1o campaign
contributions of approximately S1.¢ W this organization 1o Mr. Perot. Mr. Choate and
heir PCC's. This campaign contribution 1s obviousiy far in excess of what 1s allowed bv law
Mr Perot. Mr. Choate and Perot “96 by not directing C-Span/C-Span?2 to stop
¢ these ads ¢ accepted these apparently illegal campaign contributions
emphas Se ¢ > second. 30 second or 1 minute
' < 1 \ i !
C =N S Q3 ¢ and press conferences be
. LW |
L ‘ ' | SNNCE these ar 10ne¢e 1n pub
CraL 3 \ S CS¢ dre news st €S 1 arc



permissible. Mr, Perot has been the recipient of a large amount of air time on C-Span'C-Span.

imcluding but not himited 1o speeches made in High Schools, College

Press Clubs, Chambers of Commerce, rallies et

G AMr. Perot's ads (Informercials) are not new s, they are POLITICAL
IDVERTISEMENTS subiect to campaign contribution |

[ yrun his 1996 Presidenual
AN rol has ving v made n ¢ statements on television to intluence
pinton abot 996 presidential candidacy and why he should be in the 1996

19] debhates
i e wll

Mr. Perot has repeatedly said he was on all 30 state ballots when in actuality up

8 p.m. on Friday September 20. 1996 he was not on the NY State ballot. He was making
Cdlrd, O7T WOCkK » DEIN ine \-\ state I'\.‘.;H".

Iv h
dily

\Vir. Perot has run television ads (informercalsi wih have ob

d inf ercia vich 1 have Served., staung
that 76 percent of the public wants him to be in the presidential debates. He made this statement

ive television and ran his ads even after the ONN TIME T'SA TODAY/'GALLUP POLL of
September 17, 1996 showed that only 32% of persons interviewed wanted him to be in the

] } ) Ty S 1 . =B g + o} . i a o 4
- presidential debates (See exhibit A These are only a tew 1e falsehoods he is putting ou
s the arrwas
( By using the money he received trom the Presidential Election Campaign Fund 1o
misinform the public. Mr Perot and Perot "96 are violating the letter. spirit and intent of FE(

regulations. and are at least unethical

CONCLUSION

: g1 I cdera ceion ¢ IMMISSION NaS DEen presented with the aiore ‘-'_1'.-.'\i facts "‘l‘—'.—
formation to make ma facie case that Mr. Perot and Perot *92 and Perot 96 have and are
knowingly and with intent. have and are continuing to engage in activities in violation of FEA
Regulations. That wherever and whenever possible, Mr. Perot and his paid henchmen. 1ake
infair advantage of the courts, of the law. ot regulations, of the good will of Amencans and of
JEMOCTACH 11¢ 1\ l,\" twhnerever and Wniena ¢t fi 1S 1O Nis advantage. he ‘»\‘,'l.l‘!
~ 1. ©N I v 51K { enp y TS 24 W1l I nis
~ . i -
l n 1 CT Co NPl IS i v ".;. i od Witl 1 il | { e alt St \\.1' }"\.‘I“’. .l:]l..i s
PC( ind that ¢ ¢ not been investigated or have not as vet been acted upon by the FE(
A the F A ISt COMie Imderstand 1s that thesg olat s JO NOL oCeur in a vacuum ang arg
u 0 L & 1< ~;‘ v tr Q& ce \J Qe .I- eNg 1C =~ 1 .
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aggregate are not a munor infraction. and they must be treated as a cumulative violation, and nol
as separate unrelated acts. The public interest demands that it be protected from these violations
F'he US. Congress. recogmzing that certain criminal acts are part of an organized crime scheme
passed a regulation to deal with just such events. The FEC must realize that certain violations of
FEC Regulations are also part of a scheme and should be treated as such. Mr. Perot does not fear
the law. If caught violaung the law, he merely payvs a fine of what 10 a man of his vast wealth. 15
chump change, a pittance. But he also counts on not getting caught, or not being penalized
hecause his actions are viewed as separate or minor incidents. They are never viewed as an
overall scheme and so the totality of what 1s occurning 1s never recogmzed

| request that the Federal Election Commission take action to protect the overwhelming
public nterest. o protect and insure the election process and to defend the voter from fraud and

feception

Respectfullv submitted.
7y 7
Raf- A s

- /
Herb Rosenberg .

Dated: September 27. 1996

|*. -“‘&\-L ' h& n-‘*—:——
Herb Rosenberg

STATE OF N.Y.. COUNTY OF SUFFOLK

-~

BEFORE ME. the undersigned authority. on this 27th day of September. 1996, personally
appeared Herb Rosenberg to me well known to be the person described in and who Signed and
Swore to betore me the Foregoing. and acknowledged to me that he executed the same freelv and
voluntanily for the uses and purposes therein expressed

WITNESS myv hand and official seal the date atoresaid

MARY E, NASTA

. Notary Pubhc, Staie of New York
NOTARY PUBLIC No. 5060239
Juatified m Suffolk Coynt
My Commussion Expires Tarm Exoirec fis Y-
Exr Vay 20, &g
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20453

October 7, 1996

Herb Rosenberg
176 Weeks Road
North Babylon, NY 11703

RE: MUR 4485
Dear Mr. Rosenberg:

This letter acknowledges receipt on September 30, 1996, of the complaint you filed
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 4485, 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.

Sinterely, _
e,
S 4

Colleen T. Seéalander, Attorney

Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

October 7, 1996

J. Michael Poss, Treasurer
Perot "96 Inc

7616 LBJ Freeway

Suite 727

Dallas, TX 75251

RE: MUR 4485
Dear Mr. Poss:

I'he Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Perot 96
Inc. (“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 4485. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
he taken against the Committee and vou, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual
or legal materials which yvou 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(aX 12X} A) unless yvou 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 authonzing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.



.

If vou have any questions, please contact Erik Morrison at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief descniption of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,

%
/’? e
r/f@elnu/,

(Mfccn I'. Sealander, Attorney

Central Enforcement Docket
Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

October 7, 1996

Mike Poss, Treasurer
Perot Reform Committee
7616 LBJ Freeway

Suite 727

Dallas, TX 75251

RE MUR 4485
Dear Mr. Poss:

The Federal Flection Commission received a complaint which indicates that the Perot
Reform Committee (“Committee™) and you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal
Flection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act”). A copy of the complaint is enclosed.
We have numbered this matter MUR 4485, 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)( 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in wniting 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 Erik Morrison at (202) 219-3400. For your

information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures for handling

complaints.

Singerely,

‘//,.f.:l f “‘/1

~ Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Fnclosures

I. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

October 7, 1996
Mike Poss, Treasurer

Perot 92

12377 Ment Drive
Suite 1700
Dallas, TX 75251

RE: MUR 4485
Dear Mr. Poss:

I'he Federal Flection Commission received a complaint which indicates that Perot *92
(“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 4485, Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
he 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)(4XB) and
§ 437g(a) 12X 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.



e

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

S‘mjcrcl}'.

complaints

Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

QOctober 7, 1906
James Kirk Cooper, Treasurer

Perot Petition Commuttee

26 Navarre

Irvine, CA 92715

RE: MUR 4485
Dear Mr. Cooper:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the Perot
Petition Committee( "Committee”) and yvou, as treasurer. may have violated the Federal
Flection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act”). A copy of the complaint is enclosed.
We have numbered this matter MUR 4485, Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence

Under the Act, vou 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

T'his matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)4)B) and
§ 437g(a) 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If vou 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 Enk Morrison at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,
\

A . Ve
MJ(LZWJ '

I
Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

4

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2 Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

October 7, 1996

President
C-SPAN/C-SPAN 2

400 N. Capitol Street, NW
Suite 650

Washington, DC 20001

RE: MUR 4485
Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that C-
SPAN C-SPAN 2 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 44835
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, vou have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against C-SPAN/C-SPAN 2 in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
matenals 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
'n the available information.

T'his matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U S.C. § 437g(a)4)(B) and
S 437g(a)( 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If vou 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
»f such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commussion



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

complaints.

Singerely,

LA
“Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

October 7, 1996

H. Ross Perot
1700 Iakeside Square
Dallas, TX 75251

RE: MUR 4485
Dear Mr. Perot:

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 4485. Please refer to this
number in all future correspondence.

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

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



™

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

.
Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney

Central Enforcement Docket

Fnclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

-

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Colleen T. Sealander. Esqg s
O1ifice of General Counsel =
Federal Elecuon Commission -0
| N W = e
190 b Street. -
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Washington. D.C. 20463
Atin: Erik Morrison

Re M 4485

Dear Ms, Sealander

Artached are designations of counsel executed by various respondents in connection with
This letter requests an extension of time of thirty (30) days to
7. 1996. which was received October 9. 1996 by the
reterenced respondents. Because counsel was only recently appointed to this matter additional

s required to review the matter and surrounding facts. Based on the date of receipt. the
24. 1996. If the requested extension is granted. th

above referenced matter

pond 1o vour inquiry dated October

Fera ™
i i

the

f1ry

-

rizinal response date would be October
response will be due November 23, 1996

.

[hank vou for vour consideration. It vou have any questions. vou may reach me at the

¢ reterenced number

Sincerely.

N

VM

P

R. ClavtonrMultord



"STATEMENT OF DESIGNATI UN

MUR 4485
NAME OF COUNSEL: R. Clayton Mulford

FIRM: Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.

1717 Main Street, Suite 27800

ADDRESS:

Dallas, Texas 75201

TELEPHONE: (7 '* ) %39-541¢

FAX:(214_) 939-5849

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my behalf befors the Commiss

10/11/96
Date

RESPONDENT'S NAME:  Ross Ferot TR

‘96, Ine.

ADDRESS: 1700 Lakeside Square B

12377 Merit Drive

Dallas, Texas 75251 v

TELEPHONE: HOME( ) A i

BUSINESS(_214 ) 788-3000 e -




P

STATE F DESIGNATI N
MUR 4485
NAME OF COUNSEL:__R. Clayton Mulford
FIRM: Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.
ADDRESS: 1717 Main Street, Suite 2800
pDallas, Texas 75201

TELEPHONE:( 214 ) 939-5416

FAX:( .

14 )039-‘\8&9

The above-named individual Is hereby designated as my counsel and is
authorized to recelve any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commission.

10/11/96
Date

RESPONDENT'S NAME:

ADDRESS:

T/ ,u/h(_“/ S

Signature

Mike Poss, former Treasurer

Perot *'92, Inc.

1700 Lakeside Square

12377 Merit Drive .

TELEPHONE: HOME( )

BUSINESS(_*'4

) 188-3030D
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“STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR_448>
NAME OF COUNSEL: R. Clayton Mulford

Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.

FIRM:

1717 Main Street, Suite 2800

ADDRESS: =

Dallas, Texas 75201

TELEPHONE:( 214 ) 939-5416

FAX( 214 ) QT\‘-?-“_BQ‘_J“

The above-named individual [s hereby designated as my counsel and is
. authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commission.

bt 77/ tc,r/-_:.-_,/,";W'
Date ' Signature
m RESPONDENT'S NAME_:‘“‘E‘_ Poss, lreasurer o
ADDRESS: Perat *'96, Inc.

7616 LBJ Freeway, Suite 727

Dallas, Texas 75251 -

TELEPHONE: HOME(_____ )

BUSINESS(_ 972 ) 450-8800
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MUR_ 448"

NAME OF COUNSEL: R. Clayton Mulford

Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.
FIRM: o

ADDRESS: 1717 Main Street, Suite 2800

Dallas, Texas 75201

TELEPHONE:( 214 ) 939-5416

2 19 .
FAX( 214 )9 9 58&?

The above-named individual s hereby designated as my counsel and is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commission.

10/11/96 ;'/L' L A

Date Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Mike Poss, Treasurer

ADDRESS: Perot Reform Committee, Inc.

7616 LBJ Freeway, Suite 727

Dallas, Texas 75291 v

TELEPHONE: HOME( )

BUSINESS(977 ) 450-8800




FEDERAL ELECTION A

October 16, 18986

R Clayton Mulford, Fsq
Hughes & [ uce

1717 Main Street

Suite 2800

Dallas, TX 75201

RE MUR 4485
Perot "96, Inc , Ross Perot, Perot “92, Inc |
Mike Poss, Perot Reform Committee, Inc ,

Dear Mr. Mulford

This is 1n response to vour facsimile dated October 11, 1996 which we recerved on that
same day requesting an extension to respond to the complaint filed in the above-noted matter
After considering the circumstances presented in vour letter, the Office of the General Counsel
has granted the requested extension. Accordingly. vour response is due by the close of business
on November 23, 1996

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

Sincerely,
/W\av;d.ﬂ‘w\a

Enk Momson, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket
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NATIONAL E SATELLITE COl&.ATlON
Provider of C SPAN and C-SPAN 2

W North Capuol St., N.W

Washington, D C. 20015 Tel

202/626-7959 Fax: 202 "H\”H\[\
Bruce D). Collins, Fxyg

Carporate Vice President and General Counsel

o=
B
=
(&>
()LI\‘I‘Uf fi 1904 -
o
=
o
Colleen T Sealander. Esg
Federal Election Commission
Washington. D C. 20463
Re Rosenberg v. H. Ross Perot, er al: MUR 4485
Dear Ms

Sealander
In vour letter to "C-SPAN C-SPAN 2" which 1 recerved on October 9, 1996 vou

ed that the Federal Election Commuission had received a complaint which indicated that
ar organization may have violated the Federal Elecuon Campaign Act

We tully mntend to take the opportunity to explain that no such violation of the law
has occurred

However. we request that we be given an additional two weeks (until
November 7. 1996 to file that response

In the meantime. please note that the proper reference to our organization is National
(Cable Satelhite Corporation ( "NCSC 7). and not C-SPAN or C-SPAN 2 The latter two
references are to programming services owned and operated by NCSC, a non-profit
educational District of Columbia corporation

Cordially

NATIONAL CABLE SATELLITE CORPORATION

R O Gl
By Y1 _L A KA
ruce D Collins, Esg ¥>\

Corp Vice President & General Counsel
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Bruce D Colhins, Esq.

National Cable Satellite Corporation
Suite 650

400 North Capitol St /N'W
Washington, DC 20015

RE MUR 44585
National Cable Satellite Corporation

Dear Mr_ Collins

o
This is in response to your letter dated October 15, 1996 which we received on
October 18, 1996 requesting an extension to respond to the complaint filed in the above-noted
. matter.  After considering the circumstances presented in vour letter, the Office of the General
~] Counsel has granted the requested extension Accordingly. vour response 1s due by the close of

business on November 7. 1996

If vou have anv questions, please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at 1202)
219-3400

Enk Momson, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket
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Provider of C-SPAN and C-SPAN 2 FELES ;

Suite 630 400 North Capitol St NWW ashington DC 20015 Tel 202 626-7959 "B;!' f;‘_{l’;"zs:% 031 |\
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November 7. 1996 “" { 3 35 FH 'SB

Honorable [ ee Ann Ellion
Chairman

Federal Flection Commuission
999 F Street W

Washington I)L 204613

Re: M.U.R. 4485, Herb Rosenberg v. H. Ross Perot, et al.

Dear Madam Chairman

I am the Corporate Vice President and General Counsel of the National Cable Satelhte
Corporation ( "NCSC"). a Respondent in the above referenced matter. This letter and the
attached exhibits will serve as our formal response to the Federal Election Commussion (the
"Commission”) as requested by the Commission in 1ts letter of October 7. 1996

Complaint: This matter was imtiated by a complaint forwarded to the Commission by
an individual who identifies himself as a former volunteer coordinator in New York for the
1992 "Ross Perot Presidenuial Campaign.” The complaint appears to allege a number of
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act”). bv the
principal campaign committees supporting the Presidential candidacy of H. Ross Perot in 1992
and in 1996, The complaint appears to allege. at Paragraphs 4 and 5. that committees
associated with the candidacy of Mr. Perot in 1992 filed inaccurate contribution reports with
the Commission.  The complaint appears to allege. at Paragraph 7. that the 1996 Presidential
committee of Mr. Perot ("Perot "96") improperly expended funds which 1t received from the
Presidennial Election Campaign Fund of the United States Treasury. NCSC is without
knowledge as 1o the truth or falsity of these allegations and 1s unable to offer the Commission

any information as 1o these allegations

In addinon. the complaint appears to allege. at Paragraph 6. that NCSC violated the
Act by making “illegal corporate contributions” 10 the Perot "96 committee when NCSC ared
some of the Perot committee’s political spots on news programs broadcast on two of the
programming services owned and operated by NUSC., referred to hereatter as "C-SPAN" and
C-SPAN 2 NCSC has not violated the Act and this response. which 1s hmited to the
dleganions in Paragraph 6 of the complamant’s letter. will demonstrate to the Commussion
that no further action should be taken against NCSC and that MUR 4485 should be closed as
0 NOS(

Facts: NCSC is a non-profit educational corporation registered and doing business n
he District of Columbia. NCSC owns and operates a number ot programming services which
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telesise non-partisan public attairs, news, and intormation programming to the public via
cable systems and direct-to-home satellite. Two of the non-commercial video programming
services operated by NCSC are known as C-SPAN and C-SPAN 2. Both of these services
ortginate at NCSC facilities in Washington, D.C. and are distoibuted by satellite to member
cable svstems and satellite entities who provide these services to their subscribers throughout
the country

NOSC was created in 1979 as a cooperative effort by cable television system operators
to provide a non-commercial communications service to the public by which non-partisan
public affairs programmuing. mvolving the policy deliberations and actions of the federal
government. could be distributed throughout the country.  Since that time, NCS(
programming services have ;'m\n from the original video service known as C-SPAN to its
companion net work, C-SPAN 2, as well as audio broadeast services. Among other activities,
C-SPAN and C-SPAN 2 provide live and taped coverage of congressional floor and
committee debates: press conferences given by members of congress and interest groups:
speaking engagements by not hL public figures at venues such as college campuses and the

National Press Club: viewer call-in programs which discuss public policy issues with guests
! § . -

N from the media. interest groups a .:‘.d the Congress i public affairs programming featuring
congressional and presidential candidates at campaign appearances and in their own political
advertsing. Our umque "long-form™ sivle of coverage allows us to provide our audience with
an in-depth understanding of the development of public policy and the interaction of politics

with policy (see Exhibit Affidavit of Steven Scully

Our in-depth coverage of gubernatonal. congressional and presidential campaigns is
provided on ( SPAN and C-SPAN 2 through our !\n id to the White House" and "Road to
the Capital” series.  Early in s history. NCSC sought o h-wnw a source of comprehensive
video coverage of federal politcal campaigns  Since then, we have consistently provided in-
depth coverage of the quadrenmial contest for the White House by covering the primary

elections and nominating conventions of the several pohincal parties. as well the general

election campaigns of the nominees selected at such party conventions. Our coverage of these
candidates in each phase of the campaign 15 mtended to allow our audience an in-depth

perspective on politics not offered by the traditional broadcast and cable news organizations

n well Knows, every four vears literally hundreds of citizens
v are candidates for election as president and dozens actually make the effont
to comply with the Act by filing formal statements of candidacy and organization with the

Commuission. While very tew of these "candidates” have any realistic hope of winning

ection as president. by filing with the Commuission they have taken at least the imtial step
required by federal law.  Thereafter, NCSC must make an informed editorial judgment as to
which of those many presidential candidates we will cover We employ a set of objective
critenia in the exercise of that editonial yudgment (see Exhibn Aifidavit of Steven Scully. at
Paragraph 7). Having reached an editorial judgment as to which presidential campaigns we
will cover. our staft then determines the extent of our coverace within a series of stated
YArAMeIers P graph 8
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In the course of our coverage of presidential candidates. we continue a practice
established a number of vears ago. of airing the pohtical spots and campaign videos created
by the party committees and the candidates for their use at the nominating conventions and on
commercial television. In ainng these campaign spots. we take a consistent approach and
clearly idenufy tor our viewers that these videos or spots are "campaign commercials”
produced by a particular candidate or party committee (i, at Paragraph 9). Anached is a
video tape 1llustrating the manner in which we graphically identified the source and nature of
the Perot committee videos which are the subject of this MUR (see Exhibit 2). We have no
reason to believe and have received no comments from our viewers, that there 1s any
confusion as to either the pohinical nature or source of these spots.  The sole purpose in airing
these campaign spots is 1o provide our viewers with an insight as to how candidates are
presenting themselves to the voters and which policy issues are being addressed in the course
ot a campaign

As a general rule. presidential campaign spots are produced in thirty second and sixty
second formats. In addition, the Republican and Democratic National Commuttees produce a
longer format biographical video of their nominee for use at their respective conventions. In
- our coverage of the national party conventions we have aired these hiographical videos (see
Exhibit 1 at Paragraph 13). A second tyvpe of longer format video is produced by some
presidential candidates as a means by which they can address the public in lieu of or in
~ addition to personal campaign appearances.  This longer formar video approach was adopted
by candidate Ross Perot in 1992 and 1s again being used by Mr. Perot in 1996

In 1992, the Perot campaign produced about twelve long-format videos. We aired
either two or three of these Perot videos during that campaign season. In 1996, we have aired
two of the Perot campaign’s long-format spots. The first of these was aired on September |,
1996 and 1t was repeated twice.  This video was essentially the announcement by Mr. Perot of
his candidacy. The second Perot-supplied long-format video was aired on September 10,
1996 and was repeated twice.  This video was the announcement by Mr. Perot of the identity
of his vice presidential runnming-mate.  In both cases. viewers were clearly informed during its

» presentation. as to the source and nature of the campaign video (i at Paragraph 15)

Campaign videos and spots shown on C-SPAN and C-SPAN 2 are obtained by us as
the result of a formal request initiated by one of our producers 1o a particular campaign. The
long-tformat Perot videos obtained by our staft. which are the subject of this MUR. were
acquired under the same conditions and with the same understandings as all other campaign
spots are obtained from the campaign commuttees which produced them (see Exhibit 3.
Aftidavit of Alhison Aubreyvi. Campaigns, including the Perot campaign. do not approach us
o ask that we air their political spots. Rather we approach them and ask for a spot. with the
understanding that we will clearly identify it as such and that we will air it when and under
what circumstances we alone determine are appropriate.  Once a campaign sends us a spot or
video. that campaign loses all control over our broadcast use ot that spot or video (see Exhibit
I at Paragraph 16). As the Commussion knows, candidate committees place their political

spots on commercial broadcast stations and pay a fee which will vary as to the ume ot day at
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which the spot airs. ete. No candidate commuttee pays any fee to NCSC for the airing of its
political spots and only NCSC determines when and in what context such a candidate
commercial will be aired

It appears that our unique approach to coverage of the quadrennial presidential
elections, particularly the use of longer format campaign videos supplied by the candidates,
has gained the attention of the television broadcast and cable networks.  As the Washington
Post reported on October 31, 1996, at page A-17. the networks have increasingly turned to
extended length videos. prepared by the presidential candidates. to illustrate how the
candidates are approaching the closing davs of the campaign and which issues are being
stressed in the days leading up to the general election. According to this Post article, the
networks asked the candidates to supply extended length videos. generally 22 minutes in
duration. tor use on network news programs. The Post reports that,

"CBS carried four nights of 2': minute statements on the "CBS Evening News.’
NBC aired five evenings of 90 second statements on "Dateline.” Fox broadcast
10 nights of one-minute segments during various programs. PBS. CNN, C-
SPAN. some Paramount stations and National Public radio offered 12 straight
nights of 2'z minute statements

\s the public’s demand for fewer ten second candidate "sound bites” begins to
resonate with broadcasters. the use of extended length candidate statements and videos will
become a more integral part of network news coverage during the presidential election season
NCSC's long-form formats on C-SPAN and C-SPAN 2 led the way by many vears in this
development and is at least partially responsible for it

Law: The Act defines with specificity the terms "contribution” and "expenditure” and
excepts from the definition of an "expenditure” any "news story, commentary. or editorial
distributed through the facilines of any broadcasting station, newspaper. magazine. or other
periodical publication. unless such tacilines are owned or controlled by any political party.

-

political committee, or candidate " (2 TS .CL 431N B

The Regulations promulgated by the Commission to implement this exception provide
that "anv cost incurred in covering or carrving’ a news stery. commentary. or editorial by any
broadcastung station. magazine of other periodical publhication 1s excluded from the definitions
of both a "contribution” and an "expenditure” (11 C.F.R. 100.7b(2). 100 8b(2))

It 1s clear from the legislative history underlying the so-called "news story" exception
to the Act’s definttion of an "expenditure” that the drafters of this particular provision
intended that the Act’s limitations on “contributions™ and restriction on "expenditures” by
individuals. corporations. labor organizations and political commuttees not interfere with the
First Amendment rights ot broadeasters to air political news and commentary. House Report
93-1239 (93rd Congress. second sesston [1974]1, which accompamied H.R. 16090, the hill

which became Public [aw 93-443, the Federal Electon Campaign Act Amendments of 1974,
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sets forth. at page 4. the majonity view of the Members of the Committee on House
Administration that

1t 1s not the mntent of the Congress in the present legislation to limit or
burden in any way the first amendment freedoms of the press and of
association. Thus, clause (A) assures the unfettered right of the newspapers.
TV networks, and other media to cover and comment on political campaigns.”

The legislanve history of this exception further supports the clear meaning of the
provision. 1.¢.. that Congress was concerned that absent the language which became section
43119 Bi). broadcasters who aired news and commentary on federal candidates would be
accused. by one side or the other during a campaign and in a formal complaint to the
Commission, of making a prohibited corporate “contribution” to or an "expenditure” on behalf
of the candidate who appeared in or was referenced in the news story or commentary.

Legal Analysis: The meaning of the "news storv” exception to the definition of an
"expenditure” and the ability of the Commission to investigate an allegation of a violation of
the Act by a press entity were addressed in Readers Digest Association. Inc. v Federal
Election Commission. 309 F_ Supp 1210 SDNY. (1981). In Readers Digest, the Court held
that the Commission must engage in a two step process when addressing a complaint
involving the distribution of a news item or commentary by a broadcaster. According to the
Court in Readers Digest. the Commission must determine whether (a) the press entity is
owned by a political party or candidate and (b) the press entity was acting as a press entity at
the time that 1t distributed the broadcast material which 1s the subject of the complaint.

As 1o the facts presented herein, neither NCSC nor its video programming services, (-
SPAN and C-SPAN 2. are owned by a political party or a candidate. At all umes relevant to
our televised use of the Perot committee’s long-format videos. C-SPAN and C-SPAN 2 were
acting as press entities in the distribution of such material

[he distribution by NCSC of the videos provided by the Perot campaign for our use as
a news item in the public interest was also completely consistent with the advise provided by
the Commussion regarding “exempt news stories” m Advisory Opimons 1986-41. 1987-8.
1UR2-44, and 1978-76. In these opmions, the Commussion approved (1) a commercial
television station’s airing of an hour long program featuring candidates for federal office
answering questions prepared by the station news statt (AO 1996-41) (2) a commercial
television station’s airing. without charge. of a film produced by a Member of Congress
demonstratung the facilines he had made available to assist his constituents (AO 1978-76). (3)
the corporate sponsorship ot a televised series ot federal candidate terviews (AO 1987-8).
and (4) a commercial television station’s donation of free air-time to the national party
committees 10 discuss public policy issues trom each party’'s perspective (AO 1982-44).

\lthough NCSC's development of the programming services C-SPAN and C-SPAN 2
antedates the adoption of the Act in 1974, 1t 1s ¢lear that the long-format political news



coverage created by those services falls squarely within the so-called "news story" exception
carved out by Congress to allow the national broadcast networks and their local aftiliates to
cover congressional and presidential campaigns, using audio and video images of candidates,
without running afoul of the Act’s restrictions on corporate "contributions” and "expenditures”
in a federal election

Conclusion: For the reasons set forth above, | ask that the Commission find that there
18 no "reason to beheve” that NCSC violated the Act with respect to 1ts airing.as a news story,
of the Perot videos and that the Commussion dismiss this complaint and close this MUR as nt
relates to NOSC, C-SPAN and C-SPAN 2

Should the Commuission desire anv additional information regarding this matter. please
do not hesitate to contact my oftice directls

Cordially,

NATIONAL CABLE SATELLITE CORPORATION

Bruce D. Collins. Esg
Corp. Vice President & General Counsel

Enclosures

Exhibit 1. Affidavit of Steven Scully
Exhibit 2. Video Tape

Fxhibit Afhidavit of Alhison Aubrey

tad |
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Before the
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Herb Rosenberg

Complamant. MUR 4485
-against- AFFIDAVIT OF
STEVEN SCULLY
H. Ross Perot, er al

RL‘\[‘UT‘.JCHK\

STEVEN SCULLY. being dulv sworn. deposes and sayvs

I. 1 hold the position of Pohucal Editor at C-SPAN and have been in that position for
the last six vears. In that capacity | am primarily responsible for C-SPAN's televised coverage
of national. state and local political events. issues and personalities. Those responsibilities include
(1) the idenuification of such events, issues and personalities appropnate tor C-SPAN’s unique
long-form stvle of coverage. (1) the management of the logistics of producing such coverage in
the Washington. D.C. area and around the country. and (1) the mitial editorial judgment as to
the content and scheduling of all C-SPAN  polincal programs
In my capacity as Pohiucal Editor 1 am also the semior producer of C-SPAN’s “Road
to the White House™ and "Road to the Capital” series of programs. and ot the network’s political
convention coverage.  The "Road to the White House" series 1s the general descripion of al
programs produced by the network having to do with the quadrenmal presidential campaign. The
Road to the Capital” series 1s the general description ot all programs produced by the network

having 10 do with the manv races for governor. the U.S. Senate and the U.S House



Representatives
[ submit this affidavit to provide mtormation to the Commuission regarding both the
uniqueness of C-SPAN"s mission as compared with other news and information outlets, and the
method by which C-SPAN executed that mission in the context of the facts giving rose to this
matter Undar review

4. C-SPAN was created in 1979 1o provide televised coverage of the public’s business

in a form that did not exist then. and does not exist elsewhere today. C-SPAN is the only

mming service presenting full-length coverage of public

nationallyv-available television progre
events without commercial interruptions. editorial comment. or analvsis of any kind. The stated
purpose of C-SPAN"s mission is to allow its audience 10 view events on a live or taped basis as
if the audience were present at those events. thereby allowing them to make judgments about
those events without the filter of a reporter or of any other form of editonial comment. To that
end. C-SPAN routinely provides so-called "gavel to gavel” coverage of all events in its program
schedule. including the coverage of the floor proceedings of the U.S. House of Representatives
(on C-SPAN) and of the U'S. Senate (on C-SPAN 2). Consequently. C-SPAN does not employ
reporters who are expected to deliver traditional news reports of events, which reports would
necessarily be brief and contain summaries of events of often several hours duration. Nor does

C-SPAN engage in any form of so-called "spot news” coverage such as of breaking stonies

requiring a C-SPAN reporter on a particular beat 1o report developing stories

= 1 1 1
5. C-5SPAN s programming does contain. however. the [‘n'.-T"..n commentary and anaty

fiered up DV NEWS Professionals 01 Other NeWSs Oorganizanons (€.2.. newspapers. NewWs magazines

ind other television networks) and of 1ts own audience. C-SPAN routinely produces on a daily



basis several hours of studio-based live programming featuring iterviews with journalists, public

offictals and other newsmakers who also take comments and questions via phone calls from our
audience.  These viewer calls also contain the pohtical views and commentary of our audience
I'hroughout these studio-based programs and throughout the rest of the program day. however,
C-SPAN itselt mamtains a stnictly passive voice and does not inject a separate editorial view or
comment
6. In 1its pohtcal coverage, C-SPAN attempts to provide its audience a comprehensive
view of political events at all levels of government. with an emphasis on events of nationwide
interest. To that end. C-SPAN exercises wide editornial discretion as to which issues, events.
candidates. and politcal campaigns should receive airtime and to what extent.  Thus. our two
"Road to..." senes include coverage of primary and general election campaign events of the
presidential races. key Senate and House races and gubernatonial races.  As Political Editor, [ (n
collaboration with my colleagues) determine precisely how and to what extent any single race
will be treated on the network
Griven the always numerous announced candidates for president every ¢vele. C-SPAN
selects among them for coverage. In choosing the candidates to whom we provide coverage we
consider at least the following factors. no single one of which 1s determinative: (1) the extent of
the candidate’s access to state ballots. (11) whether the candidate has gualitied tor federal
matching funds. (1) the level of the candidate’s campaign acuvity. (1v) whether the candidate
has established a campaign orgamizanon. and (v) any other editonal factor (e g, standing 1n polls,

news coverage, ete.) suggestive ot a serious attempt or ability to win election to the presidency



8. C-SPAN’s coverage of presidential candidates routinely includes at least the following

categories of program elements: (1) formal candidate speeches, (11) press conferences, (i) party
nominating conventions (including minority or "third” party conventions). (iv) candidate debates
or candidate forums, (v) retanl political activities (e g. walking door-to-door. coffee klatches, eic.).
(viy party ralhies. (vi) historical footage of past presidential campaigns featuring current
candidates in past political roles. (v 30-second and 1-minute political campaign spots intended
bv the campaigns for "media buys” on a local. regional or national basis. and (1x) longer-form
campaign videos (e.g.. halt hour infomercial-like programs) produced by campaigns for similar
distribution

Q. Since | have been the Polincal Editor, C-SPAN has regularly aired the 30-second and
I-minute spots of presidential. congressional and gubernatonial candidates. and 1 understand that
the network had done so prior to my tenure. The treatment of such airings is and has been
consistent: theyv are aired in their entirety. thev are paired with spots of opposing candidates or
parties. and they are not commented upon except to announce the origin of the spots. The spots
re always presented on what s called a "squeezed frame.” This technique reduces the size ot
the video image of the spot so that space at the bottom of a viewer’s television screen is available
for us to mmsert a textual message denufving the spot as a "campaign commercial” (or similar

terminology) produced by either a candidate or a pohincal party. In addition. prior to each spot

or series of spots, an announcer alerts the viewer that the upcoming segment consists of video
produced by candidates or political parties. as the case may be

In this 1996 campagn cvele C-SPAN, as it has in the past. has regularly and

prominently featured such campaign spots in both s "Road o series. For example. eveny
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»air from 20 to 30 separate such spots of House,

enate and pubernatorial candidates on Road to the Caprtal” series. 1t 1s our editonal
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twice. Mr. Perot did not hold any other event 1o which we could send our cameras in order 1o
provide coverage of his entry into the presidential race.  The second video was the means by
which Mr. Perot announced to the country that the Retorm Party’s candidate tor vice president
would be Pat Choate. It was first aired on C-SPAN on September 10, 1992, and was repeated
twice \eam. there was no other Reform Party event at which this important political
development took place. In both cases we presented the videos to our audience as we have all
other such campaign videos: we announced the source and nature of the programs prior to and
throughout the duration of their appearance on the network with an on-screen graphic identifving
it as a polincal program produced by the Perot 96 Committee

[6. As Polincal Editor it is primarily my responsibility 1o determine when and how ofien
each element of C-SPAN's pohincal programmung will appear on the network. The scheduling
of the Perot videos was pretty much pre-determined by the long-established schedule for our
regularly scheduled program series "Road to the White House” from 8:00 pm to 10:00 pm
Fastern ume. The Perot videos were a natural fit for that 2-hour block of programming dedicated
to the presidenual campaign. and thev were scheduled in that block. The scheduling and
frequency of the repeat airings of the Perot videos were also pretty much pre-determined by the
existing programming schedule. In terms of scheduling. the Perot videos were treated in the same
manner as all other political programming were and are treated

17. Both in 1992 and in 1996 C-SPAN acquired the Ross Perot videos only after making
the editonal ludgement that they would be necessary to provide adequate coverage of the Perot
campaign. In every mstance in which we used a Perot video we contacted the campaign in order

to obtain 1t. The Perot campailgn organization never oftered the videos o C-SPAN. nor did it



longer form videos. The first type tend to be candidate biographies (e.g.. "The Man From Hope™)

and usually produced for use as part of the agenda of a national nominating convention. C-SPAN
has aired such videos only in the context of 1ts coverage of the convention itselt. C-SPAN has
never aired such a campaign biography video on a stand-alone basis. The second type 1s intended
by the candidate (or party) to serve as a primary means of delivering a message to the public, and
is meant 1o be used on a stand-alone basis, usually through the paid media. The most familiar

use of such videos has been by Ross Perot in both his 1992 and 1996 campaigns for president

14, During the 1992 campaign cvcle. [ recall that C-SPAN aired 2 or 3 of the
approximately 12 such long form videos Ross Perot produced that vear. In each case, we
determined that we would not be able to convey tully or accurately the nature and scope of the
Perot candidacy to our audience within the bounds of C-SPAN’s unique format unless we used
those videos. The Perot candidacy was unique in many ways. and it established new methods
ot reaching the American people. Our response was in kind. We applied our editorial judgement
to the new style of his campaign which was conducted largely through very few public
appearances (as compared with the major party candidates) and through his "infomercial” style
campaign videos. We selected from among his several such videos those which we thought
would serve our purpose of providing a journalistically balanced view of his candidacy. 1 do not
believe that any other presidential candidate we covered that year produced a similar video
5. So far during the current 1996 presidential campaign cvele we have aired 2 of Ross
Perot's campaign videos.  The first such video was, in effect, his announcement that he was a

candidate for president. It was first aired on C-SPAN on September 1. 1996, and was repeated
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ever request that we air them

I8 In my opinon as an expertenced journalist. as a political observer. and particularly
as C-SPAN’s Pohincal Edior. the Perot campaign could not be adequately covered within the
bounds of C-SPANS umique format without the full presentation of the Perot campaign videos
Having done so. | believe our audience recerved the fair and balanced coverage of the presidential

. " ' v A
campaign to date they have come to expect from us. Had we not dg,so. 1 believe C-SPAN would

probably be criticized for having failed its audience and for having departed from its long

standing commitment to balanced coverage of the nation’s public affairs

T TH

Sworn to betore me this

"™ dav of November. 1996

—_—
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EXHIBIT

Before the

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Herb Rosenberg

Complainant, MUR 4485
against AFFIDAVIT OF
ALLISON AUBREY

H. Ross Perot. et al

Respondents

ALLISON AUBREY. being duly sworn, deposes and sayvs
1 1 hold the position of Pohncal Producer at C-SPAN and have been in that position
since February 1996 My immediate supervisor is Steven Scully, the Politcal Editor

One of my responsibilines as Polincal Producer 18 to contact various political
organizations to obtain informaton that will be helptul o C-SPAN 1in making editonal
decisions with respect to 1ts coverage of the presidential campaign. | have also been

responstble for acquiring various videotaped programs from various sources, including

polincal campaigns. so that we could make an editornial yudgement as to whether such

programs would be appropriate tor C-SPAN's p cal coveraee
[ was directed o contact the Ross Perot campatgn in Dallas, Texas o obtamn a

casselte of the 253-minute videotaped program in which Mr Perot announced his candidacy

r president of the United States. This was the program Mr. Perot had arranged to be

#3




broadcast nanonally on a paid basis on September 1. 1996 Late 1n the afternoon on
Thursday. August 29th I talked by phone to Ms. Sharon Helman, the chiet media haison to
the Retorm Party, and told her that C-SPAN would use the program as part of our coverape
of the presidenual campaign She agreed to send me the videotape. and I received 1t via
overnight delivery  In requestung the videotape 1 told her 1t would be used as part of
C-SPAN's regularly-scheduled "Road to the White House™ series. and that it would appear

on the upcomng program on Sundav evemng. September st

Alhsen Aubrey

Sworn o before me this
o dav of November. 1996

-

i i 4
RS S e teraies |

Notary Public

-




November 22,

n Commission VIA FACSIMILE and

Street. NW

meton, D.C. 20463

FEDERAL EXPRESS

Atin: Colleen T. Sealander

Re MUR 4485

=
. T'his response 1s filed on behalt of Ross Perot: the Perot Reform Commuttee. Inc. and
Pe ‘06, Inc. (such committees. together. "Perot "967). as well as with respect 1o allegations
vsed by Mro Herb Rosenberg in MUR 4485 regarding the activities ot the Perot Petition
Committee. the principal campaign committee of Ross Perot in the 1992 election ("Perot 92
ch Committee changed its name to Perot '92 1in October 1992 and is no lfonger in existence
i no longer retains relevant reporting records or materials.  (Affidavit of I. Michael Poss
ded as Attachment |
» Mr. Rosenberg was a campaign volunteer on behalf of Ross Perot in the New York area
ng the 1992 election. (Affidavit of Michael B. Mormns included as Attachment 2.) Since 1994
NMro Rosenberg has continued to devote a substantial amount of time to the actvities of My
: albeit in a different context. For several vears he has been involved in numerous lawsuit
s and filings against Mr. Perot and Mr. Perot’s 1996 campaign. Commission resourc
d not he utilized to promote Mr. Rosenberg's personal tixation
s anstance. Mr. Rosenberg's charges mvolve unsubstantiated  accusations
ently talse filings” with the Federal Election Comnussion ("FECT) by Perot '92. He posit
¢ receipt and retund of unspecitied contributior In substantiation of i
¢ states that Perot '92 FEC reports reflect contributions trom him which he did not make
contributions him he did not recetve.  He also alleges impermissit
) 5 ‘erot "YH because l,._'f-" D \'.‘”HHC'\_I.‘."- Were among ihe ¢ 1".1‘-\1.“.!‘.;' campaid
reials broadeast by C-SPAN and C-SPAN2 (together. "C-SPAN I'hese accusations
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Perot "92 did not engage m any type of activity of the sort Mr. Rosenberg suggests or
alleges, and denies his accusations as utterly false and without merit.  (Affidavit of Morris;
Affidavit of Poss.)

Perot "92 ceased operations in December 1995 and records at issue are no longer
maintained because the three vear retention period has expired. (Affidavit of Poss.) Perot '92
FEC reports on Forms 3P mvolving Mr. Rosenberg and other New York residents have been
reviewed. however, and confirmation has been obtained from Chemical Bank. as the authorized
' depository and bank account at 1ssue, about checks written to and cashed by Mr. Rosenberg.

Mr. Rosenberg's allegations of contributions neither made nor refunded reflect a
~ misunderstanding of FEC reporting requirements.  Specificallv. these requirements deal with
campaign related expenses for office supplies incurred. paid and submitted for reimbursement by
a volunteer acting on his own but who has contact with campaign representatives. Perot '92
received informal confirmation from FEC staff as to the correct way to report such volunteer
expense reimbursements. which require three reporting components: a receipt of an in-kind
contribution (reflecting the "advance” of the pavment for the supplies). a balancing in-kind
expenditure for the materials purchased., and a subsequent disbursement constituting a refund of
contribution when the campaign issues a check to repay the volunteer.

2

Mr. Rosenberg was issued a total of five checks by Perot 92 as such "refunds of

o contributions.”  As a volunteer coordinator in a Long Island. New York campaign office. Mr
Rosenberg submitted to Perot '92 five expense receipts for reimbursement for office supplies

(Affidavit of Morris.) Mr. Rosenberg asserts he had no contributory intent. None was assumed

Because the purchases by him were technically "advances” (in the sense a volunteer involved in

the campaign had paid expenses for office supplies used in the campaign) thev constituted
"contributions. " and were reported as in-kind contributions with matching in-Kind expenditure

entries tor the oftice supplies purchased. Separate disbursements were noted when Perot '02

issued 11s check 10 Mr. Rosenberg in pavmem of the expense. These disbursements were

' 5 triiasin 3 } =
charactenzed as "retunds of contributions” for the office supplies

In addion to the five expense reimbursement checks 1ssued to Mr. Rosenberg as
contnibution "retunds.” in three addinonal instances Perot "92 issued checks on the authorized
campaign account 1o Mr. Rosenberg to fund a petty cash account at the volunteer headquarters he
admmistered. These were properiy reported as disbursements to Mr. Rosenberg for the petty
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cash account. Proper receipts were required for the petty cash account and Mr. Rosenberg was
required to submut these to Perot '92 before the account was replenished. (Affidavit of Morris.)
was reported by Perot '92 to the FEC in its reports. Mr. Rosenberg was issued a total

i eight checks by Perot 92, Representatives of Chemical Bank have confirmed that checks

concerning each of the eight dishursements to Mr. Rosenbere reflected on Perot '92 FEC reports
checks numbered 1007, 1033, 1068, 1077, 1124, 1129,1223, and 1231) were drawn on the
withorized account of the campaign. are in the amounts and payable to Mr. Rosenberg as

reflected on Perot '92 repons, and were cashed. (Affidavit of Mormis) Mr Rm;‘nlwrg .IP["JTL'IH\B}

(and understandably) viewed these payments as expense reimbursements and not as refunds of

idvances that amounted 1o "contribution refunds
Perot ‘96 did not coordinate in anv wav with the activities or broadcast decisions of C-
SPAN. Based on knowledge and behiet. C-SPAN airs information regarding political races,
ncluding news conferences. speeches. and advertisements of candidates for political offices
While Perot '96 did. upon request, provide C-SPAN copies of its campaign spots, Perot ‘96
a2 3 Y A—— ] temAdoad ——— . £ ihaa ST AT % *TY ki
exerted no intiuence and deed was unaware ot the aecision 1 at C-SPAN which
resulted in its decision 1o broadcast the programming that Mr. Rosenberg found not to his liking
davit of Poss
\ccording e re ¢St that no marther ac n be taken agamnst the above referenced
respondents in this matter MR 44835 with respect 1o them be closed
~ ¢
~ .
| 2 | . A
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Attachment |

{ Dallas County. Texas
Perot Reform Commuttee. Inc.. the
I ¢ ceneral and pnin election 1n
B, rmeris 1‘\- P..‘Il‘“"]
- ‘.‘\\
red by and in accordance with FE(
/2°s reporting obligations terminated
hetor il I Lime
fr. Herb Rosenbe with the Federal
W respect to the alleged activities
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respect 1o those accounts
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ed all contributions. including in-kind
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SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME, the undersigned Notary Public, by
I Michael Poss, on November ZZ . 1996

Y o
[T aa Debbee Litw 1207
@ Y COMMESSION EXPIRES Notary Public In and For the State of Texas
October 5, 2000

Lcsse /LJ)EL.T
Printed Name of Notary

My Commission Expires

/5 /6



Attachment 2

AFFIDAVIT OF

MICHAEL BROMLEY MORRIS, JR.

My name is Michael Bromley Morris, Jro | am a resident of Dallas County,
Texas

2 I am a certufied public accoumant and from 1987 to 1992 was employed by Price
Waterhouse. During 1992 1 served as a New York State field and comphance representative for
the Perot Peution Committee, which later changed its name to Perot 92 and was the principal
campaign committee of Ross Perot in the 1992 election (the "Committee”)

3 In connection with my activities for the Committee in New York, [ became
acquainted with Mr. Herb Rosenberg. Mr. Rosenberg was a volunteer coordinator in Long
Island
< As part of my job as a campaign compliance representative in New York. |
oversaw deposit, collection and reporting of contributions, including in-Kind contributions, and
compliance with the petty cash account. Substantially all individuals involved at all levels were
volunteers.  Unskilled in the nuances of FEC reporting and financing regulations, these
individuals someumes provided supplies, postage stamps. campaign buttons. etc.  These were
monitored and reported by me as pant of a compliance program. To the best of my knowledge
Mr. Rosenberg never made, nor intended to make. a "contribution” to the Committee. Instead, he
submitted expense forms with receipts and sought reimbursement for goods he had purchased
and believed necessary or usetul in running a volunteer office.

5 Based on knowledge and beliet. on three occasions checks were issued from the
Committee's authorized bank account to Mr. Rosenberg for a petty cash account for which he
maintained proper documentation which was received by me before the account was replenished

6 Based on knowledge and beliet. on five occasions the Committee issued checks to
Mr. Rosenberg as reimbursenmient from the Committee in connection with the documented
expenditures he sometimes made on behalf of the Committee other than via use of petty cash. In
each instance the expenditures were for office supphes. For FEC reporting purposes these were
noted on Committee reports as "refunds of contributions” for office supplies related to in-kind
contributions (and in-kind expenditures) because Mr. Rosenberg had technically "advanced” the
supplies 1o the Committee.  To the best of my knowledge and belief. Mr. Rosenberg did not
believe that he received a "refund” of a "contmbunon” in the normal sense of those words
7 I have reviewed records of the authonized bank account of the Committee at
Chemical Bank in New York and reconciled those eight check payvments to Mr. Rosenberg with
the pavments noted as the five refunds and three petty cash account pavments to Mr. Rosenberg
on the Commuttee's FEC reports Representatives of Chemical Bank informed me on

Wednesdav, November 13, 1996, that checks 1ssued on the committee’s authorized bank account
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payable to Mr. Rosenberg, checks numbered 1007, 1033, 1068, 1077, 1124, 1129, 1223 and

1251, had been cashed in each of the eight instances within a few days after they were issued by

the Committee

b I have reviewed Mr. Rosenberg's complaint. To the best of my knowledge and
belief. Mr. Rosenberg's allegations are utterly false and totally lacking in merit, and all
contributions including all in-kind contributions, refunds and reimbursements. were properly
deposited, recorded. reported and carried out in full compliance with the requirements of the F1C
regulations

3 rd ',7’ j &
/'7'4‘—/. e /,}/"”1 .

Michael Bronfley Morms, Ir

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME. the undersigned Notary Public, by
Michael Bromley Morris. Jr. on November .~ . 1996

\.\Rsuee mie‘mom‘ :
_ :\"j NOTARY PUBLIC Letie m pdon—
'{;’,_' State of Texas Notan Public In and For the State of Texas

- —

' ) f -
xEneeg. [;_;‘JL;_ .,'irf’_"f.?r.
}‘r:nud Name of Notan
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My Commission Expires
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In the Matter of

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
L INTRODUCTION,

The cases listed below have been identified as either stale or of low priority
hased upon evaluation under the Enforcement Priority System (EPS). This report is
submitted to recommend that the Commission no longer pursue these cases.

This is the first Enforcement Priority Report that reflects the impact of the
1996 election cycle cases on the Commission’s enforcement workload. We have
identified cases that are stale which are
recommended for dismissal at this time. This is the highest number of cases
identified as stale in a single report, and the highest number of stale cases

recommended for closure at one time, since the inception of EPS in 1993.



A. Cases Not Warranting Further Action Relative to Other Cases Pending
Before the Commission

EPS was created to identify pending cases which, due to the lower priority of the
issues raised in the matters relative to others presently pending before the Commission, do
not warrant further expenditure of resources. Central Enforcement Docket (CED) evaluates
cach incoming matter using Commission-approved criteria, resulting in a numerical rating
for each case.
Closing such cases permits the Commission to focus its limited resources on more important

~y cases presently pending before it. Based upon this review, we have identified  cases that

do not warrant further action relative to other pending matters.” Attachment 1 to this report

contains summaries of each case, the EPS rating, and the factors leading to assignment of a

N
low priority and recommendation not to further pursue the matter.
) B. Stale Cases
Effective enforcement relies upon the timely pursuit of complaints and referrals to
ensure compliance with the law. Investigations concerning activity more remote in time
A\ usually require a greater commitment of resources, primarily due to the fact that the evidence

of such activity becomes more difficult to develop as it ages. Focusing investigative efforts
on more recent and more significant activity also has a more positive effect on the electoral

process and the regulated community. In recognition of this fact. EPS provides us with the

} These cases are RAD 971-10 (Cihizens for Randy Borow),
RAD 97L-16 (Republican State Central Commitee of South Dakota): Pre-MUR 347 (Producers Lloyds Insurance
“ompany); Pre-MUR 348 (Peoples Nationai Bank of Commerce) Pre-MUR 349 (Trump Plaza); PreMUR 350
(Citihank, N A); Pre-MUR 355 (Feingold Semate Commuttee); MUR #4494 (Georgranna Lincoln);
MUR 4586 (Friends of Zach Wamp), MUR 4590 (Oklahoma Education Assoaation); MUR 4600 (San
Diego Police Officers Assoc); MUR 4612 (Teresa Doggett for Congress), MUR 4615 (Catholic Democrats for
hnstian Values), MUR 4616 (Amencan Legislative Exchunge Counal). MUR 4620 (Eastern Connecticut Chamber
of Commerce); MUR 46022 (Telles for Mayor), MUR 3628 (Gutknech! for Congress). MUR 4629 (Janice Schakowsky)
MUR 4636 (IBEW Local 505); MUR 4637 (Dettman for Congress), MUR 4639 (Larson for Congress); MUR 4641
(Becker for Congress), MUR 4644 (Detrant City Coumal), MUR 4651 (Mike Ryan); MUR 4653 (Prtzker for
Congress), MUR 4656 (H Carrall for Congress); and MUR 4657 (Buchanan for President)
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means to identify those cases which, though ecarning a higher rating when received, remained
unassigned for a significant period due to a lack of staff resources for effective investigation.
The utility of commencing an investigation declines as these cases age, until they reach a

point when activation of a case would not be an efficient use of the Commission’s resources.

We have identified  cases that have remained on the Central Enforcement Docket

for a sufficient period of time to render them stale. We are recommending the closure of

]
cases based on staleness.

ases are: MUR 4283 (Chemoweth for Comgress). MUR 4341 (Juan Sohiz for Congress); MUR 4402 (UL S
18w Helem Chenoueth); MUR #4435 (Linceln for Congress); MUR 4439 (LJALY): MUR 4442 (Lipinska for
ngress) MUR 4444 (Roberts for Congress); MUR 4445 (Randy Tate for Congress), MUR 4446 (Clinton/Gore 96
Primary). MUR 4447 (Random House, Inc.); MUR 4449 (Clinton Administration) MUR 4453 (Mike Ward for

Congress) MUR 4454 (Ralri Nader): MUR #4459 (Clintor/Goere 56); MUR 4474 (Saltn for Senate): MUR 4477
EBDO-Newe York) MUR 4481 (Diamond Bar Caucus), MUR 4485 (Perot '32 Petition Committee); MUR 4486
Bunda for Com ores

MUR 4495 (Pennsylvamua PACE for Federal
tions): MUR 4490 (Norwood for Congress): MUR 4497 (Pease for Congress); MUR 4510 (Stabencw for

gress), MUR 4511 (Bok Coffin for Congress), MUR 4514 (Friends for Franks); MUR 4515 (Clinton Investigative
’ " MUR 4521 (WMAL 630 AM), MUR 4525 (Senator Larm

7). MUR 4527 (Bromnam for Senate). MUR 4536 (Signature Properties. Inc). MUR 4540 (Tim Johnson for
M 2. (L prisd for Longress \!L R 4552 (Charles |\ Nor N Ml :\'.l‘-\} ‘s — gron for
ress), MUR 4556 (im iViggins for Congress), MUR 4561 (Jay Hofman for

£ ! Langress
MUR 4564 -‘\an.;na‘. Republican Congressional Commuttee), MUR 4567 (DNC
MUR 4509 (McGovern Committee); RAD 91-11 (New
Pre-MUR 343 (NRSQO); and Pre-MUR 312 (Joseph Demic). The Demio case
slves tundraising related to former Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar's 1992 congressional campaign
twas held as a courtesy to the Department of Justice pending resolution of a parallel criminal matter in the
Distnict Court for the District of Columbia. Mr. Demio recently entered into a plea agreement with the
Department of Justice (on which we were n

York Republican County Commtice

't consulted) in which he agreed. among ot

er things. to waive
the statute of imutations regarding civil violations of the FECA (

nsidenng the age of the case and
activity, the fact that DO has not formally referred this matter to us, and the Commuission’s continuing,

res wnstrants, dismussal is the appropriate disposition of this matter




We recommend that the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and direct
closure of the cases listed below, effective November 17, 1997. Closing these cases as of

this date will permit CED and the Legal Review Team the necessary time to prepare closing

letters and case files for the public record

1.  RECOMMENDATIONS,
A Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective November 17, 1997, and approve

the appropriate letters in the following matters:

RAD 961 -11 Pre-MUR 312 Pre-MUR 349
Pre-MUR 343 Pre-MUR 350
RAD 97L-10 Pre-MUR 347 Pre-MUR 355

RAD97L-16 Pre-MUR 348
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letters in the following matter

MUR 4283
MUR 4341
MUR 4402
MUR 4435
MUR 4439
MUR 4442
MUR 4444
MUR 4445
MUR 4446
MUR 4447
MUR 4449
MUR #4533
MUR 4454
MUR 4459
MUR 4474
MUR #4477
MUR 481
MUR 4485
MUR H86

MUR 4494

J

Iake no action. close the file effec

O

Dare

MUR 4495
MUR 44960
MUR 4497
MUR 4510
MUR 4511
MUR 4514

MUR 4515

NMUR 4521
MUR 4525
MUR 45327
MUR 4536
MUR 45340
NUR 4542
MUR 4552
MUR 4554
MUR 4550

MUR 4501

MUR 4504

\UR 4567

P

v 3
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Lawrence M. Noble

General Co

—e

tive November 17, 1997, and approve the appropriate

MUR 4569
MUR 4586
MUR 4590
MUR 4600
MUR 46012
MUR 4615
MUR 4616
MUR 4620
MUR 4622
MUR 4625
MUR 4629
MUR 4636
MUR 4637
MUR 4630
MUR 4641
MUR 4644
AMUR 4651
MUR 4633
MUR 4650
NMUR 4657

, &

Unse
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) Agenda Document No. X97-77
Enforcement Priority )
CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on December 2,
1997, do hereby certify that the Commission took the follow-

ing actions with respect to Agenda Document No. X97-77:

. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the
file effective December 15, 1997,
and approve the appropriate letters
in the following matters:

1. RAD 96L-11 Ta Pre-MUR 347

8. Pre-MUR 348
3 RAD 97L-10 9. Pre-MUR 349
4. RAD 97L-16 10. Pre-MUR 350
5. Pre-MUR 312 11. Pre-MUR 355
6. Pre-MUR 343

B. Take no action, close the file effective
December 15, 1997, and approve the
appropriate letters in the following

matters:

I MUR 4283 6. MUR 4442
= MUR 4341 7 MUR 4444
. 8 MUR 4402 8. MUR 4445
4. MUR 4435 9. MUR 4446
5. MUR 4439 i 1P MUR 4447

(continued)




Federal Election Commission

Certification: Agenda Document
No. X97-77

December 2, 1997

11. MUR 4445 36. MUR 4556
12. MUR 4453 37. MUR 4561
13. MUR 4454 38. MUR 4564
14. MUR 4459 35. MUR 4567
15. MUR 4474 40. MUR 4569
16. MUR 4477 41. MUR 4586
17. MUR 4481 42. MUR 4590
18. MUR 4485 43. MUR 4600
19. MUR 4486 44. MUR 4612
20. MUR 44954 45. MUR 4615
21. MUR 4455 46. MUR 4616
) 22, MUR 44956 47. MUR 4620
. 23, MUR 4497 48. MUR 4622
24. MUR 4510 45. MUR 4628
25. MUR 4511 50. MUR 4629
~ 26. MUR 4514 51. MUR 4636
27. MUR 4515 52. MUR 4637
N 28. MUR 4521 53. MUR 4639
29. MUR 4525 54. MUR 4641
30. MUR 4527 55. MUR 4644
31. MUR 4536 56. MUR 4651
32. MUR 4540 57. MUR 4653
33. MUR 4542 58. MUR 4656
34. MUR 4552 59. MUR 4657

35. MUR 4554

Commiesioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,
D and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Selretary of the Commission

Date 7/



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCGTON DU 2w

December 15, 1997

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Herb Rosenbery
176 Weeks Road
North Babvlon, NY 11703

RE MUR 4485
Dear Mr Rosenberg

On September 30, 1996, the Federal Flection Commission received vour complaint
alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ( "the
Act”)

After considenng the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action 1n the matter  This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commussion's docket  In hight of the information on the record,
the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed. the Commussion
determined to close its file in this matter on December 15, 1997  This matter will become pan
of the public record within 30 dayvs

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of
thisaction. See2USC §437(gnans)

Sincerels

F Andrew Turl
Supernvison Atforney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHMINGTON D6 Jdan)

December 15, 1997

R Clayton Mulford. Fsq
Hughes & Luce. L1 P

1717 Main Street. Suite 2800
Dallas, TX 75201

RE MUR 4485
H Ross Perot. Perot “96 Inc . Mike Poss. treasurer. Perot Reform Commuttee.
Mike Poss. treasurer. Perot "92. and Mike Poss, former treasurer

Dear Mr Mul!ford

On October 71996 the Federal Election Commusston notified vour chients of a complaint
alleming certam vielations of the Federal Elechon Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification

After considenng the circumstances of this matter. the Commssion exercised 1its
prosecutonal discration to take no action agamnst your chents. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commssien’s docket  In light of the information on the recerd. the
relative significance of the case, and the amount of ime that has elapsed, the Commission
determmed to close its file in this matter on December 15, 1007

The confidentiahity provisions of 2 U S C § 437g2(a)¥ 12) no longer apply and this matter 1s
now public  In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record within 30
davs. this could occur at any time following certification of the Commussion's vote.  If vou wish to
submut anv factual or legal matenals to appear on the public record. please do so as soon as
possible While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of vour additional
matenals. anv permissible submussions will be added to the public record when recerved

If vou have amy questions. please contact Jenmfer H Bost on our toll-free number, (800 )-
124-9530  Ouwr local number 15 (202) 219-3690

F o Andrew Tyfley

Supentsory Attomey
Central Entorcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO X6

December 15, 1997

Bruce D. Collins, Esq

National Cable Satellite Corporation
Suite 650

400 North Capitol St, NW
Washington, DC 20013

RE MLUR 4485
Nanional Cable Satellite Corporation

Dear Mr Collins

On October 7, 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified vou of a complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

After considenng the circumstances of this matter, the Commussion exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against National Cable Satellite Corporation This case
was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the Commission's docket In hght of the
nformation on the record, the relative significance of the case, and the amount of ime that has
elapsed, the Commussion determined to close its file in this matter on December 15, 1997

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S C § 437gfaN 12) no longer apply and this matter 1s
now pubhc. 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 Commussion’s vote  If vou wish to
submut any factual or legal matenals to appear on the pubhc record. please do so as soon as
possible . While the file may be placed on the public record pnor to receipt of vour additional
matenials, any permissible submussions will be added to the public record when recenved

If vou have any questions. please contact fenmifer H Bosvt on our toll-free number (804 -

124-9530  Owr local number 15 (202) 219-36910)

Sincereiy

P Andrew Twies
Supenvasons Arntomes
Central Enforcement Docket
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