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November 1. 1996

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington. DC 20463

Dear General Counsel:

1 am writing o file a complaint concerning violations of federal election
law by Duane Hughes and the Hughes for Congress Committee. as well as
two other groups known as Californians for an Educated Electorate and

Redwood Empire TRIM Committee. The specific violations are as follows:

PART ONE: Hughes Campaign Received Illegal In-Kind Contribution that
-xceeds L imits and Vi ; ' n IS¢ i

On October 27. 1996. a group calling itself Califormans for an Educated
Flectorate placed a full-page ad in the Santa Rosa Press Democrat
containing harsh negative attacks on Representative Lynn Woolsey (D-
Petaluma). This advertisement represents an in-kind contribution to the
Hughes for Congress Committee since 1t 1s a republication of campaign
materials previously prepared by the Hughes for Congress Campaign.

Attached to this letter are copies of the advertisement placed in the
newspaper (Exhibit A). as well as a copy of a campaign flyer produced and
distnibuted by the Hughes for Congress Committee weeks earlier (Exhibit
B). It 1s immediately obvious to any viewer that the two pieces contain
almost identical text. They are even in the same exact typeface. According
to the Federal Election Commission (FEC) brochure titled Independent
Expenditures. "Any expenditure to finance the dissemination or
republication of a broadcast or other campaign matenals prepared by a
candidate (or his/her campaign) i1s considered an in-kind contribution. not
an independent expenditure.

The regulattons governing in-kind contnibutions are quite clear. In-kind
contributions must be reported by the campaign receiving them. Like
monetary contributions. they are limited to $1000 per contributor. In
additon. any pohucal ad that 1s paid tor with an in-kind contribution must
stlll state that the ad was paird tor by the candidate’s campaign committee.
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Duane Hughes and his campaign committee are guilty of serious violations
of federal campaign law, since they have not complied with any of these
requirements. First, according to information received over the phone
from the Santa Rosa Press Democrat. the cost of a full-page ad in the front
section of the newspaper on a Sunday is $5752. This is a flagrant violation
of the federal contribution limit of $1000. Second. Hughes for Congress has
not reported receipt of this in-kind contribution on a regular FEC report or
on the 48-hour report required for all contributions of $1000 received
after October 17, This i1s based on a review of materials on file with the
FEC and the California Secretary of State as of October 31, 1996. Third.
paid political ads must contain the name of the sponsoring campaign
committee. Since the advertisement does not identify the Hughes
campaign. this i1s also a violation.

[ believe the evidence is clear that this expenditure represented an illegal
in-kind contribution to the Hughes campaign that flagrantly violated the
contribution limit and was not reported or disclosed as required. However,
g . < w B : ;

It is clear that the advertisement expressly advocates the defeat of
Congresswoman Woolsey in the upcoming election. For example. it

contains the following sentences: “Regardless of your political affiliation,
make an informed choice. Don't we deserve better than Lynn Woolsey?"
The express advocacy of the defeat of a candidate for federal office means
that this advertisement qualifies as an independent expenditure in support
of Mr. Hughes' campaign. and important reporting and disclosure
requirements apply for the independent entity sponsoring the
advertisement (Californians for an Educated Electorate). This group is
required to register with the FEC. and it has not done so. This group is
required to report its expenditures. and it has not done so either on a
regular FEC report. or the required 24 hour report for expenditures after
October 17. This is based on information on file with the FEC as of October
31. 1996. Third. this group is required to print a disclaimer stating that
their expenditure is not authorized by any candidate. and 1t has failed to

do so.

The FEC should rule that Duane Hughes and his campaign has received an
illegal in-kind contribution that exceeds the legal limits and evades
reporting and disclosure requirements. However. if the FEC finds that this
was not an in-kind contribution, 1t should cite Californians for an Educated
Electorate for failing to register as a political committee. failing to report its
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expenditures, and failing to print the proper disclaimers on its
advertisement.

PART TWO: ' ' ibution_that
E; e Vi - - -

In early October. a group calling itself Redwood Empire TRIM Committee
mailed a flyer to senior citizens throughout the 6th Congressional District
that contains a letter from a group calling itself Seniors Concerned About
Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.). A copy of this flyer is attached as Exhibit C. The
letter printed in the flyver also contained harsh negative attacks on
Representative Lynn Woolsey. This flyer also represents an in-kind
contribution to the Hughes for Congress Committee, since it was likely
coordinated with that Committee.

On October 8. the author of the letter contained in this flyer. Mr. Robert D.
Weinmann, Executive Director of S.C.A.T.. attended a campaign rally
sponsored by the Hughes for Congress Committee at the Woolsey for
Congress headquarters. After participating in this campaign event, which
Duane Hughes also attended. Mr. Weinmann entered the campaign
headquarters. introduced himself to a campaign worker, and informed her
that he had authored the letter from S.C.A.T.

According to the FEC brochure titled Independent Expenditures, "Any
expenditure made 1n cooperation. consultation or in concert with the
candidate (or agent), or as a result of his/her request or suggestion. is
considered an in-kind contribution. not an independent expenditure.

[t is clear from the events I have described that Mr. Weinmann is working
closely with the Hughes for Congress campaign and that the Redwood
Empire TRIM Committee flyer that his letter appeared in was likely
coordinated with the Hughes for Congress campaign and therefore
represents an 1n-kind contribution.

As noted above. the regulations governing in-kind contributions are quite
clear. In-kind contributions must be reported by the campaign receiving
them. Like monetary contributions. they are limited to $1000 per
contributor.  In additon. any political flver that is paid for as an in-kind
contribution must state that the flyer was paid for by the candidate's
campaign committee.

Duane Hughes and his campaign committee are again guilty of serious
violations of tederal campaign law. since they have not complied with any
of these requirements.  First. according to anecdotal evidence based on
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calls to the Woolsey for Congress campaign and Democratic activists in the
6th Congressional District, it appears that thousands of seniors received
this mailing. This means that it is extremely likely that the costs of paper,
printing, and postage for this mailing exceeded the $1000 contribution
limit for federal elections. Second, Hughes for Congress has not reported
receipt of this in-kind contribution on a regular FEC report or on the 48-
hour report required for all contributions of $1000 received after October
17. This i1s based on information on file with the FEC and the California
Secretary of State as of October 31, 1996. Third. paid political flyers must
contain the name of the sponsoring campaign committee.  Since the flyer
does not identify the Hughes campaign. this 1s also a violation.

I believe there 1s significant evidence to suggest that this expenditure
represented an 1llegal in-kind contribution to the Hughes campaign that
violated the contribution limit and was not reported or disclosed as

required. However, even if the FEC should find that this was pot an in-
. . L et i o .

law_occurred.

The timing of the mailer (several weeks before the election). as well as the
specific language directed at Rep. Lynn Woolsey demonstrate that the flyer
expressly advocates the defeat of Congresswoman Woolsey in the
upcoming election. In addition. it is extremely likely that the group calling
itself S.C.AT. was set up for the express purpose of defeating
Congresswoman Woolsey. since nobody in the community has ever heard
of this organization previously. and the mailing of the letter by Mr.
Weinmann 1s the only known activity of this organization in our
community

The express advocacy of the defeat of a candidate for federal office means
that this advertisement would quality as an independent expenditure in
support of Mr. Hughes' campaign. and important reporting and disclosure
requirements apply for the independent entity sponsoring the
advertisement (Redwood Empire TRIM Committee and/or Seniors
Concerned About Tomorrow). Whichever group financed this mailing 1s
required to register with the FEC. and 1t has not done so. according to
information on file as of October 31st. This group 1s required to report its
expenditures. and 1t has not done so either on a regular FEC report. or the
required 24 hour report for expenditures atter October 17. This is based
on information on file with the FEC as of October 31st. Third, this group
would be required to print a disclaimer stating that this expenditure is not
authorized by anv candidate, and 1t has failed to do so
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The FEC should rule that Duane Hughes and his campaign have received an
illegal in-kind contribution that exceeds the legal limits and evades
reporting and disclosure requirements. However, if the FEC finds that this
was not an in-kind contribution, it should cite Redwood Empire TRIM
Committee and/or Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow for failing to
register as a political committee, failing to report its expenditures, and
failing to print the proper disclaimers on its advertisement.

In light of all the information contained in this complaint. I am asking that
the FEC investigate these serious violations and engage in appropriate
enforcement action designed to prevent further violations of federal
campaign law by Duane Hughes, Hughes for Congress. and the other
organizations cited.

In order to facilitate this process. I am including the name and address and
phone number (if available) of all of the parties cited in this complaint:

Duane Hughes

Hughes for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 750755

Petaluma. CA 94975

(707) 769-9595 or (415) 458-2844

Bob Gentry, Treasurer

Californians for an Educated Electorate
19 4th Street

Petaluma. CA 94952

Redwood Empire TRIM Committee
2314 4th Street
Santa Rosa. CA 95404

Robert D. Weinmann, Executive Director
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.)
979 Golf Course Drive, Suite 132

Rohnert Park. CA 94928

In addition to the specific FEC violations cited herein. 1 wish to mention for
the record that both the full-page ad in the Santa Rosa Press Democrat and
the flyer distributed by Redwood Empire TRIM Committee and/or S.C.A.T.
contain a series of total falsehoods that have no place in any campaign.
While these do not constitute FEC violations. this type of negative
campaigning is a violation of the public trust and contributes to declining




g g

confidence in our system of government. It is fundamentally important
that we reject this type of campaigning and restore civility to our public
discourse.

Thank you very much for vour attention to this important matter. 1 look
forward to your prompt response.

Sincerely.

5

-

Roberta Hollowell

California Democratic Party Region 2 Director
1176 Neale Drive

Santa Rosa. CA 95404

(707) 528-0287
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ITH'A VOTING RE
Lynn Woolsey voted to retroactively increase faves by $275 bitlion-the largest tav increase
in U'S histony including Increased taves on Sodal Security benefits. (HR2 2641

She opposes a balanced budget 3mendment She s rated as one of the
30 tigeest-spending members of Congress by the Natcnal Taxpavers Union (HIR |

She opposes term Ihnits for members 0t G onaress

She revened a favarable to business rating of only 17% trom trie “aional b Baner of Commercs

Sne vated agatnst the biparmian welfare reforn bill signed inte aw by Fresident Chinton (HR4

LYNN
PULLED THE
WOOLSEY

OVER OUR
EYES!

aboltsh the death pevalty =R728 anc reduce penalties for crach cocalne dealery 11472

“revoted aga 'nst a topasan Hllegal bmiigration reform b that passed both houses of

roress—a Inl that she subsegquentiv savs she helped pass iby voting NO?
i favor of late terrn abortlons RIS UH G0 favor of same-sex marriages

voted agatnsd e e MR33535 that "w tallow rformation about prior sca
offcrrses By o Jevengdant o dmn «evide tederal tr0ds alieging sex oftenses

Regarding Huy 101 y towhat N N o0 tlanns st n NOT contacted the Chorrs
Frne House Transson r 4 Intrastruciure Cour e anoe n her 4 vearsin office

Regardless of your political affiliation, make an informed choice.
Don’t we deserve better than Lynn Woolsey?
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Does Lym.. Woolsey

really speak for the peo gle
Marm and Sonoma!

She voted to retroactively Increase taxes by $275 billion—
the largest tax increase in U.S. history.

She opposes a balanced budget amendment.
She’s rated as one of the 30 biggest spending members of
Congress by the National Taxpayers Union.

She opposes term limits for members of Congress.

She received a favorable to business rating of only 17%
from the National Chamber Commerce.

She voted against the bipartisan welfare reform bill
signed into law by President Clinton.

She favors extending welfare benefits to illegal allens.
She voted to abolish the death penalty.
She voted to reduce penalties for crack cocaine dealers.

Al intormanon Waken hom offx 4. staterments 3nd pubew resords

NO!

“Duane has a well-deserved reputation for honesty and integrity.
We can count on him to make government more accountable
1o those of s who pav the bills—the taxpayers.”

—Fred Raab, United Taxpayvers of Mann County

dfighesn,
B
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Redwood FEmpire TRIN Asks You To
Read This Important Message From
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow
About Congresswoman Lynn Woolsey
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jors Concerned About Tomorrow
S.C.A.T.
979 Golf Course Drive Ste. 132
Rohuert Park, CA 94928

"1'm as mad as hell and I'm not going
to take this anymore!"”
lloward Beale, News Anchorman
"NETWORK" 1976

Dear Senior Fiend,

The  statement  above  accurately
descnibes our attitude about Congresswoman
Lynn Woolsey She has been lying to us for
the last two years.

There's a another well known saving, "If 1t
aim't broke don't fix it ”

Now Congresswoman Lynn Woolsey
can give 1t a different spin If Medicare amnt
broke by 2001, just wat  She will see 101t

Woolsev's  frequent  mailings--sent  at
tavpaser's expense--are filled with doomsday
messages wamung that Congress 1s about le
“shired the safety net for women and children on
welfare, slash Medicare by $270 tallion, and
end the guarantee of nursing home coverage for
older women and men

With her fright peddhing she claims a
Congressienal majority voted ™ deep Medicare
and  Medicaid [resuling] i higher
healthcare costs for older women and men,
restnictions on chowce  of doctors, reduced
services at local hospitals

In fact, Woolsey's scare tactics are not
just  misleading—they’'re  blatant  lies!
Medicare s not under attack  Just the opposite
I et's look at her voting record:

HR 2264 - 1n 1993 Lynin Woolsey voted FOR
$230 tulhon n pew mcome taxes and Social

cuts

Secunity taxes These tax increases adversely
affect working seniors, our children and
grandchildren.

HR 64 - In 1993 Woolsey voted FOR 3253
deficit spending, We must end
deficit spending or our nationa! debt will
destroy the future for our children and all
future generations!

R 4 - o 1994 Lvin Woolsey voted against
welfare reform. She voted for an increase in
wellare spending by over 37 billion.

HR 2621 (Dec 14, 1955) She refused to stop
tlie Secretary of the Treasury from raiding the
Social Security Trust Fund of $440 Billion!
IR 2425 (Oct 19 199S)  Woolsey voted
against a plan that would have saved the
Medicare Trust fund from bankruptcy.

tilhion

It sho‘uld be noted that the President's

unission on Medicare reports that Medicare

1l be bankrupt in 2001 if measures to avoid
are not laken immediately’

Seniors' concerns cannot be ignored.
Our benefits and those of future generations
must be protected.

Not content with opposing bills affecting
Medicare for those wn theirr twilight years,
Woolsey also would destroy hfe at s
dawn--among the innocent unbom
HR 1833 (November '95) Woolsey voted
against outlawing Partial Birth Abortions, a
barbanc procedure that kills a newbom baby
Just before the head leaves the mother’s womb
An overwhelming majority of Congress (71%)
voted to outlaw this hideous procedure that is
nothing short of infanticide—but not
Woolsey' She is against capital punishment
Jor Richard Allen Davis—the murderer of
Polly Klass—but supports Killing infants!

Shouldn't she explam the inconsistencies
between her Congressional voling record and
false statements she has sent to North Bay
constituents”

If you're concerned about Woolsey's
record, | wurge you to contact her
immediately. Ask abcut her votes for tax
ncreases, aganst a balanced budget and failure
to save Medicare from bankruptcy and taves ¢n
social secunty  Call her:

Marin Co.  (415) S07-9554
Petaluma (707) 7951462
Sonoma Co. (707) 542-7182

And finally-just last month Lymn
Woolsey voted in_favor of homoseaual
marriage.

If her behavior offends you and »ou
are "..mad as hell..." then call her today
and demand an explanation for her voting
record. She's done nothing for Senior.
Thank you.

Sincerely,
{
it ilmsmny™ ) o8
g A
AMobert D Weimnmann
Executive Director

PS  Your financial support will help us to
conninue our fight agamnst reckless policies like
Woolsevs Your contnbution will be greatly
apprecrated and help faunch our newsletter  1f
you are serious about protecting senior
benefits please send a donation now.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MWASHINGTON DO 20463

November 8, 1996

Roberta Hollowell

California Democratic Party
Region 2 Director

1176 Neale Drive

Santa Rose, California 95404

Dear Ms. Hollowell:

This is to acknowledge receipt on November 6, 1996, of your
letter dated November 1, 1996. The Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act”) and Commission Regulations
require that the contents of a complaint meet certain specific
requirements. One of these requirements is that a complaint be
sworn to and signed in the presence of a notary public and
notarized. Your letter was not properly sworn to.

In order to file a legally sufficient complaint, you must
swear before a notary that the contents of your complaint are
true to the best of your knowledge and the notary must represent
as part of the jurat that such swearing occurred. The preferred
form is "Subscribed and sworn to before me on this day of

, 19 __." A statement by the notary that the complaint was
sworn to and subscribed before him also will be sufficient. We
regret the inconvenience that these requirements may cause you,
but we are not statutorily empowered to proceed with the
handling of a compliance action unless all the statutory
requirements are fulfilled. See 2 U.S.C. Sc 437g.

Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled "Filing a
Complaint." 1 hope this material will be helpful to you should
you wish to file a legally sufficient complaint with the
Commission.

Please note that this matter will remain confidential for a
15 day period to allow you to correct the defects in your
complaint. If the complaint is corrected and refiled within the
15 day period, the respondents will be so informed and provided
a copy of the corrected complaint. The respondents will then
have an additional 15 days to respond to the complaint on the
merits. If the complaint is not corrected, the file will be
closed and no additional notification will be provided to the
respondents.

YESTERDAY TODAY AN TONOIRKCNA
W IHCATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED
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If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact me at (202) 219-3410.

Sincerely,

/&/ﬂba, 74 ;/ orv

Retha Dixon
Docket Chief

Enclosure

Duane Hughes

Hughes for Congress

Redwood Empire TRIM Committee

Californians for an Educated Electorate
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.)
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November 1. 1996

Office of General Counsel )A) J [i, l ‘_\ L‘\'C\) gi‘) 5

Federal Election Commission

Washington. DC 20403 SENSITIVE

Dear General Counscl

[ am writing to file a complaint concerning violations of federal election
law by Duane Hughes and the Hughes for Congress Committee. as well as
two other groups known as Califormans for an Educated Electorate and

Redwood Empire TRIM Committee  The specific violations are as follows:

PART ONE:
x .

On October 27, 1996. a group calling itself Californians for an Educated
Electorate placed a full-page ad in the Santa Rosa Press Democrat
containing harsh negative attacks on Representative Lyvnn Woolsey (D-
Petaluma). This advertisement represents an in-kind contribution to the

Hughes for Congress Committee since it is a republication of campaign
materials previously prepared by the Hughes for Congress Campaign.

Attached to this letter are copies of the advertisement placed in the
newspaper (Exhibit A). as well as a copy of a campaign flyer produced and
distributed by the Hughes for Congress Committee weeks earlier (Exhibit
B). It 1s immediately obvious to any viewer that the two pieces contain
almost identical text. They are even in the same exact tvpeface. According
to the Federal Election Commussion (FEC) brochure titled Independent
Expenditures. "Any expenditure to finance the dissemination or
republication of a broadcast or other campaign materials prepared by a
candidate (or his’her campaign) i1s considered an in-kind contribution. not
an 1ndependent expenditure.

The regulavons goverming n-kind contnbutions are quite clear. In-kind
contributions must be reported by the campaign receiving them. Like
monetary contributions. they are himited to $1000 per contributor. In
addinion. any pohucal ad that 1s paid tor with an in-kind contribution must
stll state that the ad was paid for by the candidate’s campaign committee.
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Duane Hughes and his campaign committee are guilty of serious violations
of federal campaign law. since they have not complied with any of these
requirements. First, according to information received over the phone
from the Santa Rosa Press Democrat. the cost of a full-page ad in the front
section of the newspaper on a Sunday is $5752. This is a flagrant violation
of the federal contribution limit of $1000. Second. Hughes for Congress has
not reported receipt of this in-kind contribution on a regular FEC report or
on the 48-hour report required for all contributions of $1000 received
after October 17. This 1s based on a review of materials on file with the
FEC and the Calitornia Secretary of State as of October 31, 1996. Third.
paid political ads must contain the name of the sponsoring campaign
committee. Since the advertisement does not identify the Hughes
campaign. this is also a violation.

I believe the evidence is clear that this expenditure represented an illegal
in-kind contribution to the Hughes campaign that flagrantly violated the
contribution limit and was not reported or disclosed as required. However,
TG L : e =R :

It 1s clear that the advertisement expressly advocates the defeat of
Congresswoman Woolsey in the upcoming election. For example, it
contains the following sentences: “Regardless of your political affiliation,
make an informed choice. Don't we deserve better than Lynn Woolsey?"
The express advocacy of the defeat of a candidate for federal office means
that this advertisement qualifies as an independent expenditure in support
of Mr. Hughes' campaign, and important reporting and disclosure
requirements apply for the independent entity sponsoring the
advertisement (Californians for an Educated Electorate). This group is
required to register with the FEC, and 1t has not done so. This group is
required to report 1ts expenditures, and it has not done so either on a
regular FEC report. or the required 24 hour report for expenditures after
October 17. This 1s based on information on file with the FEC as of October
31. 1996. Third. this group 1s required to print a disclaimer stating that
their expenditure i1s not authorized by any candidate. and it has failed to
do so.

The FEC should rule that Duane Hughes and his campaign has received an
illegal 1n-kind contribution that exceeds the legal limits and evades
reporting and disclosure requirements. However. 1f the FEC finds that this
was not an in-kind contribution, 1t should cite Californians for an Educated
Electorate for failing to register as a political committee. failing to report its
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expenditures, and failing to print the proper disclaimers on its
advertisement.

PART TWO: 5 1V
o | - Vi

In early October. a group calling itself Redwood Empire TRIM Committee
mailed a flver to senior citizens throughout the 6th Congressional District
that contains a letter from a group calling itself Semiors Concerned About
Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.). A copy of this flver is attached as Exhibit C. The
letter printed n the flyer also contained harsh negative attacks on
Representative Lynn Woolsey. This flyer also represents an in-kind
contribution to the Hughes for Congress Committee, since 1t was likely
coordinated with that Committee.

On October 8. the author of the letter contained in this flyer, Mr. Robert D.
Weinmann., Executive Director of S.C.A.T.. attended a campaign rally
sponsored by the Hughes for Congress Committee at the Woolsey for
Congress headquarters. After participating in this campaign event. which
Duane Hughes also attended. Mr. Weinmann entered the campaign
headquarters. introduced himself to a campaign worker, and informed her
that he had authored the letter from S.C.A.T.

According to the FEC brochure titled Independent Expenditures, “Any
expenditure made in cooperation, consultation or in concert with the
candidate (or agent), or as a result of his/her request or suggestion, is
considered an in-kind contribution. not an independent expenditure.

It 1s clear from the events 1 have described that Mr. Weinmann is working
closely with the Hughes for Congress campaign and that the Redwood
Empire TRIM Committee flyer that his letter appeared in was likely
coordinated with the Hughes for Congress campaign and therefore
represents an in-kind contribution.

As noted above., the regulaunons governing in-kind contributions are quite
clear. In-kind contributions must be reported by the campaign receiving
them. Like monetary contributions. they are limited to $1000 per
contributor.  In addituon. any political flyer that i1s paid for as an in-kind
contribution must state that the ftlver was paid for by the candidate's
campaign committee.

Duane Hughes and his campaign committee are again guilty of serious
violaunons of federal campaign law, since they have not complied with any
of these requirements. First, according to anecdotal evidence based on
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calls to the Woolsey for Congress campaign and Democranc activists in the
6th Congressional District. it appears that thousands of seniors received
this mailing. This means that it is extremely likely that the costs of paper,
printing, and postage for this mailing exceeded the $1000 contribution
limit for federal elections. Second, Hughes for Congress has not reported
receipt of this in-kind contribution on a regular FEC report or on the 48-
hour report required for all contributions of $1000 received after October
17 This 1s based on information on file with the FEC and the California
Secretary of State as of October 31, 1996, Third, paid politucal flyers must
contain the name of the sponsoring campaign committee.  Since the flyer
does not 1denuty the Hughes campaign. this 1s also a violation.

| behieve there is significant evidence to suggest that this expenditure
represented an illegal 1n-kind contribution to the Hughes campaign that
violated the contribution hmlt and “a> not reported or dl:LlOSﬁd as
required. o

L)nd gxpen gj 1ture, it g|5; n clear thﬁ[ SEr1ous QQHQ!!; of federal QlﬂﬂQﬂ

law o¢¢

The timing of the mailer (several weeks before the election), as well as the
specific language directed at Rep. Lynn Woolsey demonstrate that the flyer
expressly advocates the defeat of Congresswoman Woolsey in the

upcoming election. In addition. it 1s extremely likely that the group calling
iself S.C.A.T. was set up for the express purpose of defeating
Congresswoman Woolsey. since nobody in the community has ever heard
of this organization previously, and the mailing of the letter by Mr.
Weinmann is the only known activity of this organization in our
community.

The express advocacy of the defeat of a candidate for tfederal office means
that this advertisement would qualify as an independent expenditure in
support of Mr. Hughes' campaign. and important reporting and disclosure
requirements apply for the independent entity sponsoring the
advertisement (Redwood Empire TRIM Committee and/or Seniors
Concerned About Tomorrow). Whichever group financed this mailing is
required to register with the FEC, and 1t has not done so. according to
information on file as of October 31st. This group 1s required to report its
expenditures, and 1t has not done so either on a regular FEC report, or the
required 24 hour report for expenditures after October 17. This is based
on intormation on file with the FEC as of October 31st.  Third, this group
would be required to print a disclaimer stating that this expenditure is not
authorized by any candidate. and 1t has failed to do so.
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The FEC should rule that Duane Hughes and his campaign have received an
illegal in-kind contribution that exceeds the legal limits and evades
reporting and disclosure requirements. However, if the FEC finds that this
was not an in-kind contribution, it should cite Redwood Empire TRIM
Committee and/or Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow for failing to
register as a political committee, failing to report its expenditures, and
failing to print the proper disclaimers on its advertisement.

In light of all the information contained tn this complaint, I am asking that
the FEC investigate these serious violations and engage in appropriate
enforcement action designed to prevent further violations of federal
campaign law by Duane Hughes. Hughes for Congress. and the other
organizations cited.

In order to facilitate this process. I am including the name and address and
phone number (if available) of all of the parties cited in this complaint:

Duane Hughes

Hughes for Congress Commuittee
P.O. Box 750755

Petaluma. CA 94975

(707) 769-9595 or (415) 458-2844

Bob Gentry, Treasurer

Californians for an Educated Electorate
19 4th Street

Petaluma, CA 94952

Redwood Empire TRIM Committee
2314 4th Street
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

Robert D. Weinmann, Executive Director
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.AT.)
979 Golf Course Drive. Suite 132

Rohnert Park. CA 9492R

In addition to the specific FEC violations cited herein, 1 wish to mention for
the record that both the full-page ad in the Santa Rosa Press Democrat and
the flyer distributed by Redwood Empire TRIM Committee and/or S.C.A.T.
contain a series of total falsehoods that have no place in any campaign.
While these do not constitute FEC violations, this type of negative
campaigning 1s a violation of the public trust and contnibutes to declining
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confidence in our system of government. It is fundamentally important
that we reject this type of campaigning and restore civility to our public
discourse.

Thank you very much for your attention to this important matter. I look
forward to your prompt response.

Sincerely. !
N

) [ [ j
Lo dddimactf

Roberta Hollowell

California Democratic Party Region 2 Director
1176 Neale Drive

Santa Rosa. CA 95404

(707) 528-0287
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WITH A VOTING R. _ORD LIKE THIS...

Lonn Woalsev vated to retroactively Increase faves by $275 billion - the Lirgest tax increase
n US history. including fincreased taves on Soclal Security benefits. (HR2 2641

Nhe opposes a balanced budget iimemdment She s rared as oo of the
U1 biggest-spending members ot Congress by the Natonal faxpavers Union (MR

She opposes term Hngdts for mombaers ol Congress

revened s fanorable to business ratisg of only 17% from the Satonal ©hamber of Commene

PULLED THE
WOOLSEY

OVER OUR
EYES!

abolish the death penalty 115729 208 reduce penalties for crack cocalne dealers (HE22S

he voted agalnst 3 bipartsan legal lisigration reform ©10 that passed both houses of

Congress—a bill that she subs I""-—:.\‘ll'\‘\" elped pass by voting NO')

<An fanor of late term abortions  0F { Lin favor of same-sex marriages

voted against ¢ R3I355) that allow information about prior sy

offerses s et { o} tred as evidence i federa Callging sex offenses

Regarding Hwy. 101 ! to what Ms, W NOT contacted the Cha

P4 vears in office

Regardless of vour political affiliation, make an informed choice.
Don’t we deserve better than 1van Woolsey?




EXrnio

Ly Does Lymﬂ\/oolsew

really speak for the peo I’)le
of Marin and Sonom

She voted to retroactively increase taxes by $275 billion--
the largest tax increase in U.S. history.

She opposes a balanced budget amendment.
She's rated as one of the 30 biggest spending members of
Congress by the National Taxpayers Union.

She opposes term limits for members of Congress.

She received a favorable to business rating of only 17%
from the National Chamber Commerce.

She voted against the bipartisan welfare reform bill
signed into law by President Clinton.

She favors extending welfare benefits to illegal allens.
She voted to abolish the death penalty.
She voted to reduce penalties for crack cocaine dealers.

All informarnion taken from offical statements and public records

NO!

“Duane has a well-deserved reputation for honesty and integrity.
We can count on him to ngake government more accountable
to those of ns who pav the bills—the taxpayers.”

Fred Raab. United Taxpavers of Marin County

uma LA 94978 o Sanoma 707-769-9595 Marin 415-458.2
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Redwood Empice TRIN A<k You To

Read This Important Message From
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow
About Congresswoman Lynn Woolsey
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s Concerned About Tomorrow
S.CA.T.
979 Golf Course Drive Ste. 132
Rohnert Park, CA 94928

"1I'm as mad as hell and I'm not going
to take this any more!"
Howard Beale, News Anchorman
"NETWORK" 1976

Dear Senior Friend,
I'he accurately
descnibes our atntude about Congresswoman

stalement above
Lynin Woolsey  She has been lying to us for
the last two years,

There's a another well known saving, "If ot
ain't broke don't in e ”

Now Lynn Woolsey
can give it a ditferent spin If Medicare ain't
broke by 2001, just wait. She will sec 1o 1t

Woolsey's  frequent  mathngs--sent  at
taxpaser's expense--are filled with deomsday
messages waming that Congress 1s about to
“shred the safety net for women and children on
welfare, slash Medicare by $270 btiullion, and
end the guarantee of nursing home coverage for
plder women and men ”

With her fright peddhng she claims a
Congresaional majonty voted *  deep Medicare
and Medicasd  cuts  [resulting] in higher
healthcare costs for older wemen and men,
restrctions on choice of doctors, reduced
services at local hospitals ©

In fact, Woolsey's scare tactics are not
just  misleading—they're  blatant  lies!
Medicare 1s not under attack  lust the opposite
1 et's look at her voting vecord:

HR 2264 - In 1993 Lynn Woolsey voted FOR
$250 bilhon in new mcome taxes and Social
Security taxes These tax increases adversely
affect working seniors, our children and
grandchildren.

HR 64 - In 1992 Woolsey voted FOR 3253
billion i defict spending. We must end
deficit spending or our national debt will
destroy the future for our children and all
future generations!

HR 4 - In 1994 [yin Woolsey voted against
welfare reform. She voted for an increase in
welfare spending by over $7 billion.

HR 2621 (Dec 14, 1995) She refused to stop
the Secretary of the Treasury from raiding the
Social Security Trust Fund of $440 Billion!
IR 2425 (Ot 19, 1995) Woolsey voted

Congresswoman

against_a plan that would have saved the
Medicare Trust fund from bankruptcy.

It shu.uld be noted that the President's

mssion on Medicare reports that Medicare

Ul be bankrupt in 2001 1f measures to avend it
are not taken immediately!

Scniors' concerns cannot be ignored.
Our beuefits and those of future generations
must be protected.

Not content with opposing tills affecting
Medicare for those i thew twilight years,
Woolsey also would destroy hfe at s
Jawn--among the mnocent unbom
HR 1833 (November '95) Woolsey voted
against outlawing Partial Birth Abortions, 4
barbane procedure that kills a newbomn baby
Just before the head leaves the mother's womb
An overwhelming majority of Congress (71°%)
voted (o outlaw this hideous procedure that is
nothing short of infanticide—-but not
Woolsey! She is against capital punishment
Sfor Richard Allen Davis—the murderer of
Polly Klass—but supports killing infants!

Shouldn’t she explain the inconsistencies
between hier Congressional voting record and
statements she has sent to North Ba
constituents?

If you're concerned about Woolsey's
record. | urge you to contact
Ask about her votes for
ncreases, apainst a balanced budget and failue
to save Medicare from bankruptey and taxes on

Call her:
(415) 507-9554
(707) 7951462
Sonoma Co. (T07) 842-7182

And  finally--just  last  month
Woolsey voted in_ favor of homosexual
marriage.

If her behavior offends you and you
are "..mad as hell..." then call her today
and demand an explanation for her voting
record. She's done nothing for Seniors,
Thank you.

false

her

immediately. Ly

social sec uriy
Marin Co.
Petaluma

Lynn

Sincerels
|
o~ == )7
o > <
L/ / = W A A e,
LA T -«/ =
Lobent D Wemmann

1 T .
Fxecutive Director

ar financial support witl help us 1o

ur .‘;lhl against reckless pvln.'w\ like

Your contnbution will be greatly

appreciated and help launch our newsletter  If

you are serious about protecting senior
benefits please send a donation now.
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B FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
) Washington, DC 20463

November 25, 1996

Raoberta Hollowell, Director
(alifornia Democratic Party Region 2
1176 Neale Drive

Santa Rosa, CA 95404

MUR 4585
Dear Ms. Hollowell:

This lctter acknowledges receipt on November 19, 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
vour 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 4585. Please refer to this
number in all future communications. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

F. Andrew Téley

Supervisory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Fnclosure

Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

November 25, 1996

Reginald H Leighton, Treasurer
Hughes for Congress

PO Box 750755

Petaluma, CA 94975

MUR 4585
Dear Mr. Leighton:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Hughes for
Congress ("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 4585. 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
he 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(aK 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
commumcations from the Commission.
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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.

Sincerely,

~gic?

F. Andrew Tdrley
Supervisorf Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




| g

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

November 25, 1996

Duane Hughes
1636 Wren Drive
Petaluma, CA 94954

MUR 4585
Dear Mr. Hughes:

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 4585. 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
helieve 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.

[his matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)4XB) and
§ 437g(aX12XA) 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
Commussion 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.

Sincerely,

Supervisory A‘lomey
Central Enforcement Docket

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

November 25, 1996

Bob Gentry, Treasurer

Californians for an Educated Electorate
19 4th Street

Petaluma, CA 94952

MUR 4585
Dear Mr. Gentry:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that
Californians for an Educated Electorate (“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 4385. Piease 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.

T'his 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 wnting 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.
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If you have any questions, plcasc contact Erik Morrison at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

F. Andrew Tur
Supervisory Altorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

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

November 25, 1996

Treasurer

Redwood Fmpire TRIM Committee
2314 41h Street

Santa Rose, CA 95404

RE: MUR 4585
Dear Sir or Madam:

T'he Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the
Redwood Empire TRIM Committee (“Committee™) and you, as treasurer, may have violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act”). A copy of the complaint
15 enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 458S5. 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.

I'his matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a}4)(B) and
$ 437g(a)X 12} 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.
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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.

Sincerely,

F. Andrew Turl
Supervisory Afforney
Central Enforcement Docket

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

November 25, 1996

Treasurer

Sentors Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.)
979 Golf Course Drive, Suite 132

Rohnert Park, CA 94928

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Seniors
Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.) (*S.C.A.T.”) and you, as treasurer, may have violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act”). A copy of the complaint
1s enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4585. 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 S.C.A.T. 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 appropniate, 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.

['his matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and
§ 437g(an 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
commuinications from the Commission.
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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.

Sincerely,

P e /

F. Andrew Turle
Supervisory mey
Central Enf@#cement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

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

November 285, 1996

Robert 1. Weinmann, Executive Director
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.)
979 Golf Course Drive, Suite 132

Rohnert Park. CA 94928

MUR 4585
Dear Mr. Weinmann:

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 4585. 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 vou
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.

[his matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4XB) and
§ 437g(ax 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.
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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.

Sincercly,

Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




William Pisenti Wi Bisso Doris Fred Jennings
President sident Secre Treasurer

I I IR‘IM Tax Reform IMmediately

2314 4th Street, Santa Rosa, California Ph 707-542-3686
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Enforcement Division

General Counsel's Office

Federal Elections Commission

999 “E" Street Northeast

Washington, DC 20463

FAX 202-219-3923 16 December 1996

RE MUR 458§

Dear (;eneral Counsel.

Pursuant to a 25 November 1996 letter from F Andrew Turley, Supervisory Attorney in
the Central Enforcement Docket. informing me of this Matter Under Review (MUR), [ make the
answer contained in the rest of this letter This response clearly shows that no further action
should be taken in MUR 4585 (except sanctions against the complainant) and that the matter
should be dismissed with prejudice as frivolous and completely lacking in ment  As discussed in
Mr Turlev's letter. under the rules and statutes. this matter will remain confidential unless I waive
such confidentiality I do not waive 1t

“Part One” of the complaint alleges that my Congressional campaign received an illegal in-
kind contribution, etc . due to a newspaper advertisement placed by other parties -- who, in fact,
acted entirely separately and independently from myv campaign The charge i1s completely false.
The parties placing the ad proceeded on their own, without any coordination with or control by
myself or anyone else in my campaign as to what they were doing

Upon receving this complaint, 1 made inquines to determine the facts It appears that,
completely independent of mv campaign, the parties placing the ad may have used matenals
previously distributed bv mv campaign that were in the hands of the public as partial source data
for their ad Because we had no knowledge of this matter and no control, direction or
consultation regarding it in any way (as it was done by persons outside my campaign and not with
the knowledge. assistance or control of anvone in the campaign). we had no way to avoid or
influence the use that apparently was made of our campaign matenals  Thus. it 1s simply wrong to
sav, as the complaint does. that we received such help for which we bear responsibility or which
we must report

In addition. the complaint alleges that there 1s a great similanty between the ad and a flyer
previously disseminated by mv campaign  Actually, as even a briet review of the two items
shows, there is only a hittle similarity between limited parts of them. and the ditferences are much
more significant - The major headlines are different. as is the tormat. lavout. medium and even the
text -~ with the ad contaiming much detail our thver did not  (Even the allegation that tvpe faces
are the same errors see. tor example. the headlines and the attnbution, “All information taken

from ) Moreover. the purpose of the two items is ditferent: myv campaign flver expressly

promotes my candidacy. while the ad opposes Woolsev  The difference 1s signiticant, because
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FEC/GCO/ED -- Response to MUR 4585
by Duane Hughes, 16 Dec 1996 -- Page 2

there were two other candidates in the race, and thus the ad would just as correctly be
characterized as being help received by each of them, while myv flver would not

The complaint shows no etfort at all to determine what were the tacts It is an abuse of
vour processes, based on assertions which are completely erroneous on therr face and that
demonstrate a distinct lack of good faith effort to ascertain what were the facts, make full
disclosure of them, and to present onlv the facts and reasonable arguments of law  Instead, the
complainant merelv seized upon the fact that some points were similar in the two items and
launched into a partisan rant that wastes the time of both sides and the Commission Thus, on this
point, the complaint is frivolous and without any menit, and it should be rejected with prejudice,
and no other action should be taken on it (except perhaps to sanction the complainant, as
discussed below)

“Part Two” of the complaint 1s even more ndiculous It 1s based wholly on innuendo, silly
assertion and speculation -- e ¢ . “was likelv". “anecdotal evidence™. "1t 1s extremely likely™, I
believe”. “since nobody in the community has ever heard”. “the only known activity”, etc It
alleges activities on the part of a person who was not part of our campaign. but was in fact a
member of a fullv independent organization (as the complaint inadvertently admits and then
denies) Among the dastardly deeds alleged is that this person spoke critically of Cong Woolsey

in a flver. attended an event we held. and then entered Woolsev campaign headquarters and stated
he was the author of a flver cnitical of Cong Woolsey Apparently. for the author of this
complaint, people who are critical of Cong Woolsev don’t have anv First Amendment free-
speech or association nights

Let me state unequivocallv the following Whatever actions this person or the cited
organizations mav have taken in this regard. thev were their own, and they were done without
consultation or coordination with me or mv campaign -- and thev were certainly done without our
control or direction  Thus. we had no opportunity or power to influence or avoid them, and it is
false to sav we thus received any benefit trom them for which we can be held responsible or on
which we must report  In addition, because the flver of this independent organization also only
opposes Cong Woolsev and does not promote myv candidacy. it would make just as much sense
1o ascribe benefit from and reporting responsibility tor 1t to the other two candidates as to my
campaign

Because it 1s made up from whole cloth -- as the speculative phrases cited above show --
this item is even more egregioushy frivolous. lacking in ment and a matter of bad faith than the
first one It 1s an obvious abuse of process and should not only be thus dismissed with prejudice.
but also merits sanctions for wasting the time and resources of the Commussion and parties. The
trivolousness. lack of ment and abuse ot process are also apparent in the fact that this complaint
was launched merelv vindictively to harass me atter Cong Woolsev won with over 60% to my
less than 35% This tact alone emphasizes that Cong Woolsev's gadtlyv, using canned complaint
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fodder from the Beltway Democrat machine, is wasting the time of everyone involved for no good
end

In sum, this complaint and the incontinent rhetoric in which it is couched have no place in
serious campaigns The attempt to suppress the free-speech and association rights of citizens who
disagree with elitists such as this complainant is really scary and 1s the nadir so far of our political
processes Ironically, this complaint is made by the party that benefitted from $35-million in Big
Labor “independent”™ expenditures paid for in substantial part from the member dues of
Republican and independent union members who opposed the candidates they were thus forced to

support

Further, the substantive cniticism at the end of the complaint of the particular points made
in the ad and flyers is simply a lie 1t tnes to cover up the fact that every point of criticism is true
and was backed up by the public record What this complaint really amounts to is a reaction to
the fact that our campaign and other concerned citizens tried to educate the public about the facts
concerning Cong Woolsey What they re afraid of is that. it the public ever learns the facts about
what an extreme leftist she is, she’ll be booted in a flash What this complaint intends to signal is
that the leftist supporters of Cong Woolsey will go to anv lengths to punish people for trying to
educate the electorate -- which is what our political processes should do

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to this matter Please notify me 1f you need
anything else from me, and please ask the Commission to take no further action on 1t, except to
sanction the complainant

Sincerelv.
A -~

\_(;:-‘ ' A - ,.-_k 23,

Duane Hughes

Republican 1996 Congressional Candidate

Calhifornia Sixth Distrnict (Sonoma and Marin Counties)
P O Box 750755

Petaluma, CA 949758

Voice 415-899-7244

FAX 415.89G.7258%
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Senjors Concerned About Tomorrow

Andrew F Turley JD December 11 1996
Supervisory Attorney

Federal Election Commission

999 E Street N W

Washington D C 20463

MUR 4585
Dear Mr Turley
I am in receipt of the complaint filed with the FEC oy MS ROBERTA HOLLOWELL.
on November 1 1996 This complaint was sent by you on November 25 1996 and

received by me on the 2nd of December 1996

I will be as succinct as possible to dispel the myths presented in Ms Hoilowell's
complaint about our organization Semors Concerned About Tomorrow (SCAT )

Referrning to PART TWO of her letter ours 1s NOT a Political Action Committee to
defeat Congresswoman Lynn Woolsey as charged and 1s evidenced by the following

A large group of past and some present members of The Amencan Association of
Retired Persons formed SCAT a non-partisan organization in July of 1995 which
coincided with the U S Senate sub-committee hearing held by Senator Alan Simpson
on June 13 1995 tc expose AARP as a profit making organization and not
representative of their senior citizen members

! submit for your viewing exnibits substantiating the fact that we were not formed by
the HUGHES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE to neip defeat Congresswoman
Woolsey

Exhibit A First meeting September 29 1995

Exhipit B Letter of support Seniors Advisory Committee
Exhioit C Letter of support Sonoma Taxpayers Associatior
Exhibit D Letter of support Marin Taxpayers Association
Exhibit E Letter of support TRIM Committee

Exhiot F Sons in Retirement speaking engagement
Exnioit G Santa Rosa Rotary Ciub speaking engagement

F & G and other speaking engagements took place in 1995 & 19%€

979 Golf Course Drive Ste.132 Rohnert Park, CA 94928
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Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow

PAGE 2

| did indeed attend a rally on October 8 1396 at ONE of the offices of Ms Woolsey
However as Ms Hollowell also incorrectly clams. it was NOT staged by the Hughes
campaign but rather a coalition of all the above tax groups mentioned and
coordinated as | understand by the National Taxpayers Association which = for years
has targeted Congressional spenders like Woolsey

Unhke the The Seniors Coalition the United Senmors Association and 5C Plus we do
not ask for a membership fee and no one s compensatea Whatever contributions
SCAT receives are always voiuntary

SCAT put out a solicitation to its supporters of all parties to heip pay for our
mailing This exhibit H was mailed to 10 000 senior democrats Our onginal goal
was 30 000 but we raised just enough for the 10 00C mailing The TRIM organization
loaned us their mailing permit to keep our costs down

If Ms Hollowell is witch hunting for "in-kind” contributions please direct her attention to
the AF of L/CIO iabor unions that “stoie” 35 million dollars form their members for in-
kind contributions to democratic candidates to unseat republican incumbents A
classic example of "in-kind” contributions would be the first congressional district in
Cahfornia where democratic candidate Michaeia Alioto received thousands of
advertising dollars tc unseat congressman Frank Riggs

| have voluntarily enciosed a financial report (exhibit |} that was sent tc every
contributor some of whom contributed as little as 10 dollars

In Ms Hollowelis last paragraph of her verbose complaint that our flyer(ietter)

‘contains a senes of total falsenoods” s an obvious indication of grasping for the “last
traw  EVERY FACT stated in our letter is substantiated by House Resolutions {see

exhibit H) The truth hurts

Congresswoman Lynn Woolsey shouid pe cnharged for mailing faise ana fright peddiing
nformation with her franking privilege

nope that the information provided answers the frivolous needless and time
consuming complaint of Ms Hollowell

Sincerely

> '.,. <y (4,-_" i e LA a7

2 CF - e ]

ROBERT D WEINMANN EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

979 Golf Course Drive Ste.132 Rohnert Park, CA 94928 (707) $84-5998
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Important Meeting /;3{4;' /,'/ 2
September 29th

Learn The Truth About:
*So Called MEDICARE CUTS
®I'he Future of Social Security
*AARD.

¢(Crucl Misinformation Campaigns Designed to
Frighten Senior Clitizens

It Is Important Learn The Truth About These And Other Issues That
Affect Senior Citizens!

Sponsored by:
City of Rohnert Park Senior Citizens Advisory Commission
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow

WHERE: Senior Citizen Center
6800 Hunter Dr. Ste. A
Rohnert Park. CA 94928

WHEN: Iriday September 29th

FIME:  10:00 AN

For addittonal information contact:
Robert D, "Bob'" Weimnmann,

707/584-3898

Learn The Truth Abour Important Senior Issues!
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CITY OF ROHNERT PARK
SENIOR CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMISSION

Senior Center
6800 Hunter Dnve, Suite C
Rohnert Park, CA 94928

To Whom It May Concern

On Thursday, August 29, 1995, the City of Rohnert Park's Senior Citizens Advisory
Commission voted to support the efforts of the organization Seniors Concerned About
Tomorrow (S C A T ) which will expose the inequities of the American Association of
Retired Persons (A A R P ) with regard to important senior issues such as their lack of
concern for their members, Medicare and Social Secunty

Yours Truly,

/aﬁw Grrase

John Chase

Chairman

CITY OF ROHNERT PARK

Senior Citizens Advisory Commission
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Sonoma County Taxpayers' Association

P.O. Box 14241, Santa Rosa. CA 95402, 707 5420442, Fax $76-1697

Robert Weinmann
€763 Nexzer Curcle
Fonner Park, CA 94928

To Whom It May Concem

On Thursday, October 15, 1985, the Board of Directors of the Sonoma County
Taxpavers Association voted to support the efforts cf the organization, Seniors

5
Concened Abcut Tomorrow (S.C AT), to expose the inequities of the Amercan
Association of Retired Persons (A A R.P ) with regard to important senior issues such as
their iack of concemn for their members

Sincerelv,

Jean-Mane Foster
Execuuve Director
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Marin United Taxpayers Association

813 A Strecr, San Rafacl. CA 94901 Suite 21 (415) 456-7910

January 17,1996

Mr. Robert Weinmann

Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow
979 Golf Course Drive Suite 132
Rohnert Park, CA 94928

Re: Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow Efforts to Terminate
Tax-Exempt Status of AARP

Dear Mr. Weinmann:

The Marin United Taxpayers Association has voted to support
vou and vour organization in vours efforts to seek the termination of
the tax-exempt status of the American Association of Retired People.
Your presentation to our Board of Directors was as compelling as it
was distressing to hear of the significant "profits" of the AARP
"businesses”, and to know that such profits are not taxed and that the
AARP also 1s subsidized by federal dollars (taxpayers' money ).

We wish vou success in vou efforts.

Smuereh \ours
4 - ’)
Nam\ P. McCarthv /

President - \Lirm/(!nned
Taxpavers Assn.




William Pisenti William Bisso Doris Kline Fred Jennings

President vresident Secrev Treasurer

I I |R'I Tax Reform IMmediately

2314 4th Street, Santa Rosa, California Ph 707-542-3686
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Del Norte County
John L. Costarphine
Catherine Costorphine

Humboldt County
R. Leo Osbumn
Doris M. Osburn

Lake County
Genevieve Canfleld
Jchn A. Paskaly
John E. Z. Pickens
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Marin County
-Raymond C. Kesner
Gay H. Hoover
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: INVOLVEMENT TO

Mendocino County G
AND SOCTIAL SECURITY

Clark M. Miller
Lula M. Miller

Dan Sargentini

Irene Sargentini
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~ Napa County
Marvin Tews
Beulah S. Tews
~ Theodore A. George
Clff Rodgers
~ Emilie Rodgers
Murray S. Knapp

Sonoma County
Jerome R. Kelley
Jack H. Stuart
David P. Kline
Jack Bisso
Charles Rogers
Edward Deeney
Vasco Brazil
John Rodgers
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SANTA KOSA
1921-1996

August 28, 1996 EDITOR: Vickie Hardcastle |

Robert D. Weinmann exposes A.A.R.P.

Our speaker next week will be Bob Weinmann, the
Executive Director of S.C.A.T. Seniors Concerned
About Tomorrow. This organization is composed of
present and past members of the American Association
of Retired People.

The main purpose of this growing group is to expose
A.A.R.P, to lobby congress for their [cgislation and to
control and manipulate it's 33 million members and

make money.

THE ROTARY CLUB OF SANTA ROSA, INC. 75 YEARS OF SERVICE




’ Seniors Concerned About 1 omorrow

SCAT.
979 Golf Course Drive Ste. 132
Rohnert Park. CA 94928

“1'm as mad as hell and I'm not going

to take this anymore!”

Howard Beale, Zews Anchorman

"NETWORK™ 1976
Dear Senior Faend,
above accuratels
descnibes our amitude about Congresswoman
Lant Windaon She has been Iving to us for
the [ast two vears

There s a another well known saving, "It i

I he statement

amnit broke Jon't hin o

AT L OngTressw oman

Lynn Woolsey
If Medicare aint
ust wait . She will see to t

frequent  mailings—-sent  at
expense--are fillad with doomsdas
that Congress 1s about to
tets net for women and children on
Medicare by $270 bilhon

the puwraniee of nursing home coverage for

a different spin

can §
h by D
EQRE T 010
W oolses s
1anpaser
MCSsAI0s Wwaming
4
and

and men
tneht peddiing she

marmnh vine

whder woame

restnets Vhoige doctors.  reduced

sernvices at fowal hospital
In fact. Wonlses's scare tactics are not
minleading—thes're  blatant  lies!

¢ o mat under antack  Just the opposite

just
Medicar
I et's lsok a1t her voting record:

HE 220 73 [ann Moolsey voted FOR
- il | A
Segutits fave
affect
grandchildren

R 1.4 rN

me taves and Social
These tay increases adversely
wurking semors. our children and

new 1

Wolses aoted FOR S25°
bublun 2t spending MWe must end
defiait spending ur our natonal debt will
dentron the future for qur childrea and all
future generabony’

T 3 W ooulses voted againys

welfare ref rm  She voted for an increascn
welfare spending by over $7 billion
¢t Nt refused 1o
tine Treasuns trom rarding the
Socia! Securnity Trust Fund of $446 Ballion!
L W colses

[N ‘ i

a voted
against 3 plan that would have saved the
Mueriare Trust fund from banhruptcy

xh 4 X M

It should be noted that 1he Pressdent
Commussion on Medicare reporns that Medicare
will be bankrupt in 2001 it measures to avord 1t
are pot taken immediately’

Seniors’ concerns cannot be ignored.
QOur benefits and those of future generations
must be protected.

Mot content with opposing ills affecting
Medicare for those in thewr twilight \c:u:
Woolsey would  destron
dawn--among the mnocent unbory
HR 1833 (November Woolsey voted
aganst outlawing Partial Birth Abortions.
harbanc procedure that kil & newbom ba

ist betore the head leaves the mather's womt
tn overs heiming majorits of Congress (71°%.,
voted (e outlaw this hideous procedure that i
nothing  short of infanticide -but not
Koolser' She us against capual punishment
Sor Richard Allen Davis--the murderer of

also hfe at us

'l"u

Pelly Kluss—but supports hilling infants
Shouldnt she explamn the inconsistencic

her OnEressiona

between record and

North Ba

young
false siat sent to
tuents’

If vou're concerned about Woolsey's
record. 1 urge »ou to  contact her
immediatels Ask about her voles for 1

15! a balanced budpet and failure
edicare from bankruptcy and taxes
C all her:
1415) &017.9884
Petaluma 1707y 7oK1 462
Sonoma ( o, (TUT) R42.71K2

and  finaliy -- . ast month Ly

al secunn

SN

Mann (o

Woolsey voted in_favor _of homoserual
marriage

If her behavior offends you and you
are "..mad as hell then call her today
and demand an explanation for her voung
record She's done nothing for Semors
Thank vou

1 newslenter I

yuu o are serwus about protecting  senior
benefits please send a donation now
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December 17, 1996

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR #4585

Dear General Counsel

[ am wniting 1n response to a complaint. filed with vour office, (of which I received a copy via
fax 1 [ questnonf | am the intended party named. as there are numerous "BOB GENTRY 'S™ in
Cahformia, and [ have heard of several having Iived in Sonoma County My name 1s Robert
Howard Gentny [ reside at 2641 South Dutton Avenue. Santa Rosa. CA 95407

At no time have | contributed any funds to a committee named (Califorma’s for an Educated
Flectorate) | have never place or caused to be placed an add of political nature with the Press
Democrat. or anv other media source | have although placed adds offering a vanety of items for
sale over the 43 vears I've lived in Sonoma County

If vou have any question regarding my political involvement feel free to contact me at the above
mentioned address

Sincerely
" g SN
L 2" M o«

& -

Dnborr 3 Gentny




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

AGENDA DOCUMENT NO. X98-13

In the Matter of

CASE CLOSURES UNDER
ENFORCEMENT PRIORITY

GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

INTRODUCTION.

The cases listed below have been identified as either stale or of low

priority based upon evaluation under the Enforcement Priority System

(EPS). This report is submitted to recommend that the Commission no

longer pursue these cases

IL. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSURE.

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 length of their
pendency in inactive status or the lower pnionty of the issues raised in the
matters relative to others presently pending before the Commussion, do not
warrant further expenditure of resources Central Enforcement Docket (CED)
evaluates each incoming matter using Commussion-approved criteria which
results in a numerical rating of each case

Closing cases permuts the

Commussion to focus its limited resources on more important cases presently




pending before it. Based upon this review, we have identified 16 cases that do
not warrant further action relative to other pending matters.! The attachment to
this report contains summaries of each case, the EPS rating, and the factors
leading to assignment of a 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 ime 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 thus fact. EPS provides us with the means to identify

those cases which remained

unassigned for a significant period due to a lack of staff resources for effective

investgation. The utility of commencing an investgation declines as these cases
age, untl they reach a point when activation of a case would not be an efficient use

of the Commuission’s resources

! These cases are MUR 4631 (Perot/AClure) MUR 4661 (Cox and Amplicon, Inc ), MUR 4667 (Specter &
Greerruoad ). MUR 4668 (Schakowsky for Congrrss). MUR 4672 (Fnends of John OToole); MUR 4673 (Papan for
Assembly), MUR 4676 (1Varren County Demacruts. Commuttee). MUR 4677 (Patnck Kennedy); MUR 4681 (Jack
Block). MUR 4683 (Janice Schakoussky for Comgrrss). MUR 4684 (Spartanburg County Republicans), MUR 4694
(Jan Schakousky for Congress). MUR 4695 (Schakousky for Congress). MUR 469 (Jamar Schakoursky  for
Congress). MUR 4700 (Dumont Inshitute / Robert AMGee), and Pre-MUR 356 (Prtzier for Congress)




We have identified  cases which have remained on the Central
Enforcement Docket for a sufficient period of time to render them stale. We
recommend 27 of these cases be closed * Nine of these cases were part of the so-
called “Major 96" cases that have not been able to be activated due to a lack of

resources to effectively pursue them in a timely fashion.# Since the time period

rendering them stale has now passed, we recommend their closure at this time.

We recommend that the Commussion exercise its prosecutorial discretion and

direct closure of the cases histed below, effective February 24, 1998. Closing

' These cases are MUR 43! Y (RepuMicam Party of AMinncsotd). MUR 4355 (Aqua-Lesurr indust s, Inc ). MUR
4372 (Nrrrasha Democratic Party). MUR 434 (Amrn.ans kor Term Limits). MUR 3472 (Commuttee to Elect
Winston) NMUR 4483 (Nebraska Demavrah. Mate Contral Commitiee). MUR 4504 (NH Democratic State Party
Commutice). MUR 4507 (People for Bosctrutz) MUR 4509 (W\eilstone for Senate). MUR 4565 (Bell for Congress),
MUR 4570 (Congressuomen Andrea Seastrand) MUR 4571 (Svhert for Congress Commuttec). MUR 4572 (Fnends
o/ Drd B Durtan). MUR 4575 (Dana Corvngron) MUR 4585 (Hughes for Congress Committee). MUR 4589
(Congressman Bart Gordon), MUR 4592 (Icuw Pubii. Teletvsion) MUR 4593 (Public Interest Institute). MUR 4599
(Brucr IV Hapanounz). MUR 3601 (Chae taus Nanon of Obiahoma). MUR 4602 OAFSB-TV Channe! 3), MUR 4604
(Dana Corangton). MUR 4605 (Chnshan Cowlitum). Pre-NMUR Mo (Coalition of Politicaliv Active Chnstians), RAD
SONF-09 (O Sulltvan for Congress). RAD S6l-12 (Alsas Demovvatic Party). and RAD 97NF-02 (Zien for
Congress)

¢ These cases are. MUR 4350 (Repubiican Party of Ainnesota). MUR 4372 (Nebraska Democratic Party). MUR
4384 (Amencans for Term Limits). MUR 872 (Commutter to Elect WNinston). NMUR 4483 (Nebrasika Democratic
State Central Commutice). MUR 4504 (NH Demanvan, State Party Computtee). MUR 4507 (Peopic for Bosctruntz),
MUR 4509 (Ivelistone for Senate) and MUR 4565 (Bell for Congress)
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these cases as of this date will permut CED and the Legal Review Team the

necessary time to prepare closing letters and case files for the public record.

111. RECOMMENDATIONS.

A Declhine to open a MUR, ciose the file effective February 24, 1998, and
approve the appropriate letters in the following matters:

1 RAD 96NF-09 3 RAD 97NF-02 5. Pre-MUR 356
2 RAD9%L-12 4 Pre-MUR 346

B Take no action, close the file effective March 2, 1998, and approve the

appropriate letters in the following matters:

1. MUR 4350 14 MUR 4575 27. MUR 4668
- 2 MUR 4355 15 MUR 4585 28. MUR 4672
3 MUR 4372 16 MUR 4589 29. MUR 4673
4 MUR 4394 17 MUR 4592 30. MUR 4676
5 MURH72 18 MUR 4593 31. MUR 4677
4 6 MUR +83 19. MUR 4599 32. MUR 4681
7. MUR 4504 20. MUR 4601 33. MUR 4683
8 MUR 4507 21 MUR 4602 34. MUR 4684
9 MUR 4509 22 MUR 4604 35. MUR 4694
s 10 MUR 4565 23 MUR 4605 36. MUR 4695
‘ 11 MUR 4570 24 MUR 4631 7. MUR 4696
12 MUR 4571 25 MUR 466, 38. MUR 4703
13 MUR 4572 26 MUR 4667
- " 5 T / /
Date Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington DC 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO LAWRENCE M NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM MARJORIE W EMMONSI/LISA R DAVl#&%‘
COMMISSION SECRETARY

DATE FEBRUARY 19 1998

SUBJECT Case Closures Under Enforcement Pnonty. General
Counsel s Report dated February 11, 1998

The above-captioned document was circulated to the Commussion

on Thursday, February 12, 1998

Objection(s) have been received from the Commissioner(s) as

indicated by the name(s) checked below

Commissioner Aikens
Commussioner Elliott
Commussioner McDonald
Commussioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda for

Tuesday, February 24, 1998

Piease notify us who will represent your Division before the Commission on this
matter

AGENDA DOCUMENT NO. X98-13




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION TOMMISSION

In the Matter of
Agenda Document

Case Closures Under No. X98-13
Enforcament Priority

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for
the Federal Election Commission executive session on
February 24, 1998, do hereby certify that the Commission
took the following actions with respect to Agenda

Document No. X98-13:

Fajled in a vote of 3-2 to pass a motion

to approve the General Counsel's
recommendations, subject to amendment of
the closing date in recommendation A to
read March 2, 1998, and subject to deletion
of those cases listed in footnote 4 on

Page 3 of the staff report.

Commissioners McDonald, McGarry, and Thomas
voted affirmatively for the motion.
Commissioners Aikens and Elliott dissented.

Decided by a vote of 5-0 to

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file
effective March 2, 1958, and approve
the appropriate letters in the
following matters:

RAD 96NF-06S . Pre-MUR 346

RAD 96L-12 . Pre-MUR 356
RAD 97NF-02

(continued)




Federal Election Commission Page 2
Certification: Agenda Document No. X98-13
February 24, 1998

Take no action, close the file
effective March 2, 1998, and approve
the appropriate letters in the
following matters:

4350 20. 4601
4355 2L 4602
4372 22. 4604
4394 23 4605
4472 24 . 4631
4483 25. 4661
4504 26. 4667
4507 27 . 4668
4509 28. 4672
4565 7 I 4673
4570 30. 4676
4571 2 1 Bl 4677
4572 Ad 2 4681
4575 335 4683
4585 34. 4684
4589 5 4694
4592 36. 4695
4593 3. 4696
4599 38, 4703

4
2.
3 -
4.
Ll
6.
e
B.
9.

MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR

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

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 204613

March 2, 1998

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Roberta Hollowell, Director
California Democratic Party Region 2
1176 Neale Drive

Santa Rosa, CA 95404

RE MUR 4585
Dear Ms Hollowell.

On November 19, 1996, the Federal Election Commission received your complaint
alleging centain 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 in the matter. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission’s docket. In light of the information on the record,
the relative significance of the case, and the amount of ime that has elapsed, the Commission
determined to close its file in this matter on March 2, 1998. This matter will become part of
the public record within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of

thisaction. See2 USC §437(gxan 8,

Sincerely,

F Andrew Turlef

Supervison Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

March 2, 1998

Reginald H. Leighton, Treasurer
Hughes for Congress

1018 E Street

San Rafael, CA 94901

RE: MUR 4585
Dear Mr. Leighton:

On November 25, 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified you of a complaint
alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

Afier considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commussion exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against Hughes for Congress and you, as treasurer.
This case was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the Commission's docket In
light of the information on the record, the relative significance of the case, and the amount of
time that has elapsed, the Commission determined to close 1ts file in this matter on March 2,
1998

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C § 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now pubhic. 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 vou wish to submit any 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 pror to receipt of vour
additional matenals, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
recened

If vou have any questions, please contact Jennifer H Boyt on our toll-free number,
(R001-424-9530  Our local number 15 1202) 694-1650

Sincerely,

Supenisony
Central Entorcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20403

March 2, 1998

1036 Wren Dnive
Petaluma. CA 94954

RE MUR 4585
[>car Mr Hughes

On November 25, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against you. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commussion's docket In light of the information on the record,
the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the Commission
determined to close its file in this matter on March 2, 1998

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S C § 437g(aX 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 davs, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote
If you wish to submit any 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, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received

It vou have any questions, please contact Jenniter H Bovt on our toll-free number,
(ROO-424.9530  Our local number 1s ( 202) 694-1650

Sincerely.

F Andrew Turley
Supervisory Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DO 2046}

March 2, 1998

Califommians for an Educated Electorate
19 4th Street
Petaluma, CA 94952

RE MUR 4585
Dear Mr. Gentry

On November 25, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging centain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as amended A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against Californians for an Educated Electorate and
vou, as treasurer  This case was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the
Commission's docket. In light of the information on the record, the relative significance of the
case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the Commission determined to close its file in
this matter on March 2, 1998

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S.C § 437g(a)X 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 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commussion's vote
If vou wish to submit any 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 pnor to receipt of vour
additional matenals. any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received

If vou have anv questions, please contact Jennifer H Bowt on our toll-free number,
(%00 )-424-9530 QOur local numberis (2021 694-1650

Sincerely,

F Andrew Turle
Supenvison Att \
Central Fntorcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20468

March 2, 1998

Fred Jennings, Treasurer

Redwood Empire TRIM Committee
2314 4th Street

Santa, Rosa, CA 95404

RE: MUR 4585

Dear Mr Jennings:

On November 25, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutornal discretion to take no action against Redwood Empire TRIM Committee and you,
as treasurer  This case was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the Commission's
docket In light of the information on the record, the relative significance of the case, and the
amount of time that has elapsed, the Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
March 2, 1998.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(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 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote.

If vou wish to submit any 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. any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received

If vou have anv questions. please contact Jennifer H Bovt on our toll-free number,
R001-424-9530 Our local number 1s (202) 694-1650

Sincerely,

F Andrew Turfey
Supenisony Attormes
Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

March 2, 1998

Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (SC A T)
979 Golf Course Drive, Suite 132
Rohnert Park, CA 94928

RE. MUR 4585

Dear Sir or Madam.

On November 25, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow
(SC.AT)and vou, as treasurer This case was evaluated objectively relative to other matters
on the Commission's docket. In light of the information on the record, the relative significance
of the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the Commission determined to close its
file in this matter on March 2, 1998.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S.C § 437g(a)X 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 prior to receipt of your
additional matenals, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
recened

If vou have any questions, please contact Jennifer H Bovt on our toll-free number,
(8O0 )-424-9530  Our local number 1s (202) 694-1630

Sincerely.

F Andrew - \
Supervisogy Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2046}

March 2, 1998

Robert D. Weinmann, Executive Director
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (SC A T)
979 Golf Course Drnive, Suite 132

Rohnert Park, CA 94928

RE- MUR 4585
Dear Mr. Weinmann.

On November 25, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against you. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light of the information on the record,
the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the Commission
determined to close its file in this matter on March 2, 1998.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(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 Commission's vote.

If you wish to submit any 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 your
additional matenals, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received

If vou have anyv questions. please contact Jennifer H Bovt on our toll-free number,
(800 1-424-9530  Our local number 15 (202) 694-1650

Sincerely,

F Andrew Turley
Supenvisory Attornes
Central Enforcement Docket
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WASHINCTON D C 20403
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