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Is -1umy 6,19 0IM~~tA
JAN1 3O41u 9

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Counselor:

We, the three undersigned parties, were employed by the Guy Kelley for Congress Campign
(4th CD, Colorado) as Campaign Manager, Deputy Campaign Manager and General Consultant
through mid-October 1996. As of the third quarter FEC report, filed October 15, 1996, the three of
us were listed on the Schedule D section of the report as debt for deferred payroll and consulting fees
(see attachment 1). Similarly, we were listed on the Schedule D section for the second quarter and
pre-primary reports (see attachment 2).

It has recently come to our attention that upon our departure from the campaign, debt owed
us by the campaign was removed by amendment filed by the Guy Kelley for Congress campaign.
We were informed of this action by letter from Mr. Kelley's attorney (see attachment 3). In order

to obtain a copy of the amended report mentioned by Mr. Kelley's attorney, we went to the Colorado
Secretary of State's office. We found that all reports which listed debts owed us had been amended
to show no debt. In addition, we discovered that the pre-general report filed by the campaign on
October 23, 1996 contained no record of debt owed us (see attachment 4).

-T For the record, none of the debt owed us has been satisfied, forgiven or designated as a

-contribution on our part. Under no circumstances did we agree to the removai uf that debt from FEC
reports. We are, in fact, attempting to collect those debts from Mr. Kelley. It is our sning
that debts cannot be removed from FEC reports simply by amendment or exclusion on sbsquet
reports. Because we believe that the debt owed us was inappropriately removed from FEC
documents filed by the Guy Kelley for Congress campaign, we are filing this complaint

Please do not hesitate to contact us A=Mld you need fit 6 infomtmion. We have proibd
our full sm and addres as the ,o--hi-n- - as wel s the e nd addr of dte r
on de folowing pap.

Sincerely,
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A-W o

Jannine R.IL M
832 West 33rd Street
Loveland, CO 80538

Charlotte S. M1Daniel
813 West 36th Street
Loveland, CO 80538

Sherrie M. Wolff
2900 Julliard Street
Boulder, CO 80303

Respondent:

Guy Kelley for Congress
501 Skysail Lane
Fort Collins, CO 80525
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Jumy 14,1997

Sherri M. Wolff
2900 Jullid Stet
Boulder, CO 0303

Dear Ms. Wolff.

This is to acknowleAg receipt on uoy 10,1997 of'your ew "d dJanuwy 6,1997. TwFedm EleinCmmiActof 1971,nsoa"d(aft Ag)M dCommission Regulations require that the contents of a complaint meet certain
requirements. One of these requmets is that a complaint be m m Qo and siSd in thepresence ofa notIy public mnotdid Your let waM notpropedygm to

In order to file a legl suffciet complaim you must ar beore a y ll Uh

contents of your complaint are U to the best of your k l and t notar nrw
as part of the jurat that such sweaing occu . The 7prered form is "Submsgbgd mdmm
to before me on this day of . 19_" A enmmby thenotW dMt im

was sworn to and subscribed befor him/her also wHll be tociun We rep ir
inconvenience t q um Ym ym . vle am e omin
proceed wt thnln opwiice Kainz.alU atby nm efulfilled. So 2 U.S.C. 437g.

win beb* FF-.nfto dnowC mm nw i&d oil Nd -

Puma ah m w um jfr~ IS m
co1rect tefocto in your b cqd . t I asi ad oibd w idA Isday periodw t a md ul l he h m •- , " 8iTb.hs reqbee i i ru m d
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January 13, 1997

ccOffice of the (kneal Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

To Whom It May Concern:

On January 6, 1997, we filed a cm ant with your office regsudi the Guy KAlley f
Congrs cam After Wing the c werealized do d en efiaNe uy
Public who witnmsed our letter did not contain de words "signed mad swo to befoe me..." a
you require. In additio, to y with FEC guidelinmesfor filing a complai, we havealso
included our full names which we did not include in our pior complaint

These errors have been corrected, and we are resubmitin our complaint for your
review. We regret any inconvenience this may have caused.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

I,

4 4%Y

re

,*. C0

ALtp 46tq3
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Jinuy 13, 1997

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Counselor:

We, the three undersigned prties were employed by the Guy Kelley for Congress Camig
(4th CD, Colorado) as Campaign Manger, Deputy Campaign Manager and General Consultant
through mid-October 1996. As of the third quarter FEC report, filed October 15, 1996, the three of
us were listed on the Schedule D section of the repot as debt for defrred payroll and consulting fee
(seehattacment 1). Similarly, we were listed on the Schedule D section for the second quarter and

re-primary reports (see attachment 2).

It has recently come to our tmention that upon our departure from the cam gn, debt owed
us by the campaign was removed by a-ndment filed by the Guy Kelley for Congress ai.

We were informed of this action by letter from Mr. Kelley's attorney (see attachment 3). In order
to obtain a copy ofthe amended rqxMp mentioned by Mr. Kelley's attorney, we went to the Colorado
Secretary of State's office. We found that all reports which listed debts owed us had been amended
to show no debt. In addition, we discovered that the pre-general report filed by the campaign on
October 23, 1996 contained no record of debt owed us (see attahment 4).

r For the record, none of the debt owed us has been satisfied, forgiven or designated as a
contribution on our part. Under no crcmstace did we agree to the removal of that debt from FEC
reports. We are, in fact, atte to collect those debts from Mr. Kelley. It is our undMstdiug

Sthat debts cannot be removed from FEC reports simply by ame ent or exclusion on sDPWusq
reports. Because we believe that the debt owed us was qi .. iely removed firm FC
docmen efiled by the Guy Kelley for Congressm paign, we ar this complaint.

Please do not hesitate to ca nius aluld you need ftiaw info-A i. We have
our full nmm and addresse - dhe oa:--l"u a- well U the -at tad ad~in of the .;:..

This d nwS- ws signed md sworn to before me Sincerely,
this J...day of ury1997.

kd

)L



Jannnie Ruth Moir
832 West 33rd Street
Loveland, CO 50538

Charlotte Sue McDaniel
813 West 36th Street
Loveland, CO 80538

Margaret Sharon Wolff
2900 Julliard Street
Boulder, CO 80303

Respondent:

Guy Kelley for Congress
501 Skysail Lane
Fort Collins, CO 80525

.2)
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Lyn= L Lat, Esqui
Lynn 0. Ouis , Eaquire
MS. clmin . IcDanel
Novemb r22, 1996
Pap 2

With regr to Ms. Moore's claim for wages, we no that ML edgWMooreW
to a coant in which she agred da payw me m to r ffors ws0armwO
coqnqftnent on her raisin the money to pay bills and make payrollftr al --C u-"
including berueLt Futhe, t&e cont citly *adaed, cmuay to bw r b'2Z' h
Guy Keley would not be personay r cbefor her salay. Thus, MLMDv%
compnion culd only be enned ifthe Camvaihad tAbility to py Ms. 
dates ad at &e time of ML Moore's t-mati. m YW
207,210 (Colo.App. 1990) (copy eclose). Ms.Moonrs qpa mTW y

Campign lu d the abili t to psy wmut notid t Cmai m, se dm
. was eft with signflcaw debt on Qco e 15, 1996, do Cmnp in clely did w t

to pay M Moo myitional over doted benpd
at aISO1996.

To the exten that Ms. Moor m sh e =el I w not wording I to a
aren, then may wags due her haye been hMAy satisd by paim o3f
for k Marhtr O '13,1996,oether with $6,292.4S i
bwbd* mcm ovlng. So& paq m o 60 i m @

We 1 Woso d wgspaidOkob9 i1S 996 eW,
-- flm Ms. Mooe's claim.



LYN L ml o y uILym. . oa.,. uurLynn 0. ruin.-,I-E-quire
*+  bE.. h oie 's o n eNo Vembe V1996

With re to Ms. Wol s claim for Co=lt g fees.We Can fnd no0writtenaober, W i&UsWo 
. g 

Wcnfidn
or co -a .While Ms. Wolff was offered additional money for additional wrn q

d .Otor .faid ce the offer. te-- she went to Europe&inCO"* 13ad9in October _.ared in the officeforappro 
0maljy4orSda, ul •

l1viu6 0 0October 13,-1996. Ms. Wolff also received payments dated Octor 15 an d t ober.161996inthetoalM ofSPaymentsdate 
d500, owhich should be deducted fom her clai.

W heOIl i Capaign des not eiv towes all the wages claimed, it did Set M acims

Sa a hcmt Apn in ane-ore tove thesemattem promptly so that all partiesm" oe •-i anffto fly resolve these cims, the Campaign r
be ,0 w o0dbetween the trecaM as they may agree. Our originaloffers haI Im£5,000 or O OtoM or, 4,o000 o r 5,000 to Ms. " d 1,00 MdHOOM Whoever &Vm diision • cDaniel studS00 oIw beoccurs, we must have agreement between you olmlam my f =66se i W ing •ecreeiptbeweefyo theein o w1
roo I m h (sE kndws, cli Mept ofthe £1,000 fIrom CEA for the seulemg OfIb

no MI e know if an mwer a hthquestion or assist in pmpt raohdg +

Sincerey,1

Anne L McMiho

, '-9777 77 ,

WAIV -71 O 1 11-,.41,,%, :l, '.!
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mumy 22 1997

Sherie M. Wolff
2900 Julliad Street
Boulder, CO 80303

MUR4613

Dear Ms. Wolff:

This letter acknowledgesr on Jnamy 17, 1997, ofthe cm piti yo flm
alleging possible viol Mos ofthe l deal Election -C pi Act of 1971, nmo" ("ft
Act). The respondefs) will be notified of this cmplaint within five deysL

You will be notified u soon = the Fedenl Election Commision take u &Wamion on
your compla nL Should you receie my .a fo n in this HaII p h 11 ,d it
to the Office Of the GemuralComUeIL Such inOfaniion mWu be smma in Ab u-N
m the omi mpmL We b umb Ied ds now Ul 463,
umber in all mem... Fr you Im t, whwn tdescriptio of heQn iuian's procdurs for hadln aqahb

4

ft*oe~

~&~<

nV)

FEOEECIO
VWhbqk DC 20463
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RE MUR4613

This 1 acknowhdnm-mJy17 1"9,of ftyam Sd

Act"). TMwi wommms) wM tbe usd0.4 offt ~uitwidt1 inOW d

You wllbe d umm as" ocdwaud onCI m iam n m
your copaM. Swdd you vodve y addkisn h,-a-d- .in We ..a. h ....
to the 06of €So G l Cw Su& t bn be am m n In ftu&n u
- theorishicomhps 91 ssb ft MOW MUR 46 11 Pi
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Charlotte S. P..AuD
813 Wet36&Stnoa
Loveland, CO 30538

RE MD461)

Dear Ms. McDaniel:

This lette aknmwledge reep cm Jumay 17, 1997, o(tl am Iia yt Simd
alleging possible vioiom of thi FedmIlec im At of 1971,m nmiid (
Act"). The reM41I) will be uw flhdlis conl wkn Sj. d8.

You will be notified u s as Fdm l Eldi"m Clua- m SO**d 4
your complaint. S10uld ym a r u- illomi l in b Ii umsi4
to the Office oftheOm aCoumnmL S htgm be ON

a the origia

1)decrption o.te..........ks w m~gu s
Of theA
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Z, 'mm*. eey, tthat:i
M1. an attorney licensed to pTactice law before all

Ofwt* iA the Sft t California, bef oresthe U. S *District Cbwmr
for the ou- Da i "strict of California, and before the 8upreme

e 0th Uted . have been practicing law for
c...... ---- (7) earsy and am a patner in the firm
of W 0octo, CoWy, Dgweave Bs & Savitch LLP.

2. DuiM the fall of 1996, I was contacted by Jannine
ft 1- to aMist her with negotiating a resolution of her claim for
prst - ----- fo w Ork peforM whed ile she was employed as
--. low- f .... for Owy Kelley, a congressional candidate. I

~io~rmnt ~Semetor Sbr

7 9.

. .. .. .. ...



Moreover, I learned that a removal could also be viewed as an

attempt to circumvent campaign contribution limits, which, in the

case of the obligation due to Ms. Mohr, would be over the legal

limit.

5. On November 14, 1996, I spoke with Attorney McGihon and

informed her that it was my understanding that a remroval of a

campaign debt reflecting Ms. Mohr's past due wages from

Mr. Kelley's FEC report could constitute a crime, and at the very

least could cause several problems for Ms. Mohr. Ms. McGihon

indicated that she would speak with her clients, and to others,

and would call me back. I had no further discussion with

Ms. McGihon.

6. On November 26, 1996, I received a letter from Attorney

McGihon dated November 22, 1996. In it she advised, among other

things, that "the campaign determined to amend its FEC Report on

October 15, 1996 with regard to debts, by removing Ms. Mohr's

self-serving wage debt."

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is

true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this day of
S.. February,, 1997 at San Diego, California.

tary



Federal Election Commission
F. Andrew Turley
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 4613

Dear Mr. Turley:

During the month of August, 1996, 1 resigned from the tras urerposition for the Guy Kelley for Congress Campaign. The followingpeople knew I submitted a resignation letter: Guy Kelley, Jannine
R. Mohr, Charlotte S. McDaniel and Kathy Kipp who was custodian ofrecords at this time of my resignation.

C, Since I had sent a letter to both Guy Kelley and to the campaign,
I must assume that the changes within the organization were neversubmitted to the FEC. As far as I an concerned I have had noinvolvement with these claims. I believe it is the responsibility
of the candidate or the campaign manager to submit thechne

71 within the organization to the Federal Elections Commission.

I believe the petitioners must have know this since they have notlisted me as a respondent on their complaint. If you have any
-) questions please feel free to contact me at

1*~ Sincerely,/

Brandon Arbuthnot
110 E 17th St
2013B

04 Cheyenne, NY 82001



OLOAKER, RYAN, PHILLIPS & UTR[CHfIf! '.t-

ATTORNIYS AT LAW

810 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N.W.

SUITE 1100 2u3
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006

(202) 728-1010
FACSIMILE (02) 720-4044

March 3, 1997

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RMURA4613
Guy Keley for Congress Committe

aAruthn a

Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter is the response of the Guy Kelley for Congress Committee
("Committee" or "Kelley Campaign") and Brandon Arbuthnot, as treasurer. (collectively
referred to as the "Respondents") to the above-referenced complaint filed with the
Federal Election Commission ("Commission") by Jannine R. Mohr, Charlotte S.
McDaniel and Sherrie Wolff ("the Complainants") on January 17,1997.

I. Bkaugrund

The Guy K iley fir Congm Committee is the authnrized political committee for
Guy Kelley in oon wA& bis 1996 c l to rimp Po Colorado's 4th
Congressional Distict ratn AjlVo=t wu the treasrr ti NaNmcy Gray was the
assistant treasurer of the K, Icy Campaign. The Complainants were employees or
consultants of the Kelley Campaign during the 1996 campaign season.

Jannine Mobr was the Committee's Campaign Manager from March until October
13, 1996. Pursuant to a written coeutrct, the Committee agreed to pay Ms. Mohr a salary
of $3,500 per month subject to finds raised for the Committee. Ma. Mor was provided
no guaranteethat the C eipk f 1 lad sficieft finds to pay her, but ta pqig
her salary would be gi11 0dlty. The C nin acked A ti y to fully pay Ms.
Mohr $3,500 per month. She received $6,735.75 in wages for warking March through
October 13, 1996, and $6,29245 in reimbuments, including moving costs. The
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Committee was in significant debt on October 15, 1996 with no prospects of raising
future funds. At no time was Ms. Mohr authorized to accrue her wages.

Charlotte McDaniel was employed from August 1995 until October 13, 1996.
She initially volunteered as the manager of the Exploratory Committee and then as
Deputy Campaign Manager. It was the Committee's understanding that Charlotte
McDaniel would not be paid for her services. but would be reimbursed for any out-of-
pocket expenses in connection with her campaign activities. The Committee has no
record of any agreement between Charlotte McDaniel and the Committee regarding the
terms of her employment. Specifically. no agreement exists which indicates she turned
from volunteer to paid employee or that she was owed a specific amount each month.
Prior to or right after her October 13. 1996. departure from the Campaign. Ms. McDaniel
received payments totaling $2.171I for expenses owed. The Committee believed this
represented full and final payment for Ms. McDaniel's expenses.

-' Sherrie Wolff was hired to provide consulting services to the Committee during
1996. She terminated her consulting services on October 13. 1996. Following her
termination. Ms. Wolff received payments on October 1 5 and 16. 1996. totaling $ 1,500.
The Committee believes these payments represent full and final payment for services
previously rendered. The Committee has no contract with regard to Ms. Wolff s services.

During the course of Complainants' employment, the J'uly Quarterly. Pre-Primary
and October 15 Quarterly FEC reports were prepared by Cathy Kipp. a volunteer, under
the supervision of the Complainants. These reports showed wages and consulting fees
accrued to the Complainants. No reports prior to the July Quarterly report disclosed any
debt owed to the Complainants. Guy Kelley never reviewed or approved FEC reports
filed during Jannine Mohr's tenure as campaign manager. He did not authorize or
approve any wages accrued to the Complainants.

After October 13, 1996, Guerin Green replaced Jannine Mohr as campqgn
manager. Mr. Green decided to remove the debt from the reports because he bdkicd
that the debts were fully satisfied and was uniable to locate any documentation which
would indicate anything contrary to this belief. Thus, Mr. Green amended the Pre-.
Primary and October 15 Quarterly reports to reflect no debt owed to the Complainants. At
the time Mr. Green filed these amendments, he was unaware that the July 15 Quarterly
report had been amended, under the supervision of Jannine Mohr, to reflect debt owed to
the Complainants.

After the employees left the campaign, Guy Kelley received a letter from imams
Mohr and Charlotte McDaniel claiming that they were owed money for services i PWMI
to the Committee. Ms. McDaniel also filed a claim for wages owed with the U.S.,
Department of Labor. Guy Kelly subsequently received two letters from Sherrie Wolf
claiming paymenits owed for consulting services rendered. Prior to receip of *=
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letters, Guy Kelley and the Committee were unaware that the Complainants were owed
any money for any reason. The paign believed that the Complainants had received
all moneys owed to them by the Campaign. The Year-End FEC report reflects the
alleged debt owed to the Complainants as disputed debt.

The U.S. Department of Labor has considered and dismissed Ms. McDaniel's
claim against the Committee. The Committee has settled its dispute with Sherrie Wolff
as to the amount she was owed for services rendered. The Committee is currently
attempting to resolve its dispute with the remaining two Complainants through private
settlement.

II. Summay of Complaint

This complaint is fairly clear and simple. The Complainants allege that the
Committee violated reporting provisions of the Act when it amended its Pre-Primary and

-- October Quarterly reports to remove the debt allegedly owed to the Complainants.

The Committee violated no such reporting requirement. Under the Act, political
committees are required to report the amount and nature of outstanding debts and
obligations owed by the committee. 2 U.S.C. §434(bX8). However, the Committee is not
obligated to report a debt which it does not owe.

The disputed debt to the Complainants was disclosed on the original FEC reports
because the reports were prepared under the direction of the Complainants. Guy Kelley
had no knowledge such debts were listed. He neither agreed to nor authorized the accnml
of the Complainant's wages. Once the new campaign manager, Guerin Green, was hired,

-) he amended the Committee's Pre-Primary and October Quarterly reports to reflect no
debt owed to the Complainants because he believed that the Committee owed no such
debt. Other than a copy of the agreement between Jannine Mohr and the CommifteC, the
Committee had no records to supprt suc detL All payme ade by tim
to the Complainants were properly discosd. CooWoe d M
r ted full and fina l s tieion of om nw yso uea d Mint 1'o
agreements or records to the contrary, as well as the ability of e loyes to voeswer
unlimited services to a campaign committee under the Act, there was no reason for the
Committee to believe that money was owed to the Complainants for any reason. Tius,
the Committee was not required to report the alleged debt.

Since the Committee was in the process of reolving this matter with t
Complainants when the Year-End report was due, the Cm u t
allegedly owed as a disputedebt on Sdbemhe D.

Give" '-oe circumstances of this matter, no furtber action by the -- uon is
warranted. 'his matter is esenially a privateam betwem ti doCph
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Respondents and is being pursued through alternative channels. We reqectly request
the Commission to close its file in this matter.

Sincerly,

Ltrecht
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COON N imauJamiine R.. Mohr, Carlotte S. McDaniel and Sherrie M. I I AL

they wamloe Campaign Manager, Deputy Campaign Manager and Gowdus f
by Guy Ioly for Congress through mid-October 1996. In the 1996 July Quarly , 1 12
DaylPre-imary and the 1996 October Quarterly Reports, the Schedule D diwaogdgi
them for defefed payment and consulting fees. Complainants allege that the C---- -: s:
the $32,750 in debts owed them from their reports, and amended previous r to d te
debts. They also allege that the Committee did not disclose them in subsequent rep cm
though the debts remained unsatisfied.

The Committee responds that the agreement with Ms. Mohr was to pay her wamy"
reimburse expenses when funds were available. The agreement with Ms. Mcmn to
reimburse her expenses when funds were available but not to pay her a salary. Shul JW6W
paid S 1.500 for her consulting services; the Committee believes that this rerP es Mg
final payment. The Committee alleges that the complainants directed the disclosu of*unsupported debts on the FEC reports. When Ms. Mohr left, her replacement removed thed"0 because there was no documentation to support them, and because he believed the debts bed been
fully satisfied. The Committee further states the U.S. Department of Labor investigted and
dismissed this matter, that Ms. Wolfis dispute has been settled, and that it is attem t
resolve the dispute with the remaining complainants. After notification of the CMpla the
Committee filed an amended 1996 Year End Report that disclosed $29,100 in diAputed de
regarding these three complainants. The disclosure of these debts included a statemt tt the
Committee believes no money is owed to the complainants.

The matter is less significant relative to other matters pending before the l jgrn.

-4,,
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RE MUR 4613

o aleogmc e ode vios e Fmedw Election Cw n pA Act of 1971n mimd ( .Act').
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Ca~qI~iu J~ R. Molar, hlous:S. M~d d tudIK
they wr npo e sC an Muasger, Dqxgy 16npd p rodas
by Guy Kelley forCn..tOU0 ghmidOctober1996. lIntdo 1996 Jul* iu4
Day Pre-Primary ad the 1996 Octber Quarterly Rqxw auwtesdmda"
tm for derred paymentad coamating fri compdlMet toe
the $32,750 in debts owed thm from tei rpots ad muemled preious rqolas
debts. They also allege that the Committee did not disclose m in qunt
though the debts remained ed.

The Committe responcs tht th een with M Molw to pay
reimburse expenses when funds were available. The agement tML.M Ii
reimburse her expenses ben fun&d we availa bt t 1 tg w a y. Sh
paid S 1,500 for her consutitg services the ommit e n db v this i

N ~final payment. The ate alleges that the damiretdoediiunsupported debts on the FEC reports. When Ms. Mohr left, her replacumer ,ema,
0 because there was no docwetto to support them, ad bec=aebe believed the

fully satisfied. The Committee further states the U.S. Depatmet of Labor fv '

dismissed this matter, that Ms. Wolffs dispute has been settled, and tht it is .
resolve the dispute with the rmining complainants Afe mnotificai of the
Committee filed an amended 1996 Year End Report that disclosed 29,100 in Al
regarding these three complainants. The disclosure of these debts included a sinme
Committee believes no money is owed to the complainnts.

1-3 The matter is less significant relative to other mar pending be the -c f
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FEDERAL ELE(TION COMMISSION

Date: /JJ7 7

Microfilm

Press

THE ATTACRED MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED MUM '/3



L VT u #Jll 9
(Xtober 2. 1 LS7

CLOSED

Mr. F. Andrew Turh:%
Superisory Attome*
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington. D.C. 20463

Dear Mr Turley:

We are in receipt of your letter dated August 29. 1997 regarding our complaint against Guy
Kelley for Congress (MUR 4613). We strongly believe that this matter is of sufficient gravity to
warrant further action.

You have indicated that this issue is "less significant relative to other matters pending before the
Commission. We are perplexed by this conclusion. The issues in this complaint involve
whether or not campaigns will be held accountable for complying with the law and whether or
not thcN are required to provide accurate information in response to a complaint. In light of
current public opinium regarding public officials and their election practices. we find it somewhat
disconcerting that the agency charged with protecting the integrity of the election process would
deerm these issues insignificant.

The following appear to be more than areas of disagreement. but areas where you may have been
provided inaccurate information:

.). the Campaign alleges ithat Ithe agreement with Ms. McDaniel was to reimburse her
expenses when funds \ere available but not to pay her a salary.'" The detailed operating
bhtit,,; for the Campaign shorted a line-item salary amount for Ms. McDaniel's position
which was Deputy Campaign Mtanager Held Director. Additionaiiy. Ms. McDaniel
received a %2 form reflecting %ages paid to her by the Campaign for income tax
purposes.

2). [1;e Campaigr 'Ieges that "the complainants directed the disclosure of the
unsupported debt- .' the 1i-C reports.- Furthermore. the Campaign claims that "[wJhen
Ms. Mohr left. her replacement remo\ed the debts because the,.: was no documentation to
support them .... lhis information is incorrect. Ms. Cathy Kipp. Custodian of
Records: [1kkkecper tlir the ('a-paign. maintained records of the debt. It is our
understanding that the documentation. in electronic and hard copy forms, was turned over

ul o ilthe (anpaign h\ M-, Kipp attt- our departure from the Campaign. Furthermore. we
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pro% ided copies of this documentation to \Mr. Kelle% %%hen \e made a formal demand for
our back %%aces in (ctober of' 196.

i. [he Campaign Further asserts "the t S. Department of Labor investigated and
dis,,mi.sed this matter.... To our kno, ledge. the I .S. Department of Labor has never
in\ estigated this matter. Mls. Mcl)aniel did. hovever. file a claim tbr her back

age,, with ti~e t"lorado 1)epartment of ! abor. It is our understanding that Mr. Kelley
disputed Ms. \lcl).aicl' claim. Becaau. the Colorado Department of Labor was unable
t, .-et agreenivnt t'rom te t', o partie a d i-as no entorcement authority. \1, McDaniel
\as ad% ised that her recourse \as to the court. It is important to note that the Colorado
)epartment of l.abor did not "dismiss** \s. \lcDaniel's claim as the Campaign would

hae you beliee. \dditionally. to our kno,, ledge. the Colorado Department of Labor
ne% er in\ cstigated Ms. Mohr's wage debt nor \Is. \Woii" consulting fees.

We are able to pro% ide documentation tOr each item listed akxwe as %%ell as som affidavits.
should the% become neces,,ar. We recogni/e that upon filing our complaint. ou advised us to
' end relc% ant documentation to \ou regarding the complaint. Since we had no reason to believe
that the ('ampaign vould pro\ ide you with erroneous information. we could not have possibly
kno\n %%hat intbrrnatiur. %ould be deemed "rele'ant."

I urthermore. ,%e beliee that \our decision not to in'estigate this issue further sets a bad
precedent. This decision v.eakens the right of campaign staff members and creditors to have a
reasonable e\pectation of being paid t'r their ser\ ices. In our opinion, the Commission's
decision here e.sentiall permits future campaigns to a\ oid paying debts by removing those debts
from their report. and then merel\ claiming that there \as no documentation to support them.
We sincerel\ hope that this is not \our intention

I hi,, document \%,i , ,uh.cri bed and s\ orn t,, NI.i Nincerel\ \ours_.
mile onl tils _ drnR. of)tober.

-, lanpine R. Mohr

1tt o'( olorado. (iL'unt\ Ot 1BOUlder/ (i
\4\. ('4w~nmmsSccn Expimis 022dUM 'I.hrlteS.\cne C harlotte S. McDaniel



STATEMENT OF SHERRIE M. WOLFF
IN THE COMPLAINT AGAINST GUY KELLEY FOR CONGRESS

(MUR 4613)

This statement is to support the letter from Jannine R. Mohr and Charlotte S.
McDaniel in the complaint against Guy Kelley for Congress (MUR 4613). While I was
an original signatory in that complaint, Mr. Kelley and I have since settled our case
and I have been advised that it would be appropriate for me to attach a separate
statement rather than sign the letter from Ms. Mohr and Ms. McDaniel.

I do, however, concur in their statements that this matter is very significant in
that it involves providing inaccurate information to the Federal Election Commission. It
has been my understanding that FEC reports are statements which should reflect

* o accuracy. The information supplied by the Kelley for Congress campaign from the
middle of October 1996 on were often incorrect, especially in reference to the debts
owed by that campaign. To dismiss the complaint simply because the - -
apparently, supplied inaccurate information does a disservice to the entire FEC J

disclosure process. It would also appear to encourage this method as one to pursue
in order to avoid unwanted debts by a campaign. I am sure this is not the rmessage
you meant to convey.

This document was subscribed and sworn to Sincerely yours,
.. me on this 2- day of October, 1997.

-Nbtary OblicSherr'e M. Wolff

State of Colorado. County of Boulder


