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November 1, 1996

Office of General Counsel Y-'
Federal Election Commission
Washington. DC 20463

Dear General Counsel:

I 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 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

- Exceeds Legal Limits and Violates Reporting and Disclosure Reqieet

COn 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 Lynn 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 is immediately obvious to any' viewer that the two pieces contain
almost identical text. They are ev-en in the samne 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 materials prepared by a
candidate (or his/her campaign) is considered an in-kind contribution, not
an independent expenditure.'

The regulations governing in-kind contributions are quite clear. In-kind
contributions must be reported by the campaign receiviIng them. Like
monetary. contributions, they, are limited to $1000 per contributor. In
addition. any political ad that is paid for with an in-kind contribution must
still state that the ad wkas paid for by the candidate's campaign committee.



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 is 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 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
e~ven if the FEC should find that this was not an in-kind expenditure. it

reminsclear that serious violations of federal election, law occurred.

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?#9

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

C1 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 it 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, it should cite Californians for an Educated
Electorate for failing to register as a political committee. failing to report its



expenditures, and failing to print the proper disclaimers on its
advertisement.

PART TWO: Hughes Received a Second Illegal In-Kind Contribution that
Exceeds Legal Limits and Violates Reporting and Disclosure Requirment

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 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 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

C 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.AT.

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.

C It 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

C coordinated with the Hughes for Congress campaign and therefore
represents an in-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 addition. any political flyer 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 federal campaign law, since they have not complied with any
of these requirements. First. according to anecdotal evidence based on



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 is based on information on file with the FEC and the California
Secretary of State as of Octobe-r 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 is also a violation.

I believe there is significant evidence to suggest that this expenditure
represented an illegal 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 not anin
kind expenditure. it is again clear that eiu violations of federal election

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.A.T. was set up for the express purpose of defeating

* Congresswoman Woolsey. since nobody I n 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 federal 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 Tomoffovk). Whichever group financed this mailing is
required to register with the FEC. and it has not done so. according to
information on file as of October 31 st. 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 1 7. 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 bv an,, candidate. and it has failed to do so.



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. I 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



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.

Sincereiv.

Roberta Hollowell
California Democratic Party Region 2 Director
1176 Neale Drive
Santa Rosa. CA 95404
7 07) 528 -028 7
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Ly-nn %%oolsev %oted to retroacfliw Increase tuuxes by S175 t'illion-the largest tax increase
in U S historv, including Increased ta~vrs on Sod at Seryaritq beviefits. (HR:26,4

She opposes a balanted budget imeiidment She srated as one of the
3!) biggest -spending members of Congress bv the %itional Tjyja~ers L. no MIR I i

She opposes Irvin limits for menihvr ot ( ev

She te~eieed j fat arabic-to buslyiew~ rating of only 17% fromn 'ht \ihianoer of Cornineae

She woted agialuest the bipartisan urtfare refifonn bill signed int 1f b% President Clinton tH.4
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PULED THE

WOOLSEY
OVER OUR
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-. Mbarm nd Sonoma,
She voted to retmactivly increase taxes by $275 billion-

the largest tax increase in U.S. history.

She opposes a blcebdgtamendment.
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 rat of only 17%
from the National Chamber Commerce.

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

She favors extending welfare benefits to Illgal alins.

She voted to abolish the death penalt.

She voted to reduce penalties for crack cocaine dealers.
Ul ltWI floiv no n t n oftiai ttaltre,is and puM oir&~

1)uantc ha% a %elt-deserved reputation for honesty and integrity.
%ve can tLounft on him to mqake government more accountable

I., th'wt (if 11% who pay the bilks-the taxpayers.0

-Fred Razab, United Tax pawers of Nfauin County
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~ors Concerned About Tomorrow It should be noted thal the President's
S.C.A.T. 1i ission on Medicare repomi that Medicare

W 979 Golf Course Drive Ste. 132 #1l be bankrupt in 2001 If measures to avoid it
D....n nlE 'AnA are not taken Immediately!

" I'm as mad as hell and I'm not going
to take this anymore!"

hloward Beale, News Anchorman
"NETWORK" 1976

Dear Senior Fnend,
The statement above accurately

describes our attitude about Congresswoman
Lynn Wool4sey She has been lying to us for
the last two yea s.

There's a another well knowni saying, 'if It
ain't broke don't fix it "

Now Congresswoian Lylin Woolsey
can givec it a different spin If Medicare aliq

Lbki2N I J!Astwdit She Will1 see to it
Woolscv's frequent inailings-sewi at

ta~kpa'er Is expense--are filled w-.ith doomsday
inessages %%aming that Congress is about to
" shred the safety net for xhoinen and children on
welfare, slash Medicare by S270 billion, and
end the guarantee of nursing hionie coverage for
older %%onien and mnen

With) her fight peddling she claims a
Congressional majorit , %oted " deep Medicare
and Medicaid cuts fresultingj in higher
healthcare costs for older %womnen and men,
restrictions on choice of doctors, reduced
ser' ices at local hospitals,

In fact, W~oolsey's scare tactics are not
just niisleading-the-,'re blatant lies!
\ledicdre is not under at tack Juist the opposite
I et's look at her %oting record:
HR 22CA - In) 1991 L'.iii WXoose-, 'oted FOR
$250 billion in ne%- income taxes and ScAl
Securitytaxes These tax increases ad'*ersely
affect vorking seniors, our children and
g ra ndlchildren,
HR 6'4 - In 1993 Wo %e oted FOR $253
billion in deficit spending. We must end
dleficit s;cmdimlg or our national debt will
tdextro% the future for our children anid all
future generations'
HR 4 - In lQ94 L'-iu Woolsey %oted afainsi
-Aelfare reform. She %oted for an increase in
welfare speniding by ox.er S7 billion.
HR 2621 (Dec 14, 1995) She refused to stop
the Secretarx of the TreasurN from raiding the
Social Security Trust Fund of $440 Billion!
IIR 2425S i~ct 19, 1995) Woolset voted
against a plan that %ould have sased the
MIedica re Trust fund from bankruptcN.

uo"IiI it if VNI %-" A60t5,q Seniors' concerns cannot be ignored.
Our benefits and those of future generations
must be protected.

Not content with opposing bills affecting
Medicare fr~ those in thcir twilight years.
Woolsey also would destroy lire at its
dawn-among the innocent unborn.
HR 1833 (November '95) Woolsey voted
against outlawing Partial Birth Abortions, a
barbaric procedure that kills a newborn baby
just before the head leaves the mothees womb.
A4u o verwh elming majority, of Congress (71%/)
woed to outlaw this hideous procedure thai is

nothing short of infanticide-but no,
Woolsey! She is against capital punishment
for Richard Allen Dai'is-tue mourderer of
Polly Klass-but supports killing infants!

Shouldn't site explain the inconsistencies
betv een hecr Congiessional '.oiing record and
false statements she has sent to North Ba
constituents'

If %ou're concerned about Woolsev's
record, I u rge you to contact her
immediately. Ask about her votes for tax
increases, against a balanced budget and failure
to sas e Medicare from bankruptcy and taxes on
social secunty Call her:
Mlarin Co. (415) 507-9554
Petaluma (70-7) 795- 1462
Sonoma Co. (707)4.42-7182

And finally--just last month L~nn
Woolsev ioted in faor of homosexual
ma rriage.

If her beha,.ior offends you and 'lou
are ".. .mad as hell..." then call her toda,
and demand an explanation for her Voting
record. She's done nothing for Senior-s.
Thank %ou.

Sincerek.,

I)Weintraun

P)S 'Your firiaicial supikl %4ill help us to
contlinue our fi~lit against reckless policies like
WVoolse-vs Yiour contnbutiori Aill be greatl.
appreciated and help lawich our newsletter If
Iou are serious about Protecting senior
benefits please send a donation nosw.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~~ WASMI%GTON. DU 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 Commnission 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

A19__." 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." I 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 ref iled 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.

01C( ATF() Y0) kcPINCI I M P(. W~ W( A.FR%if D



if you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact m~e at (202) 219-3410.

Sincerely,

Retha Dixon
Docket Chief

Enclosure

cc: Duane Hughes
Hughes for Congress
Redwood Empire TRIM Committee
Californians for an Educated Electorate
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.)



November 1. 1996

Office of General Counsel OR)L~ 4'?
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463 SENSITIVE
Dear General Counsel:

I 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 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
Exceeds Legal Limits and Violates Reporting and Disclosure Reqieet

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 Lynn 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 is immediately obvious to any' viewver 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 materials prepared by a
Candidate (or his/her campaign) is considered an in-kind contribution, not
an independent expenditure.

The reg-ulations 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 S1000 per contributor. In
addition. any political ad that is paid for with an in-kind contribution must
still state that the ad was paid for by the candidate's campaign committee.



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 is 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 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. HowCv.L
even if the FEC should find that this was not an in-kind expenditure, it

reminsclear that serious violations of federal election law occurred.

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?"1
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 it 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, it should cite Californians for an Educated
Electorate for failing to register as a political comm-ittee, failing to report its



expenditures, and failing to print the proper disclaimers on its
advertisement.

PART TWO: Hug~hes Received a Second Illegal In-Kind Contribution that
Exceeds Legal Limits -and Violates Reporting and Disclosure Requireent

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 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 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 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 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 in-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
contriutr nadtion. any political flyer that ispaid for as an in-kind
contribution must state that the flyer was paid for by the candidate's
c.ampaign committee.

Duane Hughes and his campaign conmttee are again guilty of serious
violations of federal campaign law, since they have not complied with any
of these requirements. First, according to anecdotal evidence based on



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 is based on information on file with the FEC and the California
SecretaryN 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 is also a violation.

I elieve there is significant evidence to suggest that this expenditure
represented an illegal 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- not anin
kind expenditure. it is ag-ain clear that serious violations of federal election

la cufd

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.A.T. was set up for the express purpose of defeating
Congresswoman Woolsey, since nobody I n 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
communitV.

The express advocacy of the defeat of a candidate for federal office means
that this advertisement would qualify as an independent expenditure in
support of Mr. Hughes' campaign. and important reporting and disclosure
requirements applyv for the independent entity sponsoring the
advertisement (Redwood Empire TRIMI Committee and/or Seniors
Concerned About Tomorrow). Whichever group financed this mailing is
required to register with the FEC, and it has not done so. according to
information on file as of October 31st. 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 31ist. Third. this group
would be required to print a disclaimer stating that this expenditure is not
authorized bv anyv candidate. and it has failed to do so.



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. I 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



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.

SincerelIv.

Roberta Hollowell
California Democratic Party Region 2 Director
1176 Neale Drive
Santa Rosa. CA 95404
(707) 528-0287
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She voted to retroactively Increa taxes by $275 billion-

the largest tax increase in U.S. history.

She opoes a bancwed budget amendment.
Shie's rated as one of the 30 biggest spending members of

Congress by the National Taxpayers Union.

She opposes term limits for memvbers of Congress.

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

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

She favors extending welfare benefits to maw 40ML

She voted to abolih te death penalty.

She voted to reduce penalties for crack cocaine dealers.
AMl frnran<r "Aken f.,m -McN- l it-Aermenis ndPuli rftcix&

"Duanie has a well-deserved reputation for honesty and integrity.
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rsConcerned About Tomnorrow It should be noted that Ilve President's
S.C.A.TI. iission on Medicare report,. that Medicare

O'70C~fCnarc. bri~p . ~ , W I b bankrupt in 2001 if measm es to avoid it

Rohncrt Park, CA 94928

"I'M as mad S3 hell and I'm not going
to take this anymore!"

Htoward Beale, News Anchorman
"NEIAWORK" 1976

rliar Senior Fnend,
Tile ,Itcfenent a IX \e accur.11eIN

descrnhes our attlit ude abotit Congretss\s omn
1 sun WcvlseN She has been lying to us for
tile last two yearn.

There's a anothcr %Nell knommi saying. "If it
ain't broke don't fix it

Now Congressssoian Lynn Woolsey
can give it a different spin If Medicar~ -alin

~rokey 20) l~js1 ~~t $h wil se ti
Wookcy-'s frequent inailings--seiit at

taxpaser's expense--are filled with doomisday
mnessageS \%arrmng that Congress is abo~ut to
.shied the safety net for suoren and children on
s4-elfare, -dash Medicare by $270 billion, and
end the guarantee of nursing homie coverage for
older %%onmi and mnen "

With her fight peddling she claims a
Congressional majority Noted *deep Medicare
and Medicaid cuts fresulting) in higher
healthcare costs for older women and men,
restrictions on choice of doctors, reduced
services at lcal hospitals, '

In fact, Woolsey's scare tactics are not
just m isleading- they're blatant lies!
Medicare is not under attack Just the opposite
Let's look at her Noting record:
HR 22164 - In 190~ L\in Wcxlsey Noted FOR
$250 b illion in ne%% income taxes and Social
Seqcurit) ltaxes Thlese tax increases adversely
affect vorking seniors., our children and
grandchildren.
HR 64 -In 1993 Woo-KlseN Noted FOR $253
billion in deficit spending. We must end
deficit spending or our national debt will
ulcstroy the future for our children anld all
future generations!
I IR 4 - In I Q44 I sun Woolsey -soted azainst
sielfare reform. She toted for an increase in
%%elrare spendina by 9%er $7 billion.
HR 2621 (Dec 14, 1995) She refused to stop
the Secretwux of thre Treasury from raiding the
Social Securitv [rust Fund of $440 Billion!
hIR 2425 Oikt 19, 1995) Woolsey soted
?zains _A_1j1;iqthat Asould have sased the
Medcare Trust fudfro ankrutm

arc not taen immediately'
Seniors' concerns cannot be Ignored.

Our benefitand those of future generations
must be protected.

Not content with opposing bills affecting
Medicare for those in their twilight years.
Woolsey also would destroy life at its,
dawn--amnong the innocent unborn.
HIR 1833 tNovemnber '95) WVoolsey voted
against outlawing Partial Birth Abortion%, a
bmbanrc pnxedure that kills a newborn baby
just before the head leases the mnother's womb
4n ov'erwhelming majority- of Congress (710e)
t-oted to outlaw this hideous procedure that is
nothing short of infanticide-but not
Woolsey! She is against capital punts hment
for Richard 4llen Davis-the murderer of
Pollfy Klass-but supports killing infants!

Shouldn't she explain the inconsistencies
lbct-vcen lier Congressional voting record and
false statements she has sent to North l3ai
COnStituents'

If -,ou're concerned about Woolsey-'s
record. I u rge you to contact her
immediately. Ask about her votes for tax\
i ncreases. againist a balanced budget and failUIe
to sase Medic:are fromn bankruptcy and taxes on
socvial sexurity Call her:
Mtann Co. (415) 507-9554
Petaluma ('107) 795- 1462
Sonoma CO. (7 07) 5942-7182

And firially-just last month Lynn
Woose)--oedin fas or of homosexual

mar ri age.
if her behasior offends you and )ou

are "...mad as hell..." then call her toda%
and demand an explanation for her '.oting
record. She's done nothing for Seniors.
Thank %ou.

ASintere 1) Vlnai

I Dirch~e rctor

P'S Ycar financial support Nsill help us to
c-intiimue our Fighit against reckless policies like
Wooke\*s Yoar coinbuto "~ill be greati'.
XaiJ)rc'.Wmatd and hielp launch our iiesksletter If

~oaeserious about protectint senior
benefits klease send a donation nows.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

November 25, 1996

Roberta Hollowell, Director
Californtia Democratic Party Region 2
1 176 Neale Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

RE: MUR 4585

Dear Ms. Hollowell:

This letter 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

01 Act"). The respondent(s) wilt be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission takes final action on
Nyour 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,

Supervisory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Fnclosure
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington. DC 20483

November 25, 1996

Reginald H. Leighton, Treasurer
Hfughes for Congress
P0 Box 750755
Petaluma, CA 94975

RE: MUR, 4585

C Dear Mr. Leighton:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Hughes for
Congress CICommittee") and you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election

N Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MMR 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 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.
Whiere 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

C based on the available information.

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



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

Sincerely,

F.A n r w l ey
Superviso/ Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

November 2 5, 1996

Duane Hughes
1036 Wren Drive
Petaluma, CA 94954

RE: MUR 4585

Dear Mivr. Hughes:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that you may
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 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
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 %ithin 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4XB) and
§ 43 7g(a)( 1 2X(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.



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

Sincerely,

Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20483

November 25, 1996

Bob Gentry, Treasurer
Californians for an Educated Electorate
19 4th Street
Petaluma, CA 94952

RE: 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 4585. Please refer to this number in al
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

C11 this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

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



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

Sincerely,

Andrew Tur
Supervisory A torney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECION COMMISSION
* Washington, DC 20483

November 25, 1996

rreasurer
Rcdwood Empire TRIM Commnittee
2314 4th Street
Santa Rose, CA 95404

RE: MUR 4585

Dear Sir or Madam:

T1he Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the
Redwood Empire TRIM Committee ("Committee") and you, as trasurer, 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 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.
V%iere appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your respose, which should
be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of

01 this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)XB) and
S437g(a)( I 2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be

made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.



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

Sincerely,

7 .Andrew TurI
Supervisory A oey
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
a Washington, DC 20483

November 25, 1996

Treasurer
'Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.)
979 Golf Course Drive, Suite 132
Rohnert Park. CA 94928

RE: MUR 4585

Ikar 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

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 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.

Whlere 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

C 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)X4)B) and

§ 4 37g(a)( I2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be

made puiblic. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the

Commission b,% completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number

of such counsel. and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
co nmuni1cat ions 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,

F. Andrew Tuner
Supervisory 4pmey
Central Enf eent Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* Washington, DC 20463

November 25, 1996

Robert D). Weinmann, Executive Director
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.)
979 Golf Course Drive, Suite 132
Rohnert Park. CA 94928

RE: 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 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 wkithin 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
C information.

This matter wkill remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)(B) and
§ 437g(as 1 2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be-
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact 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 Tte
Supervisor #ttonney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Enforcement Division
General Counsel's Office LC ii, L 5
Federal Elections Commission
999 "E" Street Northeast
Washington. DC 20463
FAX 202-219-3923 16 December 1996

RE- MUR 4585

Dear General 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), I 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

C' should be dismissed With prejudice as frivolous and completely lacking in merit As discussed in
Mr. Turley's letter, under the rules and statutes, this matter will remain confidential unless I waive
such confidentiality I do not waive It

"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,

'C acted entirely separately and independently from my campaign The charge is completely false.
The parties placing the ad proceeded on their own, wkithout any coordination with or control by
myself or anyone else in my campaign as to what they were doing.

Upon receiving this complaint. I made inquiries to determine the facts It appears that,
completely independent of my campaign, the parties placing the ad may have used materials
previously distributed by my campaign that were in the hands of the public as partial source data

rfor their ad. Because we had no know ledize of this matter and no control, direction or
consultation regarding it in any way (as it %%as done by persons outside my campaign and not with

C% the knowledge, assistance or control of anyone in the campaign). %ke had no way to avoid or
influence the use that apparently was made of our campaign materials Thus, it is simply wrong to
say, as the complaint does, that we received such help for A hich w e bear responsibility or which
we must report

In addition, the complaint alleges that there is a great simi larity betwAeen the ad and a flyer
previously disseminated by myv campaign ActuallN, as e\ en a brief review of the two items
showks, there is onl% a little similarity betwkeen limited parts of them. and the differences are much
more significant The maj. or headlines; are different, as is the format, layout, medium and even the
text -- with the ad containingz Much detail our t1~er did not (Ben the allegation that type faces
are the same errors see, for example. the headlines arid the attribution. Al intbormation taken
from **) \1oreo~er. the purpose of the t\wo Items is different ril\ campaign fly-er expressly
promotes my candidacy, while the ad opposes Wootse\ The difference is significant, because



FEC /GCO fED -- Response to MUR 4585
by Duane Hughes, 16 Dec. 1996 -- Page2

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 my flyer would not.

The complaint shows no effort at all to determine what were the facts It is an abuse of
your processes, based on assertions which are completely erroneous on their 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 only the facts and reasonable arguments of law. Instead, the
complainant merely 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 merit, 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 is even more ridiculous It is based wholly on innuendo, silly
assertion and speculation -- e gi.. "was likely". "anecdotal evidence", -it is 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 fully independent organization (as the complaint Inadvertently admi ts and then
denies). Among the dastardly deeds alleged is that this person spoke critically of Cong. Woolsey
in a flyer, attended an event we held, and then entered Woolsey campaign headquarters and stated
he was the author of a flyer critical of Cong. Woolsey. Apparently, for the author of this
complaint, people who are critical of Cong Woolsey don't have any First Amendment free-
speech or association ights

Let me state unequivocally the followking Whatever actions this person or the cited
organizations may have taken in this regard, they' were their own, and they were done without
consultation or coordination wIth me or my campaign -- and they' were certainly done without our
control or direction Thus, %xe had no opportunity or powker to influence or avoid themn and it is

C false to say we thus received any benefit from them for wkhich wNe can be held responsible or on
which we must repot In addition, because the f1~er of this independent organization also only
opposes Cong Woolsey and does not promote my candidacy, it would make just as much sense
to ascrib benti fro an eotn epnit for it to the other tw,.o candidates as to my
campaign

Because it is made up from %khole cloth -- as the speculative phrases cited above show --

this item is even more egregiousl% frivolous. lacking in merit and a mlatter of bad faith than the
first one It Is an obvious abuse of process and should not only be thus dismissed With prejudice,
but also merits sanctions for wastinu the time and resources of the Commission and parties. The
frivolousness, lack of merit and abuse of process are also apparent in the fact that this complaint
,.as launched merely vindictivel%- to harass rue afier (oniy Woolse- w,.on with over 600/% to my
less than 3500o This fact alone emphasizes that Cong Woolse% s vadtly. 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 is the nadir so far of our political
processes. Ironically, this complaint is made by the party that benefitted from $3 5-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 criticism at the end of the complaint of the particular points made
in the ad and flyers is simply a lie It tries 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, if the public ever learnis 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 any 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 if you need
anything else from me, and please ask the Commission to take no fuirther action on it, except to
sanction the complainant.

Sincerely,

Duane Hughes
C% Republican 1996 Congressional Candidate

California Sixth District (Sonoma and Mlafn Counties)
P 0 Box 750755
Petaluma, CA 94975
Voice 415-899-7244
FAX 415-899-7255
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Andrew F Turley, J D December 11, 1996CI
Supervisory Attorney C

Federal Election Commission
999E. Street. N W
Washington. D C 20463

MUR 4585

Dear Mr Turley

I am in receipt of the complaint filed with the FEC. by 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 Hollowell's
complaint about our organization Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow, (S.C A T)

0- Refemng to PART TWO of her letter ours is NOT a Political Action Committee to
defeat Congresswoman Lynn Woolsey. as charged. and is evidenced by the following.

N A large group of past and some present members of The Amencan Association of
r 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 to expose AARP as a profit making organization and not
representative of their senior citizen members

I submit for your viewing exhibits substantiating the fact that we were not formed by
the HUGHES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE to help defeat Congresswoman
WAolsey

C1^
Exhibit A First meeting September 29. 1995
Exhibit B Letter of support Seniors Advisory Committee
Exhibit C Letter of support Sonoma Taxpayers Association
Exhibit D Letter of support Manin Taxpayers Association
Exhibit E Letter of support TRIM Committee
Exhibit F Sons in Retirement speaking engagement
Exhibit G Santa Rosa Rotary Club speaking engagement

F & G and other speaking engagements took place in 1995 & 1996

979 0.11 Ce&wasehveSt*-Z3Z ReVhuert ParkCAf949Z (7"7 ft.4.rl



S.C.AT. 0

PAGE 2-

1 did indeed attend a rally on October 8. 1996 at ONE of the offices of Ms. Woolsey.
However, as Ms. Hollowell also incorrectly claims, It was NOT staged by the Hughes
campaign but rather a coalition of all the above tax groups mentioned and
coordinated. as I understand, by the National Taxpayers Association which , for years.
has targeted Congressional spenders like Woolsey

Unlike the The Seniors Coalition .the United Seniors Association and 60 Plus we do
not ask for a membership fee and no one is compensated Whfratever contributions
SCAT receives are always voluntary

SCAT put out a solicitation to its supporters. of all parties, to help 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 10.000 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 LICIO labor unions that "stole" 35 million dollars form their members for in-
kind contnibutions to democratic candidates to unseat republican incumbents. A
classic example of "in-kind" contributions would be the first congressional distnct in
California where democratic candidate, Michaela Alioto. received thousands of
advertising dollars to unseat congressman Frank Riggs

I have voluntarily enclosed a financial report (exhibit I) that was sent to every
contributor some of whom contnbuted as little as 10 dollars

* In Ms Hollowells last paragraph of her verbose complaint that our flyer(letter)
"1contains a series of total falsehoods'. is an obvious indication of grasping for the "last
straw" EVERY FACT stated in our letter is substantiated by House Resolutions. (see
exhibit H). The truth hurts'

Congresswoman Lynn VWoolsey should Oe charged for mailing false and fright peddling
nformation with her franking privilege

I nooe that the information provided answers the frivolous needless and time
consuming complaint of Ms HoIloweil

Sincereiy.

ROBERT D \AEINMANN EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

r"~ G.11 Cese Dtre SteLJReber Park. CA V49*9 (707)ME



$nior Citizen Aei /

Tm portant Meeting ~/'~

September 29th

Leairn I'liitl Dowh.boii:

*IHec lutur-C of Social scaurity

*A. A. R.1'.

*Crucl Vi isinfrnihaIion ('a Iflpdigus lDcsignicd to
Frighiteii Seniior (Citizens

i Is Imiportaint Learnu The TruthAbout These And Other Issues That

,<-Sponsored by:
rl-City of Rotinert Park Senior Citizens Advisory Comission

Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow

Senior Citizen (Centel.

Rohnert P1ark, (--A 94928

W HEN: F'riday September 29th

1 'l-fE: M00 A. N1.

For a1(1(itioiia iilormiation contact:
Robert 1). "Bob" Weinimain,

707/584-5898

L earn TheL Truth A bout Imp;ortant Senior A5sues!

WHERE:
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CITY OF ROHNERT PARK

SENIOR CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMISSION
Senior Center

6800 Hunter Drive, 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 %kill 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 Security.

Yours Truly,

640e
John Chase
Chairman
CITY OF ROHNERT PARK
Senior Citizens Advisory Commission

"3 "1



Sonoma County Taxpayers' Association
P.O. Box 14241 Sg Ra.C 9502. 7075$420442. Fax 5 76.1697

October 19, 1995

Robert Weinmann
~763 Dexter Circle

i& .i" a-k, CA 94928

To Whcrn It May Concern

On Thursday, October 19, 1995, the Board of Directors of the Sonoma Countx'
Taxpayers5 Association voted to support the efforts of the organization, Seniors
Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.AT), to expose the inequities of the American
Association of Retired Persons (A.A.RP) with regard to important senior issues such as
their lack of concern for their members.

S incerely,

Jean-M~arie Foster
Executive Director
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AXESMarin United Taxpayers Association
H TAX! 819 A Street, San Raae, CA 94901 Suite 21 (415) 456-7910

January 1 7,19~96

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
you and your organization in yours 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 "fprofits"i of the AARP
"businesses", and to know that such profits are not taxed and that the
kARP also is subsidized by federal dollars (taxpayers' money).

We wish you success in you efforts.

Sinc Iy wurs

N'ancv P. McCarthy
President - Marin nited

Taxpayers ssn.



William Pisti
President

William Bisso

0"esident

Doris Kline
Secrete0

Fred Jennings
Treasurer

TRI
Del Norte County
John L. Costorphine

Catherine Costorphine

Humboldt County
R_ Leo Osburn

Doris M. Osbtu

Lake County
Genevieve Canfield
John A. Pa.skaly

John E. Z. Pickens

_Marin County
-~Raymond C. Kesner

Gay H. Hoover

4 Tax Reform IMmediately

2314 4th Street, Santa Rosa, California

TC:~E tEF) c3 uNAN v --, .ive Diector
A A',:t Tom-,rrcv (S. C. A.T.)

Gi:: " OR D C F VTDUA"DYO1SLY TO
7TUTFK;C,:T POUR SFC: 7. 7XWE NVIDJALS

'NT C:.&NUT C , SO A S T li: AMERICAN ASSOC-
'.Z RETE --RON (A. .P.,WHO DONcC REPU HE U'Fr-ESTZs C-F NO CITIZENS.

-7 P :HI: Y' P'I;- e C, T ANZATIONS ARE
-~ESU -AIi CCRS EOKE A.A. R. P. S

Mendocino County
Clark M. Miller
Lula M. Mier

Dan Sargentini
Iree Sargentin

-Napa County
Marvin Tmw

Beulah S. Tmw
Theodore A. George

Cliff 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 RoDdgers

'rL T M f-j

A N D K E P U ST N F

YOUR OROFO NVOLVEMENT TO
MDCARE A*:D SOCIAL SECURITY
HWA~'RE ErESENTAT IVES VOTE

SENICAR C::_iZENS.
~EYOU L.' Y -* C" F~ ENDEAVORS.

hi'"-- (2

Ph 707-542-3686



ons in Pehrwemen
Incor-porated

LWCuxO I 0

3ro.mleful appreciQtion of~gour-
%eruice to the otXn Ret~men.

Datedr 1..H~

Bi~ ir

Li~1e$\r

K ~

C (ii

112
4

brancl, "g

ccInbe enocm



Il/ek::

6'anta

VOL LXV NO. 9 August 28, 1996 EDITOR: Vickie Hardcastle

Robert D, Weinmann exposes A.A.R.

Our speaker next week will be Bob Wzinmann, the

0', Executive Director of S. C.A. T Seiors Concerned

About Tomorrow. This organizationi i s comiposed of

present and past members of the American Association

of Retired People.
The main purpose of this growein g 2 rouip i s to expose

A.A.R.P, to lobby congress for their legiuslation and to

control and manipulate it's 33 mziio02n members and

make money.



*Seniors Concerned About i omorrow It should be noted that the president,!,
S.C.A.T. Comission on Medicare repons that Medicare

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

"I'm as mad as bell and I'm not going
to take thist anw more!"

1howard Beak. sews Anchorman
"NETNVORK" 1976

1)ear Isenor Friend,
I tie *;tatement abose accur-atel%

de 'it iior attitude atvut Congressssoman
I si \m, '~c she has been lying to us for
the last t%%o %earv.

I hc-tc . an j-t'licr vcli kno%4n sa% ing. "It it
.a t', 4.. J. '?,I ts it

1, o.~ngrcsss,%omain Lynn WoolseN
UnJ~ ri'.c a d:Ilercnt spin If Mtdicare ain't

br~~.r K ju.t " ait She %ki11 see to it
xVlc ~~s frequent mailings-scrnt at

tpa er% pirne--are filled wsith doomsda.%
17CSv..eN> ssarning that Congress is about to
slteJ the w' net for ssc'men and children on

,As.Ii~ire cj~ Medicare b% S2"0 billic. and
crid ihe : uuv-snree of nursing home coserage for
oIj.:r s4'fiw, arij men

A~ ot h.! Ir14h, peddling she cjiiNs a
( '~e'ri r,ji,,;~nt\ %otedl deep Medicare

.a'd NICn,4 cuts. [resulting] in ohier
hcJirr.ve ~'r.tor older %somen andme
rc>!flci-n i. r' ho. of dctors. reducd
%Cr'ieN .a, V.a! h,,%pitaI, -

I n fact1. ~~os~ssca re tactics a re not
Just miclading-thvi 're blatant lie$!

n. I uidcr anajk Just the oppoisite
I et'% loo~k at her soling record:

il 2'. In \AkX1scs 'oted FOR

5
.sn.i':. is:-These tax incrases adsersel%

afft-ct murking seniors, our children and
grandchildren.

14 f I ;f %,,l~s 'ed FOR S_>
d:'j'. s;vndid %%r must end

def'ssit spending or our national debt %iill
dr-stri1% thr future fir our children and all
future jefirrition%'

.~~.tiiplse' % oted a-vain;l
~rlfCirr ri-t em 'She sutett ftir an increase in
arttirr 1i'endinj h% oser I" billion.

-, ". (~ Yeh refused t
. . . ,' ,!"' r'./ t!r'm raiding the

%-'o tl %ci urit' I rust t und of S440 Billion'
5'' %olse' %oteo

3.L nipin th~ %uraw uld hase s~ te
\11rii,.urr I ru't fund from bankruttc\.

-Aill be bankrupt in 2001 if mecasures to avoid it
are not taken imnmediately'

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

Not content with opposing bills affecting
Medicare for thosec in their twilight yewrs.
WoolseN also would desttoN life at Its
dawn-among the innocent unborn
IIR 183, (Nocmbr '951 Woolsey soted
against outlawing Partial Birth Abortions, a
barbaric prtvedure that kills a nes~bom babN
iwt before the head teases the mother's iscimb
.4n overwhelIming majori'i ofCongress ('lee)
voted to outlaw this hideout pi'oced~are that is
nothing short of infanticide-but not
54 *oolsev' She a against capital puinishmient

for Richard A1/en Daav-the murderer' of
Poli, Alass-bu: Supports AilliMg infwnS.'

ShouldntI she csp'ain the inconsistencic .
betsseern her Congessic'na! %oting record and
false s~a'emcnts she has sent to North Bas
cc'nstituents'

If %ou're concerned about %%oolses
record. I u rre %ou to contact her
immediatel%. Ask atNMut he- %oles for 1.1

i e aicamnt a balanced budget and faiare~
1,, sase \ edicar.- from bw.nkruptc% and taecs

s'~:i ~c~r~sCall her:
%tarin ( o. (415) 507-9554
Petaluma ('O") 79S- 1462
Sonoma Co. (70") 542-7182

k:d ia;s-j iast month LsnA
\%oobs- %oted in fasor of homosexuat
ma rriage.

It her behasior offends 'iou and 'iou
are "...mad as hell..." then call her toda%
and demand in explanation for her %oling
record. She's done nothing for Seniors.
Thank iou.

.in'~re _kiess policies ,;k

Z :,'J ij alol or nessdett,.nr It
sou are %tcriuu% about Dr tectinp- senioir
benefits vleasec \end a donation no%
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Voting Record
U.S. House of Representatives
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V'Mw~x 17, If99

S

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Re: %hIt R #4585

Dear General Counsel

I am wnriting in response to a complaint, filed w 1th your office, (of which I received a copy via
fax ).I question if!I am the intended party named, as there are numerous "BOB GENTRY'S" in
California. and I have heard of several having lived in Sonoma County. My name is Robert
Howard Gentrv I reside at 2641 South Dutton Avenue, Santa Rosa. CA 95407.
At no time have I contributed any funds to a committee named (California's for an Educated
Electorate). I have never place or caused to be placed an add of political nature With the Press
Democrat, or anv other media source. I have although placed adds offering a vaiety of items for
sale over the 43 ytears I've lived in Sonoma County.

If you have any question regarding my political Involvement feel free to contact me at the above
mentioned address.

Sincerelk

f a ;

-1



AGENDA DOCUMENT NO. X98-13

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

) CASE CLOSURES UNDER
) ENFORCEMENT PRIORIT

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. 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.

II. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSURE.

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

C El'S was created to identify pending cases which, due to the length of their

pendency in inactive status or the lower pnontv of the issues raised in the

matters relative to others presently pending before the Commission, do not

warrant further expenditure of resources Central Enforcement Docket (CED)

evaluates each incoming matter using Commission-approved criteria which

results in a numerical rating of each case

Closing cases permits the

Commnission 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 time usually require a greater commitment of resources, primarily due to

v 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

communi. In recognition of this fact. El'S 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

investigation. The utility of commencing an investigation declines as these cases

age, until they reach a point when activation of a case would not be an efficient use

of the Commission's resources

I'Thes~e cases air MUR 4631 (PrvcV%1,Oaa~v). ML'R 4661 (Cox and Amp/aon. Inc); MUR 4667 (Specter &
Grvwwaodi), MLJR 4668 (SdiAkourihy A4w Loptfis). ML'R 4672 (Friends of Johrn O0cvie). MUR 4673 (Papan for
AssemNy). MUR 4676 (Warrm Cominrv Dru'w'w:, Committr). MUR 4677 (PaInck Kennedy); MUR 4681 (Jack
BLoui). MUR 4683 (Janice Sdiahma',kV fo Coo'Yrs). MUR 4684 (Spartanbfurg County Republicans); MUR 4694
(Ian SdhAkoiak o Congress), MU"R 46%9 (SthaimJ'sk for Congress). MUR 46% (Janice Schakcnusky for
Congrss). MUjR 4703l (Dumont Insttiute / Rr~rvt8,C"w). and Prw-MIUR 356 (Pntzkerrfor Con grss).



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 3 Nine of these cases were part of the so-

called "Major %" cases that have not been able to be activated due to a lack of

resources to effectively pursue them in a timely fashion.4 Since the time period

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

We recommend that the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and

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

Tl-ecases err MUR 43!-" (Reruiv" Pet eflinwt) ML'R 4355 (Aqiia-Lntsurr Indust -s. Inc.). MUR
4372 (Nd~rs,k4A Democatic Party). MLR 4304 (Awn-ans kw Trnw Limits), MUR 4472 (Committee to Elect

I Nntiw I. LR 4483 (Nebreska Drwtrah. %stai Le,wthda Coewmrnt W). P61UR 4504 (NH Democratic State Party
Cwn'rnner). POUR 4507 (Peopirk A"Mil~: .UR 4M (1llst~w 'for Senate), MIUR 4565 (sell for Conwgress),
INVLR 4570 (Cswigrirown Andre SirmtranJ) MLR 4571 (I%i$'rt for Congress Committee). MUR 4572 (Friends
e, De#i 8 Durk"n), MIUR 4575 (Daww Con"Ito"wi NILR 4%65 (Hut~ies for Congress Committee). MUR 4589
(Couig'ysman Sarf Gordo"), MUR 4W.2 (hqnav Pb. Ternskwn) NUR 4593 (Public Interest Institute), MUR 4599
(8nug~y IV Haywftu'w:). MUR 4601 (Uu'm wu- \Jtrk-m of Oi&I.ahm). MUR 4602 (1%TSB-TV Channel 3). M1UR 4604
(Dan&e Coriiutor). MUR 4605 (Canshmr C~a)it. Pri-MLR 146 (Coaltitorn of Politicallv Active Christians), RAD
96NF409 (O'Sullinwrt, o mrss). RAD 9bL- 12 (AWuAj Democratvc Party), and RAD 97NF-02 MZen for
CongIffsi

' Thewe cases are. MUR 4350 (RepubNawn Prty oJAlinrewis). MUR 4372 (Nebrasa Democratic Party); MUR
43%4 (Amercans for Term Limits). NIUR 44721 (Covmmnattu to ELect Wi~nston). MUR 4483 (Nebreska Democratic
St-ate CentraJ Committee). MUR 4504 (\VH tDrmarai, Statr Party Committee), MUR 4507 (People for Bosdni'it:).
MUR 4509 (Iells tone Mor Senate). and MUR 4W6 (&4! for Congress)



these cases as of this date will permit CED and the Legal Review Team the

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

111. RECOMMENDATIONS.

A. Decline to open a MIUR, close the file effective February 24, 1998, and

approve the appropriate letters in the following matters:

RAD %NF-09
RAD %L-12

3. RAD 97NF-02
4. Pre-MUR 346

5. Pre-MUR 356

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

appropriate letters in the following matters:

MUR 4350
MUR 4355
MUR 4372
MUR 4394
MUR 4472
NIU R 4483
MUR 4504
MUR 4507
MUR 4509
MUR 4565
MIUR 4570
Si OR 4571
MUR 45r..

14.
15
16

19.

MUR 4575
MIUR 4585
MIUR 4589
MfUR 4592
MIUR 4593
MIUR 4599

20. MIUR 4601
21. MUR 4602
2. MIUR 4604
2.3 MUR 4605
24 MIUR 4631
2.5 IUR 4661
26 MUR 4667

27. MUR 4668
28. MUR 4672)
29. MUR 4673
30. MUR 4676
31. MUR 4677
32. MUR 4681
33. MUR 4683
34. MUR 4684
35. MUR 4694
36. MUR 4695
37. MUR 46%
38. MUR 4703

./ '7.
Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Date

d /

r5



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington. DC 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO LAWRENCE M NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM MARJORIE W. EMMONSILISA R. DA~i
COMMISSION SECRETARY *

DATE FEBRUARY 19.,1998

SUBJECT Case Closures Under Enforceme~nt Priority. General
Counsel's Report dated February 11, 1998.

The above-captioned documnent was circulated to the Commission

on Thursday. February 12. 1998

Obection(s) have been received from the Comnmissioers) as

indicated by the name(s) checked below

Commissione Aikens

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner McDonald XXX

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas xxx

This matter will be Placed on the meeting agenda for

Tuesday. February 24. 1998

Please notify us who wil represent your Division before the Commission on this
matter

AGENDA DOCUMEN? NO. X98-13



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of)
) Agenda Document

Case Closures Under ) No. X98-13
Enforcement Priority

CERTIFICATION

1, Marjorie W. Emonn, 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:

1. Failed-in a vote of 3-2 to pass a motion
to approve the General Counsel's
reccimendations, subject to amendment of

C- 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.

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

2. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file
effective March 2, 1998, and approve
the appropriate letters in the
following matters:

1. RAD 96NF-09 4. Pre-MUR 346
2. RAD 96L-12 5 .Pre-MUR 356
3. RAD 9?NF-02

(continued)



Federal Election Commission
Certification: Agenda Document No. X98-13
February 24, 1996

Page 2

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

1 .
2.
3.
4.
S.
6.

7.
1.
9.
10.
11.

14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.

MLTR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR

MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR

4350
4355
4372
4394
4472
4483
4504
4507
4509
4565
4570
4571
4572
4575
4585
4589
4592
4593
4599

20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.

MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
KtIR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR

4601
4602
4604
4605
4631
4661
4667
4668
4672
4673
4676
4677
4681
4683
4684
4694
4695
4696
4703

Coummissioners Aikens, Elliott,
McDonald, McGarry, and Thomas voted
affiriatively for the decision.

Attest:

~A4~L~CMarjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Date
.44V f



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 2046,3

ISTMarch 2, 1998

Ch~iEFMAL
RKRMEaEUME

Roberta Hollowell, Director
California lDemocratic Party Region 2
1176 Neale Drive
Santa Rosa CA 95404

RE- MUR 4585

Dear Ms. Hollowell:

V On November 191, 1996, the Federal Election Commission received your complaint
alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutorial 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 time that has elapsed, the Commission
determined to close its file in this matter on March 2, 1998. This matter will become pert of

IZ the public record within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of
this action. See 2U.S.C § 437(g)(ax8)

Sincerely,

4: FAnreTurle.
Super% isor% Attomey
Central Enfobrcement Docket,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING TON D C 204b3

IB TMarh 2, 1998

Reginald H. Leighon Treasur
Hughes for Congress
1018 E Street
San Rafael, CA 94901

RE: MUR 4585

Dear Mr. Leighton:

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

prosecutorial 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 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

w"Ithin 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 %kill be added to the public record %%hen

recet' ed.

If you have any questions, please contact Jennifer H. Bovt on our toll-free number,

(800 1-424-9530. Our local number is (202) 694-16509

Sncerel'.

Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC M0

IST March 2, 1998

Duanie Hughes
1036 Wren Drive
Petaluma, CA 94954

RE. MUR 4585

Dcar 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
prosecutorial 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(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 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote.

N If you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
CI as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your

additional materials, any permissible submissions %IIl be added to the public record when
recened.

If %ou ha%,e anN questions, please contact Jennifer H. Bovt on our toll-free number,
80o' 424-9530. Our local number Is 1202) 694-1650

Sincerel ,

F.Andre%% Tue\(

Central Enforcement [)ocket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%CTON. D C 20463

15 TMarch 2, 1998

Bob Gentry, Treasure
Californians for an Educated Electorate
19 4th Street
Petalumna, CA 94952

RE: MUR 4585

Dear Mr. Gentry

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
prosecutorial discretion to take no action against Californians for an Educated Electorat 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(aX 12) no longer apply and this matter

N, is now public. In addtion, 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 %ish 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 matefials. any permissible submissions %ill be added to the public record w-hen

C1 received

If you have any questions, please contact Jennifer H Bovt on our toll-free number,
j8()()-424-9530 Our local number is (202) 694-1650

Si ncerel%,

F Andre%% Turley'
SupervisorAt46e%
Central Enforcement Docket



VL& FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20403

toMauch 
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 cop),
of the complaint was enclosed winth that notification-

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutorial 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
Marchb2, 1998.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U. S.C. § 437gaX 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 %Nish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional materials. any permissible submissions %%ill be added to the public record %~hen
recei',ed

If %ou have any questions, please contact Jennifer H Bovir on our toll-fr-ee number,
800)424 -9530'N Our local number is (202) 694-1650

Sincerelk.

F Andre%% Tur '

Supen isor% A ome
Central Fniforcement Docvket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING rON. D C 2046J

IMT March 2, 1998

Treasurer
Seniors Concened 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

prosecutorial discretion to take no action against Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow
(S.C.A.T.) and you, as treasurfer. 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(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 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote.

If you wIsh to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your

additional materials, any permissible submissions Will be added to the public record when
rece i %ed.

If you have any questions, please contact Jennifer H Boyt on our toll-free number,
800) 424-953O Our local number is (202) 694-1650

Sincerely,

F Andrev"w- le
Supeiso fAomeN
Central Eniforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH4INGTON. D C 20403

llaTMarch 
2, 1998

Robedt D. Weinmann Executive Director
Seniors Concerned About Tomorrow (S.C.A.T.)
979 Golf Course Drive. 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 Campa~ign 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

prosecutorial 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. § 437aX( 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 %%ish 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 matenials, any permissible submissions %%Ill be added to the public record w~hen

rece 1 -ved

If Nou ha,.e an%- questions, please contact Jennifer H Boyt on our toll-free number,
(8O(Ib424-9530 Our local number is(202)6 9 4-16 5O

Sincerely,

F. Andrevw Turle
Supervisory Atto 'ey
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC 20463

THIS ISTHE END F MJR #
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