FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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WASHINGTON . DC . 20461
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

IR25 K STRILT NW
WASHING 1ON.DC. 20463

September 15, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.O. Box 182

Camden, South Carolina 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)

S~ Dear Mr. Green:

™ Enclosed please find a copy of the signed

i conciliation agreement entered into by the

' Holland in Congress Committee and the Federal

" Election Commission. Also enclosed is a copy of
the certification of the Commission's acceptance

o of the agreement.

& The file in this matter is now closed.

o

e William C. Oldaker

General Counsel

Enclosure
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISEION

In the Matter of

L I B ¢

)
) '[o QFE
) 78)

J
The Holland in Congress Committee MUR 52"

' 3 :: -
CONCILIATION AGREEMENT 5338 ‘a.;'/

This matter having been instituted by the Commission in the
ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
and, after an investigation, the Commission having found
reasonable cause to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
(hereinafter "the Respondent"”) has violated 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1)
and 2 U.5.C. § 44lb{(a):

WHEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly entered
into conciliation as provided for in 2 U.S5.C. § 437({a)(5) do
hereby agree as follows:

I. The Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction over
the Respondent and the subject matter in this case.

II. The Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters into this agreement with the Commission
voluntarily.

IV. The pertinent facts are as follows:

A. The Committee received $2728.01 in contributions
derived from four fund-raising events which was never deposited
in a designated campaign depository.

B. This undeposited 52728.01 was used to make cash

expenditures which included the payment of costs of these fund-
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raising events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee.

C. Five of the cash expenditures made with the
$2728.01 in undeposited contributions, including the $892 used
for the Candidate's filing fee, were in excess of $5100.

D. In two instances the Committee received contributions
which were not deposited into a campaign depository until after
three to seven months had elapsed.

E. The first instance of delayed deposit of contribu-
tions involved an $800 check dated June 27, 1975, which was made
payable to cash and received personally by the Candidate. Only
5500 in cash was delivered to the Committee in July, 1975. The
Committee received possession of the remaining $300 in cash in
January, 1976, and immediately deposited that sum.

F. The second instance of delayed deposit involved
$3,525 in contributions received by the Committee as the result
of a fund-raising event held on October 14, 1975. ©Of this amount
$1,650 in checks was deposited on November 6, 1975, $300 in cash
was deposited on January 28, 1976, %683 in cash was deposited on
April 13, 1976, and %892 was never deposited. The cash involved
was not delivered to the headguarters of the Committee until
probably January, 1976. The portion of the cash not deposited
at that time was placed in a file with the contributions list for
1975 where it remained until April of that year.

G. The Committee accepted contributions from eight

incorporated entities.
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WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

A. That Respondent failed to deposit into a designated
campaign depository $2728.01 in contributions derived from four

fund-raising events.

B. That failure to deposit all contributions into a designated
campaign depository constitutes a viclation 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a) (1).

C. That Respondent made five cash expenditures in excess of
5100, including payment of the candidate's filing fee.

D. That failure to make all committee expenditures by means
of checks drawn on a campaign depository constitutes a violation
of 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1) .

E. That Respondent did not deposit contributions totaling
51283 for periods ranging from three to seven months after reccipt.

F. That failure to deposit all contributions within a
reasonable time constitutes a vioclation of 2 U.S.C. § 437b{a) (1).

G. That Respondent accepted contributions from eight
incorporated entities.

H. That acceptance of contributions from incorporated
entities constitutes wvioclation of 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a).

I. That Respondent will now, and in the future, comply in

all respects with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended.

J. That Respondent will pay a civil penalty of $200.00

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437q(a) (5) (B).



V. General Conditions

A. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a

complaint under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (1), concerning the matters
at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance
with this Agreement. If the Commission believes that this
Agreement or any requirement thereof has been violated, it may
institute a civil action for relief in the United States
District Court of the District of Columbia.

B. It is further agreed that this Conciliation Agree-

ment is entered into in accordance with 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (5) (&),
and that this Agreement, unless violated, shall constitute a
complete bar to any further action by the Commission with regard to
the matter set forth in this Agreement.

C. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement will
become effective on the date that all parties hereto have executed

the same and the Commission has approved the entire Agreement.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

oA e M)

Déi?’ ! William C. Q¥daKer

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

“9"-’1%“’-‘7 _A:L%-rmf

James D. Green
Treasurer
Helland in Congress Committee




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 525 (78)

Holland in Congress Committee

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on September 13,

1978, the Commission determined by a vote of 5-0 to adopt

the recommendation of the General Counsel to take the

o™

- following actions in the above-captioned matter:

0 l. Give final approval to the conciliation
agreement. attached to the General Counsel's

c Report dated September 5. 1978, which has

= been signed by the Committee.

- 2 Send the letter attached to the General

' Counsel ‘s Report dated September 5, 1978,

Lo, together with a copy of the conciliation
agreement signed by the General Counsel,

e to the Committee.

P

3. Close the file in this matter.

Voting for these determinations were Commissioners

Harris, Springer, Staebler, Thomson, and Tiernan.

_—f/i‘f/?—ff — : JJ%J

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Report signed: 9-8 .78
Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 9-8-78, 5:05
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis- 9-11-78 4:00
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 5, 1978

In the Matter of

Holland for Congress Committee MUR 525(78)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

On August 14, 1978, the Commission found reasonable cause to
believe that the Holland in Congress Committee ("the Committee")

violated 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a)(l) and 2 U.S.C. § 44lb(a). A proposed

conciliation agreement was sent to the Committee on August 17; this
agreement included in its provisions a civil penalty of $5200.

The proposed conciliation agreement has now been signed by the
Committee's treasurer and returned to this Office, together with a
check for $200.

RECOMMENDATION

1. Give final approval to the attached conciliation agreement
which has been signed by the Committee.

2. Send attached letter, together with a copy of the
conciliation agreement signed by the General Counsel, to the

Committee.

3. Close the file in this matter.

William C,”0Oldaker
General Counsel

9 ) '

2/78 Y,
G

Date 4

'

Packet Contains:

l. Conciliation Agreement

2. Letter

3. Certification
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION . (| . [l
r J '
-
In the Matter of )
: ) P SEE. VORI M
The Holland in Congress Committee ) HURJ5;%§73y KL 113
ACEQF
CONCILIATION AGREEMENT 53589

This matter having been instituted by the Commission in the
ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
and, after an investigation, the Commission having found
reasonable cause to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
(hereinafter "the Respondent") has vioclated 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1)
and 2 U.5.C. § 44lb(a):

WHEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly entered
into conciliation as provided for in 2 U.S.C. § 437(a) (5) do
hereby agree as follows:

I. The Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction over
the Respondent and the subject matter in this case.

I1. The Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters into this agreement with the Commission
voluntarily.

IV. The pertinent facts are as follows:

A, The Committee received §2728.01 in contributions
derived from four fund-raising events which was never deposited
in a designated campaign depository.

B. This undeposited $2728.01 was used to make cash

expenditures which included the payment of costs of these fund-

Pl
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raising_events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee.
=

C. Five of the cash expenditures made with the

$2728.01 in undeposited contributions, including the $892 used

. for the Candidate's filing fee, were in excess of $100.

D. In two instances the Committee received contributions
which were not deposited into a campaign depository until after
three to seven months had elapsed.

E. The first instance of delayed deposit of contribu-

tions involved an $800 check dated June 27, 1975, which was made

payable to cash and received personally by the Candidate. Only
$500 in cash was delivered to the Committee in July, 1975. The
Committee received possession of the remaining $300 in cash in

January, 1976, and immediately deposited that sum.

F. The second instance of delayed deposit involved
$3,525 in contributions received by the Committee as the result
of a fund-raising event held on Octcber 14, 1275. Of this amount
$1,650 in checks was deposited on November 6, 1975, $300 in cash
was deposited on January 28, 1976, $683 in cash was deposited on
April 13, 1976, and $892 was never deposited. The cash involved
was not delivered to the headgquarters of the Committee until
probably January, 1976. The portion of the cash not deposited
at that time was placed in a file with the contributions list for
1975 where it remained until April of that year.

G. The Committee accepted contributions from eight

incorporated entities.
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WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:
o

A.  That Respondent failed to deposit into a designated

campaign depository $2728.01 in contributions derived from four

" fund-raising events.

B. That failure to deposit all contributions into a designated
campaign depository constitutes a violation 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1).

C. That Respondent made five cash expenditures in excess of
5100, including payment of the candidate's filing fee.

D. That failure to make all committee expenditures by means
of checks drawn on a campaign depository constitutes a violation
of 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1).

E. That Respondent did not deposit contributions totaling
51283 for periods ranging from three to seven months after receipt.

F. That failure to deposit all contributions within a
reasonable time constitutes a violation of 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1) .

G. That Respondent accepted contributions from eight
incorporated entities.

H. That acceptance of contributions from incorporated
entities constitutes violation of 2 U.5.C. § 44lbla).

I. That Respondent will now, and in the future, comply in
all respects with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended.

J. That Respondent will pay a civil penalty of $200.00

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).
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v. f‘General Conditions

-

A The Commission, on request of anyone filing a
complaint under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (1), concerning the matters
at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance
with this Agreement. If the Commission believes that this
Agreement or any requirement thereof has been violated, it may
institute a civil action for relief in the United States

District Court of the District of Columbia,

B. It is further agreed that this Conciliation Agree-
ment is entered into in accordance with 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (5) (A),
and that this Agreement, unless violated, shall constitute a
complete bar to any further action by the Commission with regard to
the matter set forth in this Agreement.

C. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement will
become effective on the date that all parties hereto have executed

the same and the Commission has approved the entire Agreement.

FEDERAL ELECTICN COMMISSION

Date William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Electicon Commission

= .
Sy g/7F S;Eta#?qu

Date James D. Green
Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1825 & STREET MW
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.O. Box 182

Camden, South Carolina 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Green:

Enclosed please find a copy of the signed
conciliation agreement entered into by the
Holland in Congress Committee and the Federal
Election Commission. Also enclosed is a copy of
the certification of the Commission's acceptance
of the agreement.

he file in this matter is now closed.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure
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FARSWELL, GREEN & CANTEY
CERTIFILD FUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS
Poar OrFrice Box 862
CaMOK BOUTH CAROLINA 28020

Ms., Anne A, Weissenborn

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
'Washington, D.C., 20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 16, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Arnold M. Levinson, President
Brittons

1337 Main Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Levinson:

The Federal Election Commission has found no
reasonable cause to believe that Brittons has
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a) in view of your explana-
tion that the contribution of $200 made to the
Holland in Congress Committee by means of a check
drawn on a Brittons account was charged to your
personal drawing account which constitutes part of
your salary. The file in this matter is now closed.
A copy of this letter will be included in the
public disclosure file of the Helland in Congress
Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
gquestions, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matte at (202) 523-4039.

Sinceraly,.
/‘%

William Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET NW.
WASHINGTOMN 1D.C. 204613

August 16, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.O. Box 182

Camden, SC 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)

g
-1 Dear Mr. Green:
tn This letter is to inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reasonable cause to
0 believe that the Holland in Congress Committee has
= violated 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1) and 2 U.S.C. § 44lb(a).
- Having made these determinations the Commission
is under a duty to made every endeavor for a period
- of not less then thirty (30) days to correct these
violations by informal methods of conference, concilia-
= tion, and persuasion and to enter into a conciliation
- agreement. 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(5) (A). If we are unable
to reach agreement during that period, the Commission
™~ may, upon a finding of probable cause to believe

violations have occurred, institute civil suit, 2
U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).

Enclosed please find a conciliation agreement
which the Commission is prepared to recommend to the
Commission in settlement of the Committee's violations
of 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a)(l) and 2 U.S5.C. § 441b(a). 1If
you agree with the provisions of this agreement, please
sign it and return it to the Commission within ten days
of your receipt of this letter. If you have any gquestions,
please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned
to this matter, at (202) 523-4Q39.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

August 16, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Paul E. Short, Jr.
Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A.
P.0. Box 547

Chester, SC 29706

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Short:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to take
no further action with regard to the apparent violation
of 2 U.S5.C. § 441b(a) by Strickland, Short and Keels,
P.A., in view of vour explanation that $100.00 of the
5110 contribution allegedly made by vyour professional
association to the Holland in Congress Committee con-
sisted of a personal cash contribution from yourself, and
in view of the fact that the remaining $10.00 contribu-
tion made by means of a corporate account has been re-
funded by the Committee.

The file is now closed in this matter. A copy of
this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland in Congress Committee.

Thank you for vour cooperation. If you have any
guestions, please contact A, Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matte at (202) 523-4039.

Sincereély, éﬁfﬁ%f

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K SIREET MW
WASHING TOMN,D.C. 20463

August 16, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIFT REQUESTED

Mr. C. A. Hanlon

- Berkley Land Corporation
c/o R. D. Belk '
= 1095 Broad Street
Sumter, SC 29150
3
- Re: MUR 525(78)
N Dear Mr. Hanlon:
2 The Federal Election Commission has decided to
- take no further action with regard to the violation
- of 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a) by the Berkley Land Corpora-
— tion in view of the fact that the contribution made

to the Holland in Congress Committee by means of a
- corporate account has been reimbursed by the Committee.

e The file in this matter is now closed. A copy of
. this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland for Congress Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
guestions, please c Anne A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this™wmatter, at (202) 523=4039.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

¢c: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland

\
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

August 16, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Elton Duncan
Duncan 0il Company
1265 East White Street
Rock Hill, sC 29730

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Mr. Duncan:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to take
ne further action with regard to the viclation of 2 U.S.C.
§ 44lb(a) by the Duncan 0il Company in view of the fact
that the contribution made to the Holland in Congress
Committee by means of a corporate account has been re-
imbursed by the Committee.

The file in this matter is now closed. A copy of
this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Helland in Congress Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
guestions, please contac e A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matder, at (202) 523-4039.

William ' C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Holland for Congress Committee
et al

B el

CERTIFICATION

MUR 525 (78)

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on August 15,

1978, the Commission approved by a vote of 4-0 the

General Counsel's recommendation to insert

as the amount of civil penalty in paragrarph

"$200.00"

IIJII‘ Df

the proposed conciliation agreement circulated to

the Commission on August 10, 1978 regarding the above-

captioned matter.

Commissioners Aikens and Tiernan were not present

at the time of the vote.

Attest:

744

Date
Marjorie W.

Emmons

2 Eomornorce

Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary:
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis:

8-11-78,
8-11-78,

12:14
1:30



‘August 11, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: Marge Emmons .

PROM: Elisss T. Garr
 SUBJECT: MOUR 525

Please have the attached Memorandum distributed to
the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.
Thank you. :
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1825 k STREET NW
WASHING TOSN D0 263

August 11, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: William dak
General Wy/

DATE: August 11, 1978

SUBJECT: MUR 525 - The Holland in Congress Committee
Supplemental General Counsel's
Report

In the proposed conciliation agreement circulated
to the Commission on August 10, 1978, paragraph "J"
did not include a recommendation for a civil penalty.
The General Counsel's Office recommends that a $200.00
civil penalty be inserted in that paragraph.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 525 (78)
Holland in Congress Committee,
et al

T N

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on Auqust 14,
1978, the Commission determined by a vote of 4-0 to
adopt the recommendation of the General Counsel to take
the following actions in the above-captioned matter:

1. Find reasonable cause to believe that the
Holland in Congress Committee has violated

2 U.5.C. §437b(a) (1) and 2 U.S5.C. §441bla).

2. PFind no reasonable cause to believe that
Brittons has violated 2 U.S.C. §44lb(a).

3. Take no further action with regard to
violations of 2 U.S.C. §441b(a) by Berkeley
Land Corporation, Duncan 0il Company, and
Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A.

4. Send the letters and conciliation agreement
attached to the General Counsel's Report
dated August B, 1978,

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, Staebler and Thomson
voted on this matter.

ATTEST:

-
i L) Lramariat
Date: 2 Marjorie '. mmons

SMretary to the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 8-10-78, 10:22
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 8-10-78, 1:00



ll_l_ﬂl“ﬂ_h Margs Rmmons
FROM : Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MOR 525

Please have the attached Gemsral Counsel's Report
on MUR 525 distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally
basis.

Thank you.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AUGUST g8, 1978
In the Matter of

Holland for Congress Committee MUR 525(78)

et al
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GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. Summary of Allegations and Commission Action

During their examination of the records of the Holland for

Congress Committee, the auditors discovered that the Committee had

failed to deposit certain contributions in a designated campaign
account in violation of § 437b(a) (1), that the Committee had failed
to deposit certain other contributions within a reasconable time of
their receipt in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 437b{a) (1), and that some
expenditures in excess of $100 had been made by means other than
checks drawn on a designated account, also in violation of 2 U.S.C.
§ 437b(a) (1) and (b). The auditors also discovered evidence of
four apparent corporate contributions, placing the contributors and
the Committee in apparent violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44lb(a).

On May 16, 1976, the Commission found reason to believe that
the above violations had occurred.
Evidence

On June 1, 1976, letters were sent to all respondents informing
them of the Commission's findings. Legal analyses and recommendations
with regard to each apparent violation follows:

1) Failure to deposit contributions into and to make expenditures

from a designated campaign depository

2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1) requires that all contributions received

by a committee be deposited in a designated checking account and that
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all expenditures made by a committee be made by checks drawn on such
accounts.

Here the auditors found that the Committee had failed to deposit
$2,728.01 received from four fundraisingevents. Rather, the money
was used to make cash expenditures which included the payment of the
expenses of these fund-raisingevents and the payment of the Candidate's
filing fee. The Committee treasurer has explained that the cash
expenditures involving fund-raising events were made by volunteer
fund-raisers who personally made the arrangements for the events
involved. The treasurer concedes the impropiety of these cash pay-

+~ ments by the volunteers plus the cash payment of the Candidate's
. filing fee. He points out that all such expenditures have now been
properly documented and reported, and states that proper control

have now been instituted to assure that such failure to use campaign

depositories will not reoccur. Also, the Committee had not reported
—
s the receipt and expenditure of $1,499.61 of the above monies until

r. the auditors recommended that they do so on Janaury 16, 1978.

The QOffice of General Counsel recommends a finding of reason-
able cause to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a)
by failing to deposit $2728.01 in contributions into a campaign
depository.

2) Failure to make timely deposits of contributions

The auditors found two instances in which contributions received
by the Committee were not deposited into campaign accounts after
three to seven months of receipt. The first instance involved an
$800 check dated June 27, 1975, received from a union political action

committee. The check, was received by the Candidate who personally

executed a receipt for the full $800. According to the
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treasurer's letter, only $500.00 in cash was delivered to the

Committee in July, 1975, although the entire $800.00 was reported

because the Committee had been orally advised that that sum had been

received. The discrepancy was discovered in October, 1975, when

bank statements were being reconciled with the Committee's records.
The Committee received possession of the remaining $300 in January.
1976, and immediately deposited the money. No information has been
provided as to wom had possession prior to January or why the delay

occurred.

In the second instance of delayed deposits, the Committee, on
October 14, 1975, received $3,525 from a fund-raising event held in
Fort Mill, South Caroclina, of which $1,650 in checks was deposited
on November 6, 1975, $300 in cash was deposited on January 28, 1976,
$683 in cash was deposited on April 13, 1976, and $892 was never
deposited but used instead to pay the Candidate's filing fee. The
Committee treasurer has explained that the checks received at the
fund-raising event were mailed to him; however, the cash received
was later hand-delivered, probably in January although he has been
unable to determine the exact date. He states,

Apparently $300.00 of the cash was deposited in
January of 1976, with the balance of the funds
placed in the regular file along with the
contributions list of 1975 since they pertained to
activities for that year. 5Since a new file was
stated for 1976 the fact that the money was not
deposited was not discovered until the bank

statements were reconciled in preparation of the
April 10 report.
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Present Commission requlations as set forth in 11 C.F.R. §

103.3 concerning the timing of deposits were not in effect in 1975

and early 1976. It may be assumed, however, that 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a)
requires the deposit of contributions within a reasonable time of
their receipt. Here delays of from three to seven months occurred
between the date of receipt and the date of deposit. The Office of
General Counsel finds these delays unreascnably long and therefore

recommends a finding of reasonable cause to believe that the

Committee wviolated 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a) .

3) Failure to make all expenditures in excess of $100 by

means of checks drawn on campaign depositories

2 U.5.C. § 437b(a)(l}) and (b) require that all committee
expenditures in excess of $100 be made by means of checks drawn on
a designated campaign depository.

Here, the auditors found that five cash expenditures totaling
$2,115.07 with monies derived from four fund raising events were
in excess of $100. These payments included the $892 used to pay
the Candidate's filing fee plus four payments for expenditures incurred
in holding the fund-raising events. The Committee states that the
latter payments were made by volunteers, while the payment for the
filing fee "admittedly should not have been made by cash but in the
rush of the work lcad in our office due to the April 15 filing dead-
line was inadvertently done."

The Office of General Counsel recommends a finding of reasonable
cause to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a) (1)

and (b) by making or permitting to be made cash expenditures in excess

of 5100.
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4) Corporate Contributions

2 U.5.C. § 441b(a) prohibits the making and knowing acceptance
of corporate contributions. Here the auditors found evidence of nine
apparent corporate contributions totaling $955. Four of these
contributions, those from Berkeley Land Corporation, Britton,
Duncan 0il Company, and Strickland, Short and Keels,P.A., exceeded
$100.

(1) Contribution from Berkeley Land Corporation - $250

The contribution from the Berkeley Land Corporation was made
on January 17, 1977, and refunded by the Committee on December 13,
1977. The response received from the Corporation attributes this
contribution to an error.

(2) Contribution from Britton - $200

The contribution received by means of a Brittons' check was
received in 1976 and refunded by the Committee on February 23, 1978.
The president of the Corporation, Mr. Arnold M. Levinson, has
written in reply to the letter from the Office of General Counsel
that the corporate check in question was charged to his personal
drawing account which "constitutes part of my salary at Brittons."

Because the account to which this check was charged comprises
part of Mr. Levinson's salary, it does not fall within the category
of a reimbursable drawing account, contributions from which are
considered corporate in nature until reimbursement takes place.
Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends a finding of
no reasonable cause to believe that Brittons made a corporate contri-

bution to the Committee.
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(3) Contribution from Duncan 0il Company, Inc. - 5250

The contribution from Duncan 0il Company was received on July 22,

1976, and refunded by the Committee on October 7, 1977, following
an inguiry made by the Committee upon the recommendation of the
Audit Division. Mr. Elton Duncan's reply to the letter from the
Office of General Counsel explains that the check in guestion was
mistakenly written using the company checkbook rather than his

personal checkbook, a mistake which he attributed to his failing

eyesight.

(4) Contribution from Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A.

- $110.

The two contributions here involved consist of a $10 check
received by the Committee in Octcober, 1975, and a $100 cash
contribution received by the Committee in Octcber, 1976. The full
5110 was refunded by the Committee on February 23, 1978,

In response to the letter from the Office of General Counsel,
Mr. Paul E. Short, Jr., has written that the $10 contribution made
in 1975 consisted of payment for tickets for a reception. An employee
of Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A. mistakenly used a corporate
check to pay for these tickets while Mr. Short was out. With regard
to the $100 contribution made in 1976, Mr. Short states that this
involved a personal cash contribution made by himself to either the
Candidate or his representative. The address in the Committee's
records for Mr. Short was his office address which included the name
of his professional association, hence the confusion about who was

the actual contributor.
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(5) Acceptance of Corporate Contributions by the Committee

Given the above information received from the apparent corporate
respondents in this matter, it has been determined that the Committee
accepted corporate contributions totaling $655 from eight incorporated
entities. The largest of these contributions was the $250 received
from Berkeley Land Corporation. All of these contributions have
been refunded by the Committee.

The Committee treasurer has explained in his recent letter that
during the period from January 1, 1975, to June 30, 1977, it received
more than fifty contributions which were made on checks other than
personal accounts. Of these the Committee claims that it had reason
to believe that an incorporated entity was involved in only three
instances; the 0ffice of General Counsel interprets this to mean
that in only three instances did the term "Inc." appear on the face
of the check involved. 1In these instances the Committee claims
inadvertent acceptance and deposit.

The treasurer's letter also states that during the period of
audit examination the committee did not have adeguate internal control
procedure for determining whether or not company checks were from
incorporated entities. The treasurer writes that adequate procedures
have now been established.

Because all corporate contributions have been refunded, the
Office of General Counsel recommends that no further action be
taken against Berkeley Land Corpoation, Duncan 0il Company, and
Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A. We recommend a finding of reason-
able cause to believe that the Committee accepted corporate contribu-

tions in violation of 2 U.5.C. § 441bla).
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RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find reasonable cause to believe that the Holland in
Congress Committee has violated 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1) and 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b(a).

2. Find no reasonable cause to believe that Brittons has
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a).

3. Take no further action with regard to violations of 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b(a) by Berkeley Land Corporation, Duncan Oil Company, and
Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A.

4. Send attached letters and conciliation agreement.

i

€8 % 0 474

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)
The Holland in Congress Committee ) MUR 525(78)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been instituted by the Commission in the
ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
and, after an investigation, the Commission having found
reasonable cause to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
(hereinafter "the Respondent"™) has vioclated 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1)
and 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a):

WHEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly entered
into conciliation as provided for in 2 U.S.C. § 437(a) (5) do
hereby agree as follows:

I. The Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction over
the Respondent and the subject matter in this case.

II. The Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters into this agreement with the Commission
voluntarily.

IV. The pertinent facts are as follows:

A. The Committee received $2728.01 in contributions
derived from four fund-raising events which was never deposited

in a designated campaign depository.

B. This undeposited $2728.01 was used to make cash

expenditures which included the payment of costs of these fund-
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raising events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee.

C. Five of the cash expenditures made with the
$2728.01 in undeposited contributions, including the $892 used
for the Candidate's filing fee, were in excess of 5100.

D. In two instances the Committee received contributions
which were not deposited into a campaign depository until after
three to seven months had elapsed.

o E. The first instance of delayed deposit of contribu-
—.  tions involved an $800 check dated June 27, 1975, which was made

2 payable to cash and received personally by the Candidate. Only

'~  $500 in cash was delivered to the Committee in July, 1975. The

0 Committee received possession of the remaining $300 in cash in

:: January, 1976, and immediately deposited that sum.

:: F. The second instance of delayed deposit involved

~ $3,525 in contributions received by the Committee as the result
of a fund-raising event held on October 14, 1975. Of this amount

™. $1,650 in checks was deposited on November 6, 1975, $300 in cash

was deposited on January 28, 1976, $683 in cash was deposited on
April 13, 1976, and $B892 was never deposited. The cash involved
was not delivered to the headquarters of the Committee until
probably January, 1976. The portion of the cash not deposited

at that time was placed in a file with the contributions list for
1975 where it remained until April of that year.

G. The Committee accepted contributions from eight

incorporated entities.
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WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

A. That Respondent failed to deposit into a designated
campaign depository $2728.01 in contributions derived from four
fund-raising events.

B. That failure to deposit all contributions into a designated
campaign depository constitutes a violation 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1).

C. That Respondent made five cash expenditures in excess of
$100, including payment of the candidate's filing fee.

D. That failure to make all committee expenditures by means
of checks drawn on a campaign depository constitutes a violation
of 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1).

E. That Respondent did not deposit contributions totaling
$1283 for periods ranging from three to seven months after receipt.

F. That failure to deposit all contributions within a
reasonable time constitutes a violation of 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1).

G. That Respondent accepted contributions from eight
incorporated entities.

H. That acceptance of contributions from incorporated
entities constitutes violation of 2 U.5.C. § 44lb(a).

I. That Respondent will now, and in the future, comply in
all respects with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended.

J. That Respondent will pay a civil penalty of

pursuant to 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).
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V. General Conditions

A. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a
complaint under 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (1), concerning the matters
at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance
with this Agreement. If the Commission believes that this
Agreement or any requirement thereof has been violated, it may
institute a civil action for relief in the United States
District Court of the District of Columbia.

B. It is further agreed that this Conciliation Agree-
ment is entered into in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (A),
and that this Agreement, unless violated, shall constitute a
complete bar to any further action by the Commission with regard to
the matter set forth in this Agreement.

C. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement will
become effective on the date that all parties hereto have executed

the same and the Commission has approved the entire Agreement.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Date William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Date James D, Green
Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Elton Duncan
Duncan 0il Company
1265 East White Street
Rock Hill, SC 29730

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Duncan:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to take
no further aetion with regard to the violation of 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b(a) by the Duncan 0il Company in view of the fact
that the contribution made to the Holland in Congress
Committee by means of a corporate account has been re-
imbursed by the Committee.

The file in this matter is now closed. A copy of
this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland in Congress Committee.

Thank you for your cocperation. If you have any
guestions, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET NW
WASHINGTON,.D.C. 20461

CERTIFIED MAIL -
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. C. A. Hinlon

Berkley Land Corporation
c/o R. D. Belk

1095 Broad Street
Sumter, SC 29150

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Hanlon:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to
take no further action with regard to the wviolation
of 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a) by the Berkley Land Corpora-
tion in view of the fact that the contribution made
to the Holland in Congress Committee by means of a
corporate account has been reimbursed by the Committee.

The file in this matter is now closed. A copy of
this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland for Congress Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. 1If you have any
guestions, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N W
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20461

CERTIFIED MAIL .
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Paul E. Short, Jr.

Strickland, Short and Reels, P.A.
- P.O. Box 547

Chester, SC 29706

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Mr. Short:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to take
no further action with regard to the apparent violation
of 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a) by Strickland, Short and Keels,
P.A., in view of your explanation that $100.00 of the
$110 contribution allegedly made by your professicnal
association to the Holland in Congress Committee con-
sisted of a personal cash contribution from yourself, and
in view of the fact that the remaining $10.00 contribu-
tion made by means of a corporate account has been re-
funded by the Committee.

LT

The file is now closed in this matter. A copy of
this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland in Congress Committee.

et 3 A TN LT N T

Thank you for your cooperation., If you have any
guestions, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

= William C. Oldaker
E General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
WASHING TON, DUIC, 20461

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.0. Box 182

Camden, SC 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Green=‘

This letter is to inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reascnable cause to
believe that the Holland in Congress Committee has
violated 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a) (1) and 2 U.S.C. § 44lb(a).

Having made these determinations the Commission
is under a duty to made every endeavor for a period
of not less then thirty (30) days to correct these
= violations by informal methods of conference, concilia-
o tion, and persuasion and to enter into a conciliation

T, agreement. 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(5)(A)., If we are unable
%agﬂ! to reach agreement during that period, the Commission
'?qﬁ? may, upon a finding of probable cause to believe

L A violations have occurred, institute civil suit. 2

U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (5)(B).

Enclosed plecase find a conciliation agreement
which the Commission is prepared to recommend to the
Commission in settlement of the Committee's violations
of 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1) and 2 U.S.C., § 441b(a). If
you agree with the provisions of this agreement, please
sign it and return it to the Commission within ten days
of your receipt of this letter. If you have any gquestions,
please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned
to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

el Sincerely,

Tl William C. Oldaker
ot el General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W
WASHING TON, [D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Arnold M. Levinson, President
Brittons

1337 Main Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Mr. Levinson:

The Federal Election Commission has found no
reasonable cause to believe that Brittons has
violated 2 U.S5.C. § 441b(a) in view of your explana-
tion that the contribution of $200 made to the
Holland in Congress Committee by means of a check
drawn on a Brittons account was charged to your
personal drawing account which constitutes part of
your salary. The file in this matter is now closed.
A copy of this letter will be included in the
public disclosure file of the Holland in Congress
Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
questions, please contact Anne A. Welssenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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HOLLAND IN CONGRESS
PO.Box 780 F L+ Fiu

Camden, 5.C. 28020
JAMES D. OREEN
Trmadiner

I | O T O A

Ms. Anne A. Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W,
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Ms. Weissenborn,

This letter is written pursuant to General Counsel Oldaker's written
request for clarification of certain items and in accordance with 2 U.S5.C.
437 g (a) (3)(B) is to remain confidential.

We wish to apologize for the delay in our reply and offer not as an excuse
but as extentuating circumstances the death of my attorney's father as was
mentioned in our telephone conversation of yesterday and increased committee
work necessitated by the recent primary election in which the Congressman
was involved.

The $800.00 contribution was by check in June of 1975 payable to cash
from a political action committee for which the Congressman personally executed
a receipt (copies of which are enclosed); however, only $500.00 in cash was
delivered to the committee in July although the entire $800. 00 was reported on
the second quarter report since the committee was orally advised of the $800. 00
receipt in June. The discrepancy was not uncovered until later probably around
the first of October, 1975 at the time the third quarter report was due and the
bank statements were reconciled with our records. The additional $300. 00 was
first delivered to the committee in January of 1976 and immediately deposited.

Fund raisers did make cash expenditures in payment of fund-raising events
and a cash expenditure was made of the candidates filing fee as is well documented
and while concedely such cash payments were improper all such funds have been
accounted fo~ and receipts furnished for all expenditures which expenditures were
themselves all proper campaign expenditures and were all made by fund raisers
and the committee without intent to viclate any rules, regulations or laws.

Our fund raisers were all volunteers who personally made arrangements to
hold fund-raising activites incurring a moral obligation if not a legal obligation for
the expenses of the fund-raising activity such as restaurant charges, etc. which
expenses the fund raisers were perhaps over zealous in causing to be paid, however,
reference to our voluminous correspondence indicates proper controls have now
been instituted to insure that cash expenditures for campaign expenses no longer
occur.
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July 14, 1978

In the second instance mentioned by Mr. Oldaker in which funds were not
timely deposited the funds represented cash and checks from a fund-raising
event in Fort Mill, South Carolina. The checks from this event as well as a
list of contributors were mailed to the office of the treasurer of the committee
by the chairman of the committee., The cash was not promptly remitted through
the mail but the cash was later hand delivered (exact date or dates are unknown
since no receipts can be located after adiligent search although we assume such
to be in January of 1976). Apparently $300. 00 of the cash was deposited in
January of 1976 with the balance of the funds place in the regular file along with
the contributions list of 1975 since they pertained to activites for that year.
Since a new file was started for 1976 the fact that the money was not deposited
was notdiscovered until the bank statements were reconciled in preparation
of the April 10 report. The remaining funds were deposited after payment of the
candidate's filing fee by the committee which payment admittedely should not
have been made by cash but in the rush of the workload in our office due to the
April 15 filing deadline was inadvertently done.

During the period from January 1, 1975 to June 30, 1977 the committee
received over fifty contributions which were made on checks other than personal
checks, These contributions were received and credited to the individual designated
or the payor. With the exception of three checks the committee had no reason
to believe that the contributions were from other than individuals, The checks
which did indicate an incorporated business were received along with a number of
checks from fund-raising events and were inadvertently accepted and deposited;
of course, refunds were made upon discovery of the improper acceptance.

During the period under examination the committee did not have adequate internal
control procedures to provide sufficient docurmentation as to whether a company
check was from an incorporated business, however, the committee has since
established adequate procedures to preclude the receipt of contribution from an
incorporated business.

The committee's receipts and expenditures were made in good faith with
full disclosure to the FEC, all funds have been accounted for and all improper
receipts refunded, and proper controls and procedures have been instituted to
facilitate full compliance with all election related laws, The committee has
offered its complete cooperation to the audit staff and has at all times been
candid, honest and forthright for all of which reasons we feel that no action
should be taken against the committee since all viclations appear to the committee
to be technical violations; certainly none could be deemed to be against the spirit
and intent of the election laws which we view to ensure fair and impartial
elections through the control of contributions to and expenditures of political
candidates.
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July 14, 1978

If we can be of further assistance, please advise.
Yours very truly,

HOLLAND IN CONGRESS COMMITTEE

;/#_..yfr.m .r‘ifqﬁ‘%! e

JDG/kmp
cc: J. Ernest Kinard, Jr.

Enclosures
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Ms, Anne A, Weissenborn
Federal Election Commaissian
1325 K Street, N, W,
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Berkley Land Corporation
p 27 c/o R. D. Belk
QN L2 M Wt 1095 Broad Street
Sumter, South Carolina 29150

June 19, 1978

William C. Oldaker

General Counsel 8038;8
Federal Election Cammission

1325 K Street, N. W.

Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MIR (78)
Dear Mr. Oldaker:

This is written in response to your letter of June 1, 1978, con-
cerning the Berkley Land Corporation and a contribution made to the
Holland in Congress Committee on January 17, 1977.

This check was refunded to Berkley Land Corporation by Mr. Jim-
my D. Green, Treasurer of the Holland in Congress Committee, with an
explanation as to why it could not be accepted.

This error is regretted and if any further information is needed,
please let me know.

Sincerely,

’f‘ ' // )c,/éf frit-

C. A. Hanlon
Berkley Land Corporation
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William C. Oldaker

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463
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DUNCAN OIL COMPANY, 15 & 11: %

126% EAST WHITE STREET

ROCK HILL, S. €. 29730

June 9. 1??5
Federal Elsction Commission
1325 K Streest N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20463 303673

Dear 3irs,

I did not intend to make a contribution in the name of Duncan Cil
Company to the Holland in ZCongress Cormittwe, I keep my personal
checkbook beslde the compamy checkbook and plcked the company check-
book by mistake when writing the contribution. The mistake was due
to my failing eyesight. One eye is 20-300 and the other is non-func-
tional, The Committee has refunded %y money to the company.

Sincerely,
L
Pl o p

My, Elton Duncan




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MVIS X STRIET MW
WASHINGTON 1007 20dhi

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Elton Duncan

Duncan 0il Company

P.O. Box 1082

Rock Rill, South Carclina 29730

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Mr. Duncan,

This letter is to inform you that the Federal

Election Commission has found reason to believe that

the Duncan Qil Company has wviolated the Federal Election

| .y Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by makeng
a contribution to the Holland in Congress Committee.

It is our understanding that this contribution was made

on July 22, 1976, and was in the sum of 5250. Contribu-

tions made from corporate accounts represent violations

o of 2 U.5.C. §441b(a).

B A

'
L

R
#

£l

ii o Under the Act you have an opportunity to demonstrate

3 that no action should be taken against you. 2 U.5.C.

- -r §437g(a) (4). Please submit any legal or factual informa-
S tion which you believe would be relevant to the Commission's

consideration of this matter,

T T

b X R
q ¥

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this

3] r~, ; matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response should he
g submitted within ten days after your receipt of this
E notification. If you have any questions, please contact

Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-4039,. .

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(3) (B) unless you notify the

ydeche g Mot
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Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
oo to be made public. If you intend to be represented by
counsel in this matter, please have such counsel so
notify us in writing.

5incét)ly, ) : )
— ,‘:7F'jtf§§fdéiut1)
William C, Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
WASHINGTON, DLC. 20463

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.O. Box 182

Camden, South Carolina 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Green:

The Federal Election Commission has found reason
to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee has
viclated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). Specifically, the Commission has
found reason to believe that the Committee failed to
deposit into a designated account 52728.01 in contributions
in violation of 2 U.5.C. §437b{a)(l); used $2,115.07 cut
of the above-menticned $2728.01 toc make five cash expendi-
tures in excess of $100 each in violation of 2 U.S.C.
§437b(a) (l}); and failed to deposit within a reasonable time
of their receipt certain other contributions also in
vioclaticon of 2 U.S.C. §437b(a)(l). In the last regard
particular s+tention has been given to the apparent fact
that 5300 of an 5800 contribution received on June 28, 1975,
was not deposited until January 2B, 1976, and to the
apparent fact that of §3,525 received on October 14, 1975,
5300 in cash was deposited on January 28, 1976, 5683 in
cash was deposited on April 13, 1976, and $892 was never
deposited.

Under the Act you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against the Committee.
2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4). Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of these matters. In particular we reguest
that the Committee provide explanations for the late
deposits cited above plus explanations of the circumstances
surrounding the apparent failure to deposit $2728.01 in
contributions derived from four fund-raisers held on
March 14, April 30, July 23 and October 14, 1975, and the
use of this money to make cash expenditures in payment of
expenses of the fund-raising events and the candidate's
filing fee.




o,

The Commission has also found reason to believe that
the Committee accepted contributions from nine incorporated
entities in violation of 2 U.5.C. §44lb(a). The contri-
butors in guestion are Berkley Land Corporation ($250),
Britton's, Inc. ($200), Dabney Real Estate Agency ($70),
Duncan 0il Company ($250), Frontier Auto Sales ($20),
Gene's Fine Food ($25), Karesh's Fashion Shop .$10),
Piedmont Distribution Company ($20), and Strickland,
Short and Keels, P.A. ($110). Please submit any legal or
factual information not already submitted to the Audit
Division of this Commission concerning the acceptance of
these contributions which you believe would be useful to
the Commission. We understand that all necessary reim-
bursements of these contributions have been made.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response should be
submitted within ten days after your receipt of this
notification. If yvou have any gquestions, please contact
Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-4039.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (3) (B) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to
be made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please have such counsel so notify us in

writing,.
”'Zj;"/
.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland



- £, 40 1

P LENDER | ARy aBld 1 ey “RETURM
_ i . T\ﬂ u'ﬂkﬂmmm"wm """:' . s vk
#rvice 18 requesied {cherk :
-- E 1. The foilowing service is requested {cherk one -Mq:ﬂ“pﬁlhlﬂ "'."" el
'i. [[] Show in whom and daie delivered . i g whom, date, and address of delivery.  ____ ¢
A o] K Show o whom, date, and address of delivery. . ¢ CTED DELIVERY '
5 G RESTRICTED DELIVERY Bw 1o whom and date delivensd . ¢
. m Show to whom and date delimered — [) RESTRICTED DELIVERY
7] RESTRICTED DELIVERY Show 1o whom, date, and sddress of delivery . §_
O Show ta whom, dite, and addrets of delivery § (CONSULT Pm'mﬂ'@- FOR FEES)
(COMNSULT POSTMASTER FOOR FEES) A |
- 1 ARTICLE ADDRLISED TO
1. ANTICLE ADORESSED TO 2 3 D. Gr T
f 2 ames D. Green, Treasurer
o % The Honorable Kenneth L. Hollgnc 2
- E : 2] 1 aaTicLE DESCRIPTION:
3 ARTICLE DLSCRIPTION. 3| mEGisTERED w0 O INSURED MO
o i REGISTERED WO ‘ RTIFIED WO, l INSURED MO 'E ?m
- é b
- - E A gy sletnin ol paldrmsees »
""""""‘"‘" 1 have received the uu:ladnuril:-dlhn
M~ I have uﬂlvul the article described above E BGNATURE "J nddnnu- Aythoreed agent
SEMATURL 1 Addriasier C1 Authoned ageng -
o : Q(L_
W ©, e g 349 G
@ : , 3| Soarror umm v
/mr: OF DELIVERY sLad | o =
; 3 ADORESS (Compiere aniy # | g
g -
ﬁ & UMNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE E
£
E F
F

’ oF R0 . T —O= - 10T
& GRO T O-g-10T




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
WASHINGTON D00, 20

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The President
Britton's, Inc.

1337 Main Street
Columbia, Scouth Carolina

Re: MUR 525(78)

s Dear Sir:

i This letter is to inform you that the Federal

0 Election Commission has found reason to believe that
Britton's has violated the Federal Election Campaign

— Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). GSpecifically,
the Commission has found reason to believe that your

an company made a contribution from a corporate account
to the Holland in Congress Committee in the sum of

< 5200. Such a contribution represents a violation of

-~ 2 U.5.C. §441lb(a).

(oo Under the Act you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against you. 2 U.S5.C.

~ §437g(a) (4). Please submit any factual or legal informa-

tion which you believe would be relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response should
be submitted within ten days after your receipt of this
notification. If you have any guestions, please contact
Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-4039,.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (3) (B) unless you notify the
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Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to
be made public. If you intend to be represented by _
counsel in this matter, please have such counsel so notify

us in writing.

William C¢f Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 k STREF] WNow
WASHINGTOM 110 20463

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETUEN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The President

Berkley Land Corporation

c/o R. D. Belk

1095 Broad Street

Sumter, South Carolina 29150

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Sir:

This letter is to inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reason to believe
that the Berkley Land Corporation has violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
{"the Act"), by making a contribution to the
Holland in Congress Committee. It is our under-
standing that this contribution was made on January 17,
1977, and was in the sum of $250. Contributions made
with coporate monies represent violations of 2 U.5.C.
§441b(a).

Under the Act you have an opportunity to
demcnstrate that no action should be taken against you.
2 U.5.C. §437g(a) (4). Please submit any legal or
factual information which you believe would be relevant
to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response should
be submitted within ten days after your receipt of this
notification. If you have any questions, please contact
Anne A, Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this
matter, at (202) 523-4039.



This matter will remain confidential in accordance
withh 2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (3) (B) 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 have such counsel so
notify us in writing.

Sincerely,

S YN

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth C. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STRELT N.W
WASHINGTON DL, 20461

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A.
P.0O. Box 547
Chester, South Carolina

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Sirs:

This letter is to inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reason to believe that
Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A., has violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act"), by making contributions to the Holland
in Congress Committee totaling $110. Contributions
made by means of corporate accounts represent viola-
tions of 2 U.5.C. §44lb(a).

Under the Act you have an opportunity to demon=-
strate that no action should be taken against you.
2 U.5.C. §437g(a) (4). Please submit any legal or
zctual information which you believe would be rele-
vant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate
this matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response
should be submitted within ten days after your receipt

of this notification. If you have any questions, please

contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to
this matter, at (202) 523-4039.
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This matter will remain confidential in
accordance with 2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (3) (B) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that y““."ish the
investigation to be made public. If you intend to be
represented by counsel in this matter, please have such
counsel so notify us in writing.

IS

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth C. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K SIREET N.W
WASHINGTOMN DO, 20463

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Elton Duncan

Duncan 0il Company

P.0. Box 1082

Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Duncan,

This letter is to inform you that the Federal

Election Commission has found reason to believe that

the Duncan 0il Company has violated the Federal Electiocn
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by making
a contribution to the Holland in Congress Committee.

It is our understanding that this contribution was made
on July 22, 1976, and was in the sum of $250. Contribu-
tions made from corporate accounts represent violations
of 2 U.S5.C. §441b(a).

Under the Act you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against you. 2 U.S5.C.
§437g1 1) (4). Please submit any legal or factual informa-
tion which you believe would be relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response should be
submitted within ten days after your receipt of this
notification. If you have any guestions, please contact
Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-4039.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (3) (B) unless you notify the




=F=
Commission in writing that you wish the investigation

to be made public. If you intend to be represented by
counsel in this matter, please have such counsel so

notify us in writing.
Sincergly, :

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREE ] MW
WASHING TON, 1C. 20463

May 25, 1978

MEMORANDIM TN: ELISSA GARR
FROM: PEGRY CHANEY @/

SUBJECT: CERTIFICATION ON MUR 525 (78)

Attached is the certification I discussed with you
on the phone this date.

Marge has signed it, but mavbe Bill or the attorney
on the case should check it out.

The certification circulated with the memo had the
wrona date, "May 16, 1978", as the date regarding the
nine corporations. If just the date is changed, then
there would be no explaination as to the change from ten

to nine.

ATTACHMENT: Certification
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 525(78)

Holland in Congress Committee,
et. al.

T e e T

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on May 25, 1978, the
Commission adopted by a vote of 6-0 the following actions in
the above-captioned matter:

1. Approve the recommendation in the memorandum
from the General Counsel, undated, Subject:
"MUR 525 - Correction," to vitiate the Reason
to Believe finding made by the Commission on
May 16, 1978 regarding Pate Construction
Company.

2. Approve the recommendations in the amended
First General Counsel's Report dated May 12,
1978, as follows:

a. Find Reason to Belijeve that the Holland
in Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
§437b(a)(1) by failing to deposit certain
contributions in a designated campaign
depository, by failing to deposit certain
other contributions within a reasonable
time of their receipt, and by making
certain expenditures by means other than
checks drawn on a designated campaign
dopository.

b. Find Reason to Believe that the Holland
in Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
§441b(a) by accepting contributions from
nine corporations.




CERTIFICATION - MUR 525 (78)

Find Reason to Believe that Berkley Land
Corporation, Britton's Inc., Duncan 01l
Company, and Strickland, Short and Keels
violated 2 U.5.C. §441b(a) by making
cornorate contrihutions to the Holland
in Congress Committee.

Send the Jletter attached to the amended
First General Counsel's Report,

£7F3PJDFTE W. Emmons

Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 5-22-78, 12:30
5-2

Circulated on a 48 hour vote basis: 3-78, 12:30
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL  [1AY 1 2 1978 MUR # 525
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION ‘
STAFF MEMBER__Weissenborn

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Internally generated (See Attachment I)

Holland in Congress Committee ; Berkley Land Corporatic
Britton's; Duncan 0il Company; Strickland, Short, & Kells

"= RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.85.C. §437b(a) and (b}
2 U.S.C. §441b(a)

RESFONDENT'S NWAME:

LY

7o SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

'

0 During the audit of the Holland in Congress Committee's

= records, the auditors discovered that the Committee had completely

= failed to deposit certain contributions in a designated account in '
:f violation of 2 U.S5.C., §437b(al (1), had failed to deposit certain

;; other contributions within a reasconable time of their receipt in

M violation of 2 U.S.C., §437b(a) (1)}, and had made a number of expendi-

tures by means other than checks drawn on a designated account in

violation of 2 U.8.C. §437b{a}{l). The auditors also found evidencs

that corporate contributions were made to the Committee and

accepted in violation of 2 U.S.C. §441b({a).

PREZLIMINARY LEGAL ANALYSIS

2 U.8.C. §437b(a) (1) reguires that all contributions be

deposited in a designated checking account and that all expenditures

made by a committee be made by checks drawn on such acgounts. The
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only exception with regard to expenditures involves those made from

a petty cash fund which must be limited to no more than $100 per

single transaction. 2 U.S.C. §437b(b).

Here the auditors found that a total of $2728.01 received
by a Committee from four fundraisers was never deposited in a
Committee account. Rather, this mcney was used to make cash expendi-
tures which included the payment of the expenses of these fundraising

events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee. Five of these

cash expenditures each exceeded 5100 for a single transaction.

The failure to deposit these receipts represents an apparent violation
of 2 U.5.C. §437b(a){l). The expenditures made from these contribution
monies do not appear to have come from a petty cash fund; however,

even if they did the five cited above exceeded the $100 limitiation

of 2 U.5.C. §437b(b) and thus are in violation of 2 U.S.C. §437b(a)(1).

The auditors also discovered that certain of the Committee's
receipts were not deposited in a timely fashion. Of particular
concern are a sevenmonth delay in depositing $300 of an 5B00 contribu-
tion received on June 2B, 1975, and the disposition of $3,525 received
from a fundraiser held October 14, 1975, of which $1650 in checks
was deposited on November 6, 1975, $300 in cash was deposited on
January 6, 1976, and $683 in cash was deposited on April 13, 1976.
(The remaining $892 is included in the above-mentioned $2728.01 never
deposited.) We believe that these failures to make deposits until
after three toseven months of receipt of the contributions involved

constitute apparent violations of 2 U.S5.C. §437b(a) (1).
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Corporate Contributions

2 U.S.C. §441b(a) prohibits the giving and knowing acceptance
of corporate contributions. Here the auditors found evidence of
contributions having been made by and accepted from sixteen
apparent corporate entities. Information supporting the corporate
status of nine contributors has now been supplied to the Audit
Division; the Committee has also provided evidence that all
necessary refunds have been made. Four of the apparent corporate
contributions involved amounts exceeding $100, the corporations
concerned being Berkley Land Corporation ($250), Britton's Inc.,
{($200) , Duncan 0il Company ($250), and Strickland, Short and Keels
{$110) .

RECOMMENDATION

1. Find reason to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
has violated 2 U.5.C. §437b{a)({l) by failing to deposit certain
contributions in a designated account, by failing to deposit certain
other contributions within a reasonable time of their receipt,

and by making a number of expenditures by means other than checks
drawn on a designated account.

2. Find reason to believe that the Heolland in Congress Committee
has violated 2 U.S.C. §441b(a) by accepting contributions from

nine corporations.

3, Find reason to believe that Berkley Land Corporation, Britton's
Inc, Duncan 0il Company, and Strickland, Short and Keels have
violated 2 U.S.C. §441lb(a) by making corporate contributions to

the Holland in Congress Committee.

4. Send attached letters.




glissa T. Garr

SURJBCT ! WIR. 5%

hlnm“tnﬁll”ﬂﬁ'?mm“
"mm.uwmu

Please
aistributed to the Commi
basis.,

rnank you.

N o
in
™
wn
0D
o
o
-
=
a
P




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

TS K SITREET MW
WASHING 1ON DO 20463

FROM: William C. Oldake

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission )}/ W

SUBJECT: MUR 525 - Correction |

In the First General Counsel's Report regarding
MUR 525 submitted to the Commission on May 10, 1978 and
approved by the Commission on May 16, 1978, it was
indicated that the Holland in Congress Committee had
apparently accepted contributions from ten corporations.
After the report was submitted it came to our attention
that while Pate Construction Company had once been
incorporated, it had forfeited that status several months

before the contribution was made.

We therefore recommend wvitiating the RTB findinag
made by the Commission on May 16, 1978. We have amended
the attached report, certification, and letter to the
Committee, and are circulating them on a no-objection

basis.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 525(78)

Holland in Congress Committee,
et. al.

e e N

CERTIFICATION

[, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on May 1A, 1978, the
Commission approved by a vote of 6-0 the recommendations in
the First General Counsel's Report dated May 12, 1978 to take
the following actions in the above-cantioned matter:

1. Find reason to helieve that the Holland in
Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §437h(a)(1)
by failing to deposit certain contributions in
a designated campaign depository, by failing to
deposit certain other contributions within a
reasonable time of their receipt, and by making
certain expenditures by means other than checks
drawn on a desiaonated campaign depository.

2. Find reason to believe that the Holland in Congress
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. $441b(a) by accepting
contributions from ten corporations.

3. Find reason to believe that Berkley Land
Corporation, Britton's, Duncan 0il Company, and
Strickland, Short, and Kells violated 2 U.5.C.
§441b(a) by making corporate contributions
to the Holland in Congress Committee.

4. Send the letters attached to the First General
Counsel's Report.

”ﬂter_ilgt Z£ Marjorie 4. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 5-12-78, 11:47
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 5-12-78, 4:30
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Elissa T. Garr
HER 525 or%e
‘Please have the attached 7 day report on MUR 525
distributed to the Commission onaa 4§ hour tally basis,
Thank you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIZSSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MAY 1 2 1979 MUR # 525

BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION

STAFF MEMBER Weissenborn

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Internally generated (See Attachment I)

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Holland in Congress Committee ; Berkley Land Corporation

Britton's; Duncan 0il Company; Strickland, Short, & Kells.

“"RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.5.C. §437b(a) and (b)

Y

3

0

I

2 U.5.C. §441b(a)

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

During the audit of the Holland in Congress Committee's
records, the auditors discovered that the Committee had completely
failed to deposit certain contributions in a designated account in
violation of 2 U.S5.C. §437b(a) (1), had failed to deposit certain
other contributions within a reasonable time of their receipt in
violation of 2 U.S5.C. §437b(a) (1), and had made a number of expendi-
tures by means other than checks drawn on a designated account in
violation of 2 U.S.C. §437b(a)(l). The auditors alsc found evidence
that corporate contributions were made to the Committee and

accepted in wviolation of 2 U.5.C. §44lbl(a).

PRELIMINARY LEGAL ANALYSIS

2 U.8.C. §437b(a) (1) regquires that all contributions be

deposited in a designated checking account and that all expenditures

made by a committee be made by checks drawn on such accounts. The
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only exception with regard to expenditures involves those made from
a petty cash fund which must be limited to no more than $100 per

single transaction. 2 U.S.C. §437b(b).

Here the auditors found that a total of $2728.01 received
by a Committee from four fundraisers was never deposited in a
Committee account. Rather, this money was used to make cash expendi-
tures which included the payment of the expenses of these fundraising
events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee. Five of these
cash expenditures each exceeded $100 for a single transaction.
The failure to deposit these receipts represents an apparent vieclation
of 2 U.5.C. §437b(a)(l). The expenditures made from these contribution
monies do not appear to have come from a petty cash fund; however,
even if they did the five cited above exceeded the $100 limitiation

of 2 U.5.C. §437b(b) and thus are in wviolation of 2 U.S5.C. §437b(a)(1l).

The auditors alsoc discovered that certain of the Committee's
receipts were not deposited in a timely fashion. Of particular
concern are asevenmonth delay in depositing $300 of an 5800 contribu-
tion received on June 28, 1275, and the disposition of 53,525 received
from a fundraiser held October 14, 1975, of which 51650 in checks
was deposited on November 6, 1975, 5300 in cash was deposited on
January 6, 1976, and 5683 in cash was deposited on April 13, 1876.
(The remaining $892 is included in the above-mentioned $2728.01 never
deposited.) We believe that these failures to make deposits until
after three toseven months of receipt of the contributions involved

constitute apparent viclations of 2 U.S.C. §437b(a) (1l).




1 09 5%

7 30

Corporate Contributions

2 U.5.C. §441b(a) prohibits the giving and knowing acceptance
of corporate contributions. Here the auditors found evidence of
contributions having been made by and accepted from sixteen corporate
entities. Information confirming the corporate status of ten
contributors has now been supplied to the Audit Division by the
Committee; the Committee has alsco provided evidence that all
necessary refunds have been made. Four of the apparent corporate
contributions involved amounts exceeding $100, the corporations
concerned being Berkley Land Corporation ($250), Britton's ($200),

Duncan Oil Company ($250), and Strickland, Short and Kells, P.A. ($110).

RECOMMENDATION

l. Find reason to believe that the Holland 1in Congress Committee
has violated 2 U.S.C. §437b(a)(l) by failing to deposit certain
contributions in a designated account, by failing to deposit certain
other contributions within a reasonable time of their receipt,

and by making a number of expenditures by means other than checks

drawn on a designated account.

2. Find reason to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
has violated 2 U.S5.C. §441b(a) by accepting contributions from

ten corporations.

3. Find reason to believe that Berkley Land Corpcration, Britton's,
Duncan 0il Company, and Strickland, Short and Kells, P.A. have violated
2 U.5.C. §441b(a) by making corporate contributions to the Holland

in JZJongress Committee.

4. Send attached letters.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSI 3™,

1325 K STREET My
WASHINCTOS D0 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
2.0, Box 182

Camden, South Carclina 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Green:

The Federal Election Commission has found reascon
to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee has
violated the Fedaral Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"}. Specifically, the Commission has
found reason to believe that the Committee failed to
deposit intoc a designated account $2728.01 in contributions
viclation of 2 U.5.C. 5437bifa) (l)r used 52,115.07 out
he above-men *oneﬂ $2728.01 to make five cash expendi-
in excess of 5100 each in vieclation of 2 U.S§.C.
{a) (1); and failed to deposit within a reasonable time
ir rsceipt certain other ceontributions also in
ion of 2 U.S.C. §437b{a)(l}). In the last regard
icular attention has been given to the apparent fact
5300 of an 5800 contribution received on June 28, 1975,
was not deposited until January 28, 1976, and to the
apparent fact that of $3,525 received on October 14, 197
5300 in cash was deposited on January 28, 1976, $683 in
cash was deposited on April 13, 1976, and 5892 was never

deposited.
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Under the Act you have an copportunity to demonstrate

that nm action should be taken against the Committee.
2 U.S5.C. §437g(a)(4). Please submit any factual or legal

tﬂr-_1= which vou believe are relevant to the Commission's
con51ueratisn 2f these matters. In particular we reguest
that the Caﬁni:tee orovide explanations for the late
deposits cited apove plus explanaticons of the circumstances
surrounding the apparent failure to deposit $2728.01 in
contributions derived from four fund-raisers held on
March 14, April 30, July 23 and Qctober 14, 1975, and the
use af this menev to make cash expenditures in pavment of
expenses of the fund-ralsing events and the candlﬂa:h"
£il]
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The Commission has also found reascn to believe that
the Commit*ee accepted contributions from nine incorporated
entities in wvieglaticon of 2 U.5.C. §44lb(a). The contri-
butors in guestion are Berkley Land Corporation (5250),
Britton's, Inc. ($200), Dabney Real Estate Agency (570),
Duncan 0il Company ($250), Frontier Autc Sales (520},
Gene's Fine Food ($23), Karesh's Fashion shop (510},
Piedmont Distribution Company ($20), and Strickland,
Short and Keels, P.A. ($110). Please submit any legal or
factual information not already submitted to the auditc
Division of this Commission concerning the acceptance of
these contributions which vou believe would be useful to
the Commissicn. We understand that all necessary reim-
bursements of these contributions have been made.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously. Therefore, vour response should ke
submitted within ten days after your raceipt of this
notification. If you have any guestions, please contact
Anne A, Weissenborn, the attornev assigned toc this matter,

at (202) 523-4039.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S5.C. §437g(a) (3} (B) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the investigaticn to
be made public. 1If vou intenc to be represented bv counsel
in this matter, plz2ase have such counsel sco notify us in

WrLtlng.

William C. Qldaker
General Counsel

it

ant

-
k

cc: The Honorable Xenneth L., Hel
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FEDIRAL ELLCTION COMMISSION

I b STEIED WY
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January 2

10: BILL OLDARER

THROUGIL : OFLANDO B. POTTER

‘  ATTACHMENT I, page 1%

5, 1973

6’7 I‘,-
FRO:: C/"u COSTA/TOM 'rfxs:'_:.ry*s‘:,
SUSJECT; AUDIT FLUDINGS OF THZ HGLLAED FOR
ﬂGLCﬁ:wﬁ OLLIITTES

\ttached are the audi: findings of the liolland for Congress
Cormirtee audic. Duo to the apparent overall lacl: of cor nliance,
ve reconnend that tnese findings be made aliac ter Under Ieview
by vour office I

Il you have anvy questions, please do not hesitare to
call Tom llaselhors:t or Greg Macaulay ac 3-4135.

L ]
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‘ "ACHHENT I, page 2

rutinen and Necesmendations

| PRI
P R

A taorrernce Contrdihulions

Section 441b(a) of Title 2, United States Code, states
that it is unlawlul for anv political committee knowingly to
accept or rcecelve any contribution from any corporation.

Scction 103.3(b) of Title 1ll, Code of Ycderal Regula-
tions, requires that eosntributions which appear to Le illegal
shall be, withia 10 days - (1) zeturned to the contvibutor; or
(2) deposited into thne campaign depository, and recported, in
which case the treasurer shall make and retain a written record

noting the basis for LL, appearance of illegalitvy., The treasurer
shall maitc his or her best efforts to deternine the legality of
the pontribution, Refunds ghall be Tudﬂ when a coutsihution™
cannot be determined to be legal witnin a reasonable time, and

the trezasurer shall so note by amending thne current report or
1

noting ths cnange on the condidate's or comittoe's mext required

Our examination of the Cormmittee's centribution records
az tive Cormnzitree received 16 ceonmtributiens from 16
25 ©osaiinz 51,393, Four (4) of the contributions
30 were cachh in excess ol £180. There apseared te
2l procedires in use by the Comzmittee to deotormine
3 or busincsses, whien sent eeontrizutions drawn on
s, wers incorporated, OSubse L ooy thes gudic, the
T Imouirics to cachocofpany o 1 has made & coutri-
CoMpany check Positive repl reriivine corporate
received from six (©) ccmpani The Audit staff
romeElsl Lo BOTToTALeTCantY sutiens fhyanush an
the Souza Carciina Sccretary o e
We discussed che rerention of Corsoracs sonzrizecions
with the Treasurer and e could offer no explanation regavding
PR Do Ho mtotad chat he was uncware that the Conmictoe
had accesced corporate concributions otier than coae which was
premptly ~orurnod. He stosed the Conmisztoce would be more care-
ful in the Ifuture and agreed tg return all corporate ceontributions.
The Conniittee has sent the copies of six
(6) chechs, totaling $395, represeniing the return of contri-
butions to sixn (O8) of the cormeorartions involwved.
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‘ @::civmnr 1, page 3

Pasedrsiising Aevivivics

Scetion 424€bJCG), (8), (9), (10) and (1l1) of Title 2,
United Startues Code, requires o committcee to report: the total sum
of all receipts made by or [nr such committee during the reporting
period; the total amount of procecds from the sale of ticiiets to
and moss eollections at each dinner, luncheon, rallv and other
fundraising events; the identification of ecach person to whom
expemditures have been made by such committee witchin the calendar
year in an agpresate amount in cxcess of $100, insluding the
amount, date nnd purpose of cach sutch ‘"wc"drtd e; ans “he total
sun of cupenditures made by such conmittec during the calendar
year.

s

Secrion 437b(a)(l) of Title 2, United States Code,
requires o committae to deposit all concr ibuticns reccived By
the cormittee in its designated campaign depos rv and that no

Apcnulturc in excess of §100 to anv person in cmn:ecziun wich
a single purcihase or transaction nay be made by such conmittee
except by check dravm on its designated campaign derository.

Our exaninzticn of the Committee's records of fund-
raisins evencs revealed chat:

not depositc $2,723.01 received
tozal o §36G.,971.79 L7 . 23%)
s during the peviod of the
(iasinding fous 4Ly contriaucor
casned) God Lo Dov - elinensos
used to pay the Candidate's filing

¢ did notv report the re
the amount not deposit

3.37 not reporcted) of

the Cuads no was used o maike Five
(3) casly eny $1C0 and ezchr involving
i ."".i,

tce that they file a2
o L ¥ ad the 31,429 .61 in
oeoints o uros On nuary 1o, 1973, the
received Che Copmittes's amcnded reports.

L ———_E
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Recommendari ahl

We regomnend that the Conmitice provide a written -
explanation disclosing all decails surrounding the un-
deposited contributions and the cash cxpencitures in
excess of 100 within 30 days of receipt of this lecter.
butions

Scerion 103, 3(¢a) cf Ticle ¥1. Code of Federal

D. Timeclv Depositiny of Contri

Repulations, -quL-uJ hL;; all contributiosny received by a
coxnittec shall be depositcad i. a cheching acgount in the
appropriate ¢;1n;~:— depository, by the treasurer of the
commiitsee or his or her agent, within 10 cays of the treasurer's
receint Lhcrcwf. -

Our examination of the Coimmistce's coancribution records
revealed that a total of 519,3G3.71 (ll.ﬁiﬁ of toLal contriburions)
was not deposiczed within 10 dajs as reguired

Our review consisted of exzmination of the dates on
coples of contriburtor checiis and dedosit tickets attached thereto
Althouzh we allowed entra time for the late receist of these
contriZusions due to mail and/er ocher possible delays, we still
found that thase deposits were untizely.

During our exazination we noted in parcicular two (2)
trancactions in which the contributions wer:s not dgposited forxr
35 to 7 months.,

(1) On June 23, 1975, the Committece received an

30 contyibuzion, of vhich $300 was nor dezesized unril
Jaguary 25, 1875, We were unable ro detersiinzs if zhis con-
tribution was received in the Iform or a cneck, monev order
or c.sh

1

2 On Qctober 14, 1975, the Commitcce rececived
= ‘o 5 W -~ = : . 1 :
$3,525 Ivon a fundralser of whieh 81,5650 in chochks was deposiczed
O e b, XOF L 55390 in easii wos dewesized on Jonuary 23,
1G5 - A L. e - g A ! £1 11 197 i 5207 4.
1970, 23 in cash was depositgd on Arril 13, 1970 and 38Y2 was
neve:s rosited (see Finding € for further explanation).

- - PR i o R i — T ——— —— ——
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We-discussed thdse two (2) transactions with the =
treasurcyr of the Committee, and he-stated that these monics
were kept in his desk drawver during this time period. lle was

unable to offer any other explanation as to why these monies
were held for such a long period of time prior to beingp
deposited.

We informed the treasurer of his duties under the
Act to deposit all contribuctions in a timely manner. He assured
us that he would comply in the future.

Recommendation

We recomend that the Committee rrovide a written explanation
disclosing all dertails surrounding the iate deposit ¢f conizi-
butions, particularly the two (2) transactions noted above. Ve
further recemmend that the Committee determine the form of the

$800 concribution by contaccing the contributor and providing
supporcing documancaction. The written explanation and che
supporting documeontation must be provided within 30 days of
receipt oz this letcer.

1

Ge C




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1525 k SIREET N W
WASHINGTON DU 20db 4

April 10, 1078

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission -
FROM: William C, omam/g,u-‘/

SUBJECT: Withdrawal of MUR 525 from agenda

At the Commission meeting of April 6 it was
agreed that consideration of the First General
Counsel's Report submitted with regard to MUR 525
would be held over until the meeting of April 13.
We now ask that this Report be withdrawn from
consideration pending revision.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

TR R STHERT MY
WA SHING TOMN TR0 26

March 31, 1978

MEMORANDUM T0: CHARLES STEELE [)J g/
FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS *']/ﬁ

SUBJECT: OBJECTIONS

The following MURs circulated on a 24 hour no-objection

/

3

basis have received objections from Commissioner Tiernan:

?Bj - 1st GC Report dated 3-30-78
MUR 527 (78) - 1st GC Report dated 3-3D-78

(
MUR 530 | - 1st GC Report dated 3-30-78
MUR 536 | - 1st GC Report dated 3-3N-78
(
(

3

MUR 541 - 1st GC Report dated 3-30-78 re-circulated 3-31-78

B
B
8
MUR 551 8) - 1st AC Report dated 3-30-78

T S T ™

7
7
7
7

These items have heen placed on the Executive Session

) 005

F
4

Agenda for April 6, 1978

o
P~




Marge Emmons
EUBJFCT MOR 525

Please have the attached 7 day report om MUR 525

distributed to the Comission on a 24 hour no-objectéon
basis.

Thank you.




DATE AMD TIME OF TRAN
BY OGC TO THE CcoOMMISS

. FL."DE“": ELECTION Cf}‘”TI.‘:‘:QJ

A oScreet, oL,
:gton, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

r*(ﬂ

SETTAL AR 30 1978 iup 4.5
= e INTE COoMP

By 0QGC

LAINT RECEIVELC

STAFF MEMEERWelissenborn

COMPLATINANT'S NAME: Internally generated (Audit) _ Ses Attachmant I

RESPONDENT'S NANE: Holland for Congress Committee
RBELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.5.C. §437b(a) (1)

s

"MITERNAL REPORTS CHECLED:

0

During the audit of the Holland for Congress Committee's
records, the auditors discovered that the Committee had completely
failed to deposit certain contributions in a designated account
in viclation of 2 U.5.C. §437b({a)(l) and that some expenditures
had been made by means other than checks drawn on a designated
account in violation of 2 U.S5.C. §437b(a)(l), The auditors also
found evidence that corporate contributions were made to the

Committee and knowingly accepted in violation of 2 U.S5.C. §44lbi{a).

PRELIMINARY LEGAL ANALYSIS
2 U.S5.C. §437b(a)({l) requires that all contributions be
deposited in a designated checking account and that all expenditures

made by a committee be made by checks drawn on such accounts. The

l
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only exception with regard to expenditures involves those made

no
from a petty cash fund which must be limited to/more than $100

per single transaction. 2 U.S.C. §437b(b).

Here the auditors found that a total of $2728.01 received
by the Committee from four fundraisers was never deposited in
a Committee account. Rather, this money was used tc make cash
expenditures which included the payment of the expenses of these
fundraising events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee.
Five of these cash expenditures each exceeded $100 for a single
transaction. The failure to deposit these receipts represents
an apparent vioclation of 2 U.S5.C. §437b(a)(l). The expenditures
made from these contribution monies do not appear to have come
from a petty cash fund; however,even if they did they exceeded
the 5100 limitation of 2 U.5.C. §437b(b) and they are in violation

of 2 U.5.C. §5437b(a)(l).

2 U,5.C., §441b(a) prohibits the giving and knowing acceptance
of contributions from corporations. Here the auditors found
evidence of eighteen contributions from sixteen apparent corporations.
Information confirming the corporate or non-corporate status of
all but four of these business entities has been received by the
Audit Division which is in the process of obtaining the remaining
needed evidence. We recommend deferring inclusion of Section 441b(a)

violations in this MUR until the Committee's submissions are complete.
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RECOMMENDATION
Find reason to believe that the Holland for
Congress Committee has violated 2 U.S5.C.
§437b(a) (1) by failing to deposit certain
contributions in a designated campaign
depository and by making certain expendi-
tures by means other than checks drawn on

a designated campaign depository.

Send the attached letter.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1425 K STREET MW
WASHINCTON DO, 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer

Holland for Congress Committee
- P. 0. Box 182

Camden, South Carclina 29020

™~

& RE: MUR 525(78)

- Dear Mr. Green:

~ The Federal Election Commission has found reason to
believe that the Holland for Congress Committee has violated

e the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

- Act")., Specifically, the Commission has found reason to
believe that the Committee failed to deposit $2728.01 in

- contributions in violation of 2 U.S.C. §437b{a) (1) and that
the Committee made expenditures by means other than checks

L drawn on designated campaign depositories in violation of
2 U.S.C. §437b(a) (1).

o

P~ Under the Act you have an opportunity to demonstrate

that no action should be taken against the Committee. 2 U.S5.C.
§437g(a) (4). Please submit any factual or legal materials
which you believe are relevant to the Commission's investi-
gation of these matters. 1In particular, we reguest that the
Committee provide explanations of the circumstances surround-
ing the apparent failure to deposit $2728.0l1 in contributions
derived from four fund-raisers (held on March 14, April 30,

July 23 and October 14, 1975) and the use of this money to
make cash expenditures in payment of expenses of the fund-
raising events and of the candidate's filing fee.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response should be
submitted within ten days after your receipt of this notifi-
cation. If you have any questions, please contact Anne A,
Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4039.




Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland for Congress Committee
Page 2

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (3) (B) unless you notify the Com-
mission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please have such counsel so notify us in
writing.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable ¥enneth L. Holland
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FEDIRAL ELECTION COMMISSION

P b STRETED MW
WASEISG IO L, Y

January 25, 1973

dkA0PAL O

T BILL OLDARER ’r
eGP
THROUGH ; ORLANDO B. POTTERU: I_
; : ~
FrRoi: -}-Q'/fiﬂ}i COSTASTOM f'sSE‘...]lU':iSI{] l.’}"J:

SUDJECT » AUDIT TINDINGS OF Tilf HOLLAND FOR
CONGRESS COMMITTER

- 7 -y iy s - i~ -~ » s S, . - v
Actached are the auvdit findings of the lioll: i for Consress
Commivvoe audit., Due to @ apparent overall lack of compliaace,
=1 & & - - o = LT T T = -
ve recosnmend that these findings be made :a Mattox _L_. der Roview
2y vour onfice T

If you have any questions, please do n hesitate to
d

call Tom liaselhworst or Greg Macaulay at 3-4
P 'h"\:‘

ﬁ-. 1
Lm '
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A Corporate Contributions
Section A41bh(a) of Title 2, United States Code, states
that it is unlawiul for anv political committee knowing ly to
aceept or receive any contribution from any corporation.

Scetion 103.3(b) of Title 11, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, requives that contribution: which appear to be illegal
shall be, within 10 days - (1) returned to the contryibutor; or
(?) deposited into the campainn depository, and reported, in
whicli case the treasurer p‘a]l make and retoin a written record
noting the basis [or the appuarance of il lc;ﬁ~;1*ﬂ: The treasurer
shall alie his or her bost ellovts to determine the legality of
the contribution, Reflunds &thl be made when a contribution
cannot be determined to be lepal within a reasonable time, and
the treasurer shall so note by amending the current report or
noiting the change on the canL;LaLt'ﬂ or comiittee's next required
reporet.

Our examination of the Cormittee's contribution records
revealod that the mmitree received 15 co;r.lbuth 115 from 16
co m_ua'_u:".:a tosaline 51,395 Four (&) of the contributions
hulﬁw; 5950 were cach in excess of §100. There appeared te
bc no res in usze by Lttee o devernine
BT cor businesses, sent conoributions drawn on

wore incorpeorated. the guditv, the
tiries to cach company i maos 4 coutri-

weciz., Positive replics ver 5v-~: carporatce

from sin (€) companies. The Audit t"Lan

LD Len fpranTats contriburions through an

i

inguiry with th: South Caroline Secretary of State,

thoir
troasuror
bution
sLatus

worified tha r

We discussed the rectention of corporate Cﬁ:LrL?rtin“q
ne could offer no explanation regavding
that he was unaware that the Corumittee

had accepted c¢onporate co nrributions other than one walch was
prouptly returncd. He stated the Committee would be wore care-

ful in the future and agreed to return all corporate contributions,

The Comnmittee has sent the Commiscion copies of six
(6) checks, totaling $393, representing the return of contri-
butions to six (O) of the corperations involved.
I
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Ve recorenond that the Committee return the remaining
$1,600 to the 10 corporate contributors and that the
Coranitice provide satislbactorv deocumentation, such as evan-
celled cihechs, to the Commission for all of the corporate
contributions (list attached), within 30 days from receipt

of this letrter.

Receipts and Fupenditures ot Neported

Scction 434(b)(3) of Title 2, United States Code,
requirces : mmititee to disclose the total sum of all receipts
made by ? - sucl miittee during the reporting pcr'od
Scctio T.;Jc 2, United States Code, requircs
a fn:yjz--- : mth!J”u tive total sum of czpenditures made by
such conmittec during the calendar year

Our examination of the Committee's records of
contributions and cxpenditures revealed that the Committee
unglerstated their receipts and expenditures bv-$2,190.49 as

a result of not reporting certain transactionms.
: We were able to determine that the undersctatement
in receints resulted from unreported contributions uUhul;ﬂS
$2,5630.49 (including 51,420,861 frcm fuadreising cvents.
Finding €Y, less the incorrect reporting of bank adjusiments
and ths returs of unpaisf conuributor chechs toraling $640.
Thc “wi.'szar':cn: of expenditures resulted from
unreported ex Jitwres totaling $3,195.03 (including §1,499,061
\from fl‘:"'ir:fi evenys, Findineg C), less an overstaternent of
expentiiures ing 31, 000,14, wihich the Commiciee reported
in an att its receipis and expenditures to agrec
.4 wWith the cash balance,

to Lho Cuwnluh*e that they file
comprehen anendmeonts for the audit period to include the
required lELUTIJEivT, On ﬂnn:u:y 156, 1975, the Conmission
received the Committee's amended reports.

8

Cince thw Committce has amended their resorts to disclose
this information, uo additional action is .‘(Ummvnuﬂd.

arme .- —
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C. 1 undraising

Section 434(h)(G), (8), (7)., (10) and (11) of Title 2,
United States Code, regquires o commilttee to report: the total sum

of all receipts made by or [for such committee during the reporting
period; the total amount of procecds from the sale of tichkets to
and manss collections at each dinner, luncheen, rally mul other
fundraising events; the identification of cach person to whom
expendi tures have been made by such committee withia the calendar
year in an 1‘“]LP1LQ amount in ezcess of $100, including the
amount, date and purpose ol cach such expenditure: and, the total
sum of cipenditurces made by such committee during the calendar
year,

(1) of Title 2, United States Code,
1Qn‘1ﬂt 111 contriburions recoived by
f‘]hLd ampaizn depository and that no
v100 to anv person in connection with

{
roqujrr' o cowmnictoe to
the committee in its des
expenditure in excess ©
a single purchase or transaction may be made by such conmittee
except by chechk drawm on its designated campaign derository.

J f

+
.r.,-

Our examination of the Committee's records of fund-

rai u.I'I" evencs revealed that:

he Committ did not depesit §2,728.01 received
fundr '3 1 & toetal of $36,971,79.47,33%)
11 1 rois e en during the peviod of the
ig am S 57 (2 i3 e (LY conirivutor
. i BETE WNTRDG Ve C&8HEd) was uLed Lo pCY cxpeascs
at these evenis, wiaile 9992 was used to pay the Candidate's filing

e L - ay > &
did not recport the receipt or
1

eupenditure of §1,499,01 of the awount not deposited.

3, 2,115.37 (including $923.37 not reported) of
the fuuds not deposited by the Conmiittee was used to maiie five
£ §1C0 uand each invelving

(3) casl exponditures, cach in excess o
Yy Ay

a single purchase or tr

wmittee that they file

Ve recomzonded to the Co a
compreheusive muendaont to proverly diseleose the 51,499 .61 in
unrepurted reeeiptys Sid iilures. On January lu. l‘?b. the

i -

Commission received the amended reports.
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.

R[ coumneidation

Je reconmend that the Committee provide a written
explanation disclosing all details surrounding the un-
deposited eontributions and the cash expenditures in
excess of 9100 within 20 days of receipt of this letter.

D. Timcly Depositing of Contributions

Scction 103.3(a) of Title 11, Code of Federal
Repulavions, vequirves that all contributions recelved by a
comuitiec shall be deposited in a cheching account in the
appropriace campaipgn dr:o irory, by the treasurer of the
committee or his er her ageic, within 10 days of the treasurer's
veceint thercol,

Our cxamination of the Committee's contribution records
revealed that a total of $19, 363, ?1 (ll 327 of total contributions)
was not deposited within 10 d¢"5 as required.

Our review consisted of examination of the dates on
copics of contributor checiis and deposit tickets attached thercto.
Althouch we allowed entra time for the late receipt of these
contrizutions due to mail and/or otaey pessible delays, we still
found that these deposits were untimely.

ﬁur"fﬁ our examination we mnoted in particular two (2)

transactions in which the contributions were not deposited for
3% co 7 wonths,

]

(1) On June 238, 19?5 the Committee rQCL‘ved an
600 contribution, of which ’O was not denesited until
Januare 25, 1976, We were le to determine if LLJE con-
tribution was received in the j:'or!.. of a checl, money order

or’ cash.

(2) On October 1&, 1975, the Committce received
$3, 525 [rom o fundraizer of which $;,u:U in cheocks wons deposited
on Bovember 6, 1975; 53CQ0 in ¢cash was doposiced on January 25,
1976; 5623 in cash was deposited on ﬁp:l] 13, 1 FG and $‘971
lomaai nla

1 (see Findine € for further ex nation).

il Gk i e s - — S S  n mn
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We digcussed these two (2) transactions with the
treasurey of the Committee, and he stated that these monics
were kept in his deslk drower durving this time period. lle was
unable to offer any other explanation as to why these monies
were held for such a long period of time prior to being
deposited.

We informed the creasurer of his duties under the
Act to deposit all contributions in a timely manner. He assured
us that he would comply in the future

Recommendation

Ve recommend that the Conmittee provide a written enplanation
disclosing all details surrounding the late deposit of contri-

E bucions, particularly the two (2) transactions noted above. Ve
further recommend that the Committee determine the form of che
- $600 contribution by contacting the contributor and providing
supporting documaontation. The written explanation and the
{ - supporting documentaticn must be provided within 30 days of
1 receipt of this lecter,
e
o E. Itemization of I¥ndividual Contributions
" Section 434(BY(2) of Title 2, United States Code,
requires a committee to disclose the full nane, mailing address,
e and the cecupation and the principal place of business, if any,
—_ of cach person who has made oune or more contributions within the
o calendar vear in an argregate anount in excess of $100, together
= with the amount and date of such contributions.
| = Our examination of the Committee's contribution recard:
! revealed that € Committree di: wize 24 contribucions
& CIb. 7% of iceondizsanlc ;cu::ibu;ﬁ.: o 51,630 (4.4% of
M Lthe dollar value of iteniziabnle ns), of §100 or less

from 13 contributors whose aggy uszu CGHETihuLiﬂPF excecded $100.
The Eo”m.tth was waable vo provide a reason for the omission of
6]

! .
these contributions Zvoil the rcpov bk

j The exomination ul so revealed that five (5) additional

3 contributions (3 5% of itcemizable contributions) from five (35)

i centributors, toraling $1, U- (3.5% of the dollar value of
itemizable LonL.lnxtiun;} cach it exeesy of 5100 were not

itemized.  Apain, the Coumittee was unable to provide a reason
for the omission of these contributions from the report.

T R ————————__ LR e S R L
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He recommended to the Conmittece that they [ile
comproehens ive amendments for the awdit period to jncelude the
required intoraation, Un January 10, 1973, the Commission
received the Committee's amended reports

Recomnondation

Since the Committee has amewnded their reportn to disclose
this information, no additional action is receoumended.,

F. Itemization of Transfers Receive r¢]

Scction 434(bY(A) of Title 2, United States Code,
requires a committee to disclose the name and address of all
political committees frem whieh transiers are received,
togethier wich the amounts and dates of the transfers,

Our exomination revenled that the Committee did not
itemize 39 transfers (23.5% of all transfers) from 23 nolitical
action comunittees totaling 33,290 (5.0% of the dollar wvalue of
all tran: ;ft".s} Wieh the excencion of two (2) eransfers from
tvwo (2) nolitieal orni totalins S400, all ctransfers
were 5100 or less, . the Com ':"LC' explained that,
due teo a misuanderstanding of tha statutory recuirements, the
Committes only itemized conryributions frem political committees
which in the aggrejave exceeded $100.

ve recomrended to the Committee th
ents Zor the audit perioc

com """_f"i 101G ive aIme '|'|-"___ d Lo inc c the
required information. On January lo, 1978, the Commission
received the Committee's amended reporcs

ek ond: Eion

Since the Cemmittee has amended their reports to disclose

-
i
L:J'i" :n.‘.ﬂ...-,..;.,11 o 'l'.- i1+1an~1 action i = 1*,.1--__--1‘-..15-.&
i I R LT TR noD Sdadicldbinal 4 Lti1on 1s L e i i e I -

G. Retention onf Sunneytine Documentation
for rupenditures -
Sut::Lm A32(3) of Title 2, United States Code, provides
that it shall u the duty of the treasurer to obrain 1mI keep a
receiptod bill for every expeonditure m by or on behalf of

e WaTs

such ecomiitice in cxecus .n:' 100 in azount, and for any such
expomditeres in a lesser amounc, if the annresate awourt of
such expenditures Lo the sowme person during a calendar vear
cxecods 5100,

R —— . W re mmrd BTN N e et WSS S g
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Section 102, 2¢¢) () of Title 11, Code of Federal
Repulation: provides thar when a receipted bill s not
avoilable, the crceasurcer may Lkeep the cancelled cheel and
bill, invoice or ovther contemporancous memorandum,

The Committee wade at least 163 expenditures for

vhich it was required to waintain supportine documentation.
That total included 27 expendicures votaling $10,479.63 (16.0%
of total items: requirins such documentation and 6.3%, of the
total dollar value of such itoms) for which the Conmictee had
not kept a receiptaed bill, inveice or other contemporancous
memoranda as requived.,  Howewver, with the exeception of two (2)
expenditures totaliny $1,136.5%2 (Finding C), the Conmittce
records did contain a cance!led eheek in support of each of
those wiponditures.

We rccommended to the Committee that they obtain
supporting documentation for the above stated exponditures and
provide copics of them to the Commission.

. Commiittee officials have since obtained the required
U documentation in suprort oi 4 of the 27 items noted as in-
- adequately supported As a resule, 23 cotmittee expenditures
totaling 93,717.47 remasin inadegquatcly supported

Recommendation

- ———— P Sy it il

We recommend that the Committee further attempt to obtain
the sunporiing documontation for the 23 expenditures and provide
copivs of them or documentation of the attenpts to obtain them to
the Audit staff wichin 20 days from receipt of this letter.

] D9 6h

o H aonditures Avrreocating
s - il Lalehliuli?r 031
i ~ cetion S34()YMM) and (10) of Tisle 2, United States
Code, ret 5 t the Cor tee disclose the identification of
each per: L curencitures in an agsrecate arsount in gxcess
of $100 been miade during a calendar vear, together with the
I amount, and purpose ol cach such expenditure

Our exomination of the Conmittee's expenditures records
|-|I

revealed th: rvmictee failed o itemize 15 exmpenditures

votaling 53,743.53, (2.2 of the total itewirzable items and 2.65

of the total dollary wvalue of such items) made to eleven individuals
{ that were cach in excess of, or apgrepated in exceses of, ¥100,

The Counsmtitree was unaivle Lo provide a reason for tiwe owission ol
L

Lhie rhfuud;[nrhﬂ irow the Uupare,

S g . < X e e T .
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d¢ recommended to the Committee that they file
comprehensive amendmentys for the audit pevioed to include
the vequired information, On January 16, 1973, the Com-
mission reccived the Committee's amended reports,

Recormendation

L
information, no additional action is recommended.

this

iince the Committec has amended their reports to discloge
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

125 K STREET NW
WASHING 1O DC 20461

Jaruary 25, 1973

MEMORANDUM

TO: BILL OLDAKER 6er

THROUGH : ORLANDO B. POTTERQ' '

FROM : ﬂEyK:*%OB COSTA/TOM HASELHDRSTGEFiLH
SUBJECT : AUDIT FINDINGS OF THE HOLLAND FOR

CONGRESS COMMITTEE

Attached are the audit findings of the llolland for Congress
Committee audit. Due to the apparent overall lack of compliance,
we recommend that these findings be made a Matter Under Review
by vour office.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
call Tom Haselhorst or Greg MMacaulay at 3-41533.



Audit Tindings and Recommendations

A, Corporate Contributions

Section 441lb(a) of Title &, United States Code, states
that it 1s unlawful for anv nolitical committee knowingly to
accept or reccive any contribution from any corporation.

Section 103.3(b) of Title 11, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, requires that contributions which appear to be illegal
shall be, within 10 days - (1) returned to the contributor; or
(2) deposited into the campaign depository, and reported, in
which case the treasurer shall make and retain a written record
noting the basis for the appcarance of illegality. The treasurer
shall make his or her best efforts to determine the legality of
the contribution. Refunds shall be made when a contribution
cannot be determined to be legal within a reasonable time, and
the treasurer shall so note bv amending the current report or
noting the change on the candidate's or committee's next required
repore.

Our examination of the Committee's contribution records
revealed that the Committee rececived 10 contributions from 16
corporations totaling 51,3953. Four (4) of the contributions
totaling $950 were each in excess of $100. There appeared to
be no special procedures in use by the Committee to determine
if companies or businesses, which sent contributions drawn on
their accounts, were incorporated. Subsequent to the audit, the
treasurer sent inquiries to each companv which has made a coatri-
bution on a company cneck. Positive replies verifving corporace
status were received from six (&) companies. The Audit staff
verified the remaining ten corporate contriburions through an

inquiry witn the South Carolina Secretarv of State.

e discussed the retention of corporate contributions
with the Treasurer and e could offer no explanation regarding
this matter. He stated that he was unaware that the Committee
had accepted corporate contributions other than one which was
promptly returned. iHe stated the Commitree would be more care-
ful in the future and agreed to return all corporate contributions.

The Committee has sent the Commission copies of six

(6) checks, totaling %395, representing the return of contri-
butions to six (6) of the corporations involved.

e e e | B
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Recommendation

We recommend that the Committee return the remaining,
$1,000 o the 10 cerporate contributors and that the
Committee provide satisfactorv documentation, such as can-
celled checks, to the Commission for all of the corporate
contributions (list attached), within 30 days from receipt
of this letter.

B. Receipts and Expenditures wot Peportod

Section 434(b)(3) of Title 2, United States Code,
requires a committee to disclose the total sum of all receipts
made by or for such committce during the reporting pc110d
Section 434(b)(11l) of Title 2, United States Code, requires
a committee to Jdisclose the total sum of expenditures made by
such committee during the calendar vear.

Qur exanmination of the Committee's records of
contributions and expenditures revealed that the Committee
understated their receipts and expenditures bv $2,190.49 as
a result of not reporting certain transactions,

We were able to ”eccfm*ne that the understatement
in receipts resulted from unreported contributions totaling
52,830, qg (including 51.2??,61 frem fundraising events,
Flndlug C), less the incorrect reporting of bank adjustments
and the return of unpaic contributoer checks totaling 3640.

The understatement of expenditures resulted from

unreported exnenditures totaling $3,195.63 {including 51, ’QQ,El

from fundraising events, Finding C), less an overstatement of
expenditures totaiing $1,000.14, url-h the Cormictee reported

in an attempt to correct its receipis and expenditures Lo agree

with the correct ending cash balance.

We recommended to the Commi:itee that they file
comprehensive amendments for the audit period to include the
required information. On January 16, 1975, the Commission
received the Committee's amended reports,

Since the Committee has amended their reports to discleose
this information, no addivional action is recommended,
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c. Fundraising Activities

Scetion 434(b)(6), (8), (9), (10) and (1ll1l) of Title 2,
United States Code, requires a committee to report: the total sum
of all receipts made by or for such committee durinpg the reporting
period; the total amount of proceeds from the sale of tickets to
and mass collections at each dinner, luncheon, rallv and other
fundraising events; the identification of each person to whom
expenditures have been made by such committee within the calendar
year in an apprerate amount in excess of $100, includins the
amount, datc and purposc of cach such expenditure; and, the total
sum of expenditures made by such committee during the calendar
year.

Section 437b(a)(l) of Title 2, United States Code,
requires a committee to deposit all contributions received by
the committee in its designated campaign depository and that no
expenditure in excess of 5100 to any person in connection with
a single purchase or transaction may be made by such committee
except by check drawn on its designated campaign depository.

Qur examination of the Committee's records of fund-
raising events revealed that:

1. The Committee did not deposit $2,728.01 received
from four (4) fundraisers from a total of $36,971.79 (7.33%)
received from all fundraising events during the pericd of the
audit, Of this amount, §1,336.01 (including four (&) contributor
checks totaling 5475 which were cashed) was used to pay cxpenses
§t these events, while 3892 was used to pay the Candidate's filing
ee.

2, The Committee did not report the receipt or
expenditure of $1,499.61 of the amount not deposited.

3. $2,115.37 (including $923.37 not reported) of
the funds not deposited by the Committee was used to make five
(5) cash expenditures, each in excess of $100 and each involving
a single purchase or transaction.

We recommended to the Committee that they file a
comprehensive amendment to properly disclose the §51,499.61 in
unrcported receipts and expenditures., On January 16, 1978, the
Commnission received the Committee's amended reports.

b g ¢ — e oy B S
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Kecommendation

We recommend that the Committee provide a written
explanation disclosing all details surrounding the un-
deposited contributions and the cash expenditures in
excess ol 5100 within 30 days ol receipt of this letter.

D. Timely Depositinpg of Contributions

Section 103.3(a) of Title 11, Code of Federal
gulations, requires that all contributions received by a
committee shall be dcpoaicnd in a checking account in the
appropriate campaign depository, by the treasurer of the
conmittec or his or her agent, within 10 days of the treasurer's
receipt thereof.

Our examination of the Committee's contribution records
revealed thar a total of $19,383.71 (11.82% of total contributions)
was not deposited within 10 days as required.

Qur review consisted of examination of the dates on
copies of contributor checiks and deposit tickets attached thereto.
Although we allowed extra time for the late receipt of these
contributions due to mail and/or other possible delays, we still
found that these deposits were untimely.

During our examinaticn we noted in particular two (2)
transactions in which the contributions were not deposited for
3% to 7 months.

o

(1) On June 28, 1975, the Committee received an
5600 contribution, of whien 5300 was not devosited until

January 25, 1876. We were unable to determine if this con-
tributlon was received in the form of a caech monev order
or cash.

(2) On October 14, 1975, the Committee received
53,525 from a fundraiser of which 51,650 in checks was deposited
on hovember O, 1975; $3C0 in cash was deposited on January 28,
1976; 56583 in cash was d*}ﬂ”lteﬂ on Avril 13, 1976 and $892 was
never deposited (see Finding C for further e~planatlor)
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We discussed these two (2) transactions with the
treasurer of the Committee, and he stated that these monies
were kept in his desk drawer during this time period. He was
unable to offer any other explanation as to why these monies
were held for such a long period of time prior to being
deposited.

We informed the treasurer of his duties under the
Act to deposit all contributions in a timely manner. He assured
us that he would comply in the future.

Recommendation

We recommend that the Committee provide a written explanation
disclosing all details surrounding the late deposit of contri-
butions, particularly the two (2) transactions noted above. We
further recommend that the Committee determine the form of the
$600 contribution by contacting the contributor and providing
supporting documentation, The written explanation and the
supporting documentation must be provided within 30 days of
receipt of this letter.

E. Itemization of Individual Contributions

Section 434(b)(2) of Title 2, United States Code,
requires a committee to disclose the full name, mailing address,
and the occupation and the principal place of business, if anv,
of each person who has made one or more contributions within the
calendar year in an aggregate amount in excess of $100, together
with the amount and date of such contributions,

Our examination of the Committee's contritution records
revealed that the Committee did not itemize 24 contributions,
(16.7% of itemizable contributions) totaling $1,630 (4.4% of
the dollar wvalue of itemizable contributions), of 5100 or less
from 15 contributors whose aggregate contributions exceeded $100.
The Committee was unable to provide a reason for the omission of
these contributions from the reports.

The examination also revealed that five (5) additiornal
contributions (3.5% of itemizable contributions) from five (5)
contributors, totaling $1,300 (3.5% of the dollar value of
itemizable contributions), each in excess of $100 were not
itemized. Apain, the Conmittee was unable to provide a reason
for the omission of these contributions from the report.

am —— i R e A o T R R § s s =
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We rccommended to the Committec that they file
comprchensive amendments for the audit period to include the
required information. On January 16, 1973, the Commission
rececived the Committee's amended reports.

Rcccmmenﬂgtiuq

Since the Committec has amended their reports to disclose
this information, no additional action is recommended.

¥ Itemization of Transfers Received

Section 434(b)(4) of Tictle 2, United States Code,
requires a committee to disclose the name and address of all
political committees from which transfers are received,
together with the amounts and dates of the transfers.

Our examination revealed that the Commitree did not

itemize 39 trunaicrv {”3 5% of all transfers) from 23 political
action committees aling 33,330 (5.0% of the dollar value of
all transiers). n:i'._." the excepntion of two (2) transfers from

two (2) political action committees totaling 5400, all transfers
were 5100 or less The treasurer of the Committee explained that,

due to a misuncerstanding of e statutory requirements, the
Committee onlv itemized contributions ifrom political committees
which in the aggregate exceeded 5100,

We recommended to the Cormittee that they file
Comrrohc““l e amendments for the audit period teo include the
required information. On Januarv 16, 1978, the Commission
reccived the Committee's amended reports.

Recomuendation

Since the Committee has amended their reports to disclose
this informaticn, no additional action is recommended.
G. ﬂC'CHleH_rﬁ Supporting Documentation

ror I_J_‘L,;'Il...l L -.'l I._‘;

Scetion 432(d) of Title 2, United States Code, provides
that it shall be the duty cf the treasurer to obtain and keep a
receipted bill for every expenditure made by or on behalf of
such committee in excess of $100 in amount, and for any such
expenditures in a lesser amount, if the agsresate awount of
such expenditures to the same person during a calendar vear
exceeds 100,
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Scetion 102,9(c) () of Title 11, Code of Federal
Regulations provides that when a reeceipted bill is not
available, the treasurcr may keep the cancelled check and
bill, invoice or other contemporancous memorandum,

The Committee made at leasv 163 expenditures for
which it was required to maintain supporting documentation.
That total included 27 expenditures totaling $10,479.63 (16.6%
of total items requiring such documentarion and 6.3% of the
total dollar valuc of such items) for which the Committee had
not kept a receipted bill, invoicc or other contemporancous
memoranda as required. However, with the exception of two (2)
expenditures totaling 31.136.52 (Finding C), the Committoe
records did contain a cancelled check in support of each of
those expenditures.

We recommended to the Conmittee that they obtain
supporting documentation for the above stated expenditures and
provide copies of them to the Commission.

Committee officials have since obtained the required
documentation in support of 4 of the 27 items noted as in-
adequately supported. As a result, 23] committee expenditures
totaling 53,717.47 remain inadequatelv supported.

Recommendation

We recor Juru that the Committee further attempt to obtain
the supporting i ; the 23 expenditures and prﬂVldL
mpu.L of them n of the attempts to obtain them to
the Auditc staf from receipt of this letter.

H. Itemization of LExrendictu

""I'f"'."] L ‘11’-"
T oo  EF T K . = A
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Section 434(b)(9) and (10) of Title 2, United States
Code, requires that the Comnmittee disclose the identification of
each person to whom expenditures in an aggrefate amount in excess
of $100 have been made during a calendar kcnr, together with the
amount, date, and purpose of “each such expendi iture.

Our examination of the Committee's Lv'erdlhgreq records
revealed that the Committee failed to itemize 15 expenditures
totaling $3,743.53, (9.2%. of the total l:QFlnﬂJLL items and 2.6%
of th otal dollar valuc of such items) made to eleven individuals
that werc each in excess of, or azerepated in excese of, $100.

Tive Commitvee was unable to provide a reason for the omission of
the expenditaves from the report,




We rccommended to the Committee that they file
comprehensive amendments for the audit period to include
the required information. On January 16, 1978, the Com-
mission veceived the Committee's amended rcports.

Recommendation j
]
[

Since the Committee has amended their reports to disclose
this information, no additional action is rccommended.

7
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List of Corporate Contributions to be Keturned

Dixie Chemical & Supply Co.
Strickland, Short & Keels - P.A.
Strickland, Short & Keels - PLA.
Shillinglaw's Clean Up and Body Shop
Small Engine Service

Columbia Burlap Bag Co.

Murray Realty & Construction Co.
Britton's

Edisteo Co.

Star Amusement Co.

Berkeley Land Corp.

Total

250.
.00

250

$1,000.

.00
100.
10.
20.
10.
23,
5.
200.
100.

00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00

00
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WiILLIAM C WEELS

June 14, 1978

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W. _
wWashington, D. C., 20463

Attention: Mrs. Anne A. Weissenborn
Re: MUR 527(78)
IRE

Dear Mrs. Welssenborn:

o I am writing in response to your letter of June
1, 1978. 1 was very surprised to receive your letter
in which you indicated that our professional association
may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of
19?1 by making contributions to the Holland in Congress
- Committee. I knew that I had made personal contributions
to Ken Holland's campaign but I was not aware of any
contributions that were made by our professional assoc-
iation, therefore, 1 irmediately contacted Mr. James D.
r Green, Treasurer of the Holland in Congress Committee.

After discussing this matter with Mr. Green 1
believe that I can explain these discrepancies. Mr. Green
advises that my name and address is listed on his records
- as follows: Strickland, Short & Keels, P. A., P. 0. Box

547, Chester, South Carolina, 29706, Paul E. Short, Jr.
Evidently when I made a personal cash contribution of One
Hundred and no/100 (5100.00) Dollars to Ken Holland or his
representative in October, 1976, these funds were turned
over to Mr. Green and I was given credit for this con-
tribution on his records vhich have my name listed with
my professional association's address. Mr. Green's
records indicate that this was a cash contribution py me
and the discrepancy arose wvhen the contribution was credited
to me and my address on his records being listed as
Strickland, Short & Keels, P. A., P. 0. Box 547, Chester,
South Carolina,

Mr. Green advises that the other discrepancy exists
in a Ten and no/100 ($10.00) Dollar check which he received
from our professional association sometime in October, 1975.
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Page 2
June 14, 1978
Federal Election Commission

After checking my records I do not find a check written

to the Holland in Congress Committee, however, I found

a check made payable to Mr, Ralph Garris in the amount

of Ten and no/100 ($10.00) Dollars. In October, 1975,

I was contacted by Mr. Ralph Garris a [riend of Repre-
sentative Holland and asked whether or not I would like

to attend an appreciation reception {or Representative
Holland in Rock Hill, South Carolina at the Rematta

Inn. I indicated that my wife and I would like to attend
and that if he would drop by my office I would be glad

to purchase a ticket for Ten and no/100 (510.00) Dollars.
Evidently Mr. Carris came to my office sometime later
while I was out and my secretary wrote Mr. Garris a check
made payable to him in the sum of Ten and no /100 (510.00)
Dollars for my ticket. Subsequently my wife and I attended
the appreciation dimmer for Congressman Holland., 1 did
not give any more thought to this matter until I received
your letter of June 1, 1978, and T discussed it with Mr.
Green . It appears that my professional association check
for Ten and no/100 {310.0&3 Dollars made pavable to Mr.
Garris was deposited to the Helland for Congress Committee.

If you have any further guestions concerning this
: .

matter I will be glad to discuss this matter with you
at any time., I am leaving for Florida on Saturday, June
7 and will return to my office on June 26, 1978.

Thanking you for your cooperation and consideration
in this matter, I remaln

Foms 1 5= i P =L b oy »
Yours very truly,

STRICKLAND, SHORT & KEELS, P. A,

18
i

PR Jric ]y
cet: Mr. James 3. Green
F. 0. Box BG:Z

Camden, South Carolina,




STRICKLAND, SHORT & KEELS, P.A
Attorneys At Law
P. O. Box %547
Chester, 5. C. 19706

Federal Election Commission -
1325 K Street, N, | A A
Washington, O# ;
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FEDERAL [LECTION COMMISSION

TUAS K STR| T W
AN 1O 110, Mdba

September 15, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECLEIPT ﬁEGUEETED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.0. Box 1Bz

Camden, South Carolina 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Green:

Enclosed please find a copy of the signed
conciliation agreement entered into by the
Holland in Congress Committee and the Federal
Election Commission. Also enclosed is a COpY of
the certifi.cation of the Commission's acceptance
of the agreement.

The file in this matter iz now closed.

SI;ce ly,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISHION 1

In the Matter of
of o o] 1 F‘.'! ||.'~"'

)
) i1 e |
) MUR ‘525(78)

The Holland in Congress Committee

0ncan
CONCILIATION AGREEMENT 158 i‘_;/

This matter having been instituted by the Commission in the
ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
and, after an investigation, the Commission having found
reascnable cause to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
(hereinafter "the Respondent") has violated 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1)
and 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a):

WHEREFCORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly entered
into conciliation as provided for in 2 U.S5.C. § 437(a)(5) do
hereby agres as fellows:

I. The Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction over

i

T
J
m
b |
m
i

pondent and the subject matter in this case.
I1. The Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.
IT1. Respondent enters into this agreement with the Commission
voluntarily.
IV. The pertinent facts are as follows:

$2728.01 in contributions

(#H

A. The Committee receivec
derived from four fund-raising events which was never deposited
in a designated campaign depository.

B. This undeposited §2728.0]1 was used to make cash

expenditures which included the payment of costs of these fund-




.

raising events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee.

C. Five of the cash expenditures made with the
$2728.01 in undeposited contributions, including the $892 used
for the Candidate's filing fee, were in excess of $100.

D. In two instances the Committee received contributions
which were not deposited into a campaign depository until after
three to seven months had elapsed.

E. The first instance of delaved deposit of contribu-
tions involved an $800 check dated June 27, 1975, which was made

pavable to cash and received personally by the Candidate. Only

~b $500 in cash was delivered to the Committee in July, 1975. The
Committee received possession of the remaining $300 in cash in
~ January, 1976, and immediately deposited that sum.

F. The second instance of delayed deposit involved
$3,525 in contributions received by the Committee as the result
of a fund-raising event held on October 14, 1975. ©Of this amount

51,650 in checks was deposited on November 6, 1975, $300 in cash

- was deposited on January 28, 1976, %681 in cash was deposited on
April 13, 1976, and 5892 was never deposited. The cash involved
was not delivered to the headguarters of the Committee until
probably January, 1976. The portion of the cash not deposited
at that time was placed in a file with the contributions list for
1975 where it remained until April of that year.

G. The Committee accepted contributions from eight

incorporated entities.




WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

A. That Respondent failed to deposit into a designated
campaign depository $2728.01 in contributions derived from four
fund-raising events.

B. That failure to deposit all contributions inteo a designated
campaiaqn depository constitutes a violation 2 U.S.C. § 437b{a)(l).

C. That Respondent made five cash expenditures in excess of
$100, including payment of the candidate's filing fee.

D. That failure tco make all committee expenditures by means

of checks drawn on a campaign depository constitutes a violation
of 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a)(l).

E. That Respondent did not deposit contributions totaling
$1283 for perieds ranging from three to seven months after receipt.
F. That failure to deposit all contributions within a
reasonable time constitutes a violation of 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1) .

G. That Respondent accepted contributions from eight
incorporated entities.

H. That acceptance of centributisns from incorporated
entities constitutes violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 44lb(a).

I. That Respondent will now, and in the future, comply in
all respects with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended.




V. General Conditions

ln-r

The Commission, on reguest of anyone filing a

complaint under 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(l), concerning the matters

at issue herein,

with this Agreement.
hgreement Or any
institute a civil action
District Court

B L]

or on its own motion,
If the
regquirement therecof has been violated,

for relief

It is further agreed

may review compliance

Commission believes that this
it may

in the United States

of the District of Columbia.

that this Conciliation Agree-

U.S5.C. § 437gla) (5) (A),
shall constitute a
Commission with regard to
at this Agreement will

all parties hereto have executed

0 ment is entered into in accordance with 2
Fi and that this Agrecment, unless violated,
ﬁ:ﬂ complete bar to any further action by the
’;- the matter set forth in this Agreement.

C. 1t is mutually agreed th
become effective on the date that
the same and the Commission has approved

-
DAt 7
e Y

aLs

the entire Agreement.

FEDERAL ECTION COMMISSION
William C. Qrdaker

General Counsel
Election

i
Federal

Commission

""'::3.":'. e o ] L 7
James D,
Treasurer
Helland in

Green

Congress



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 525 (78)
Holland in Congress Committee

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on September 13,

1978, the Commission determined by a vote of 5-0 to adopt
the recommendation of the General Counsel to take the
L]

. following actions in the above-captioned matter:

1. Give final approval to the conciliation

agreement. attached to the General Counsel's
Report dated September 5 1978, which has
v been signed by the Committee.

& 2, Send the letter attached to the General

r Counsel s Report dated September 5, 1978,
together with a copy of the conciliation

& agreement signed by the General Counsel,

o to the Committee.

. 3. Close the file in this matter.

e

Vaotinag for these determinations were Commissioners

7

Harris, Springer. Staebler, Thomson, and Tiernan.

/ : . } JKZT
.jrzf;/ > 2 _)Zi.mym_?é»; Comrstsats
Date \/ "“arjorie W. Fmmons

Secretary to the Commission

Report signed:

Received in Office of Commission Secretary:
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis:

9-8 -78
9-8-78, 5:05
9--11-78 4:00




September 8, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: Marge Emmons
Elissa T. Garr
MUR 525

Please have teh attached General Caunlcl'l‘!!pnrt
on MUR 525 distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour
tally basis.

Thank you.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 5, 1978

In the Matter of

Holland for Congress Committee MUR 525(78)

T S

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

On August 14, 1978, the Commission found reasonable cause to
believe that the Holland in Congress Committee ("the Committee™)
violated 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a)(l}) and 2 U.5.C. § 441lbla). A proposed
conciliation agreement was sent to the Committee on August 17; this
agreement included in its provisions a civil penalty of $200.

The proposed conciliation agreement has now been signed by the
Committee's treasurer and returned to this Office, together with a
check for 5200.

RECOMMENDATION

1. Give final approval to the attached conciliation agreement

which has been signed by the Committee.

2. Send attached letter, together with a copy of the
~ conciliation agreement signed by the General Counsel, to the
Committee.

3. Close the file in this matter.

%//8 s AL kot

Date / / William C.- 0Oldaker
'] General Counsel

Packet Contains:

1. Conciliation Agreement

2. Letter

1. Certification
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION (i . [l
I ¥

L]
In the Matter of

)
) O SEE_ 1 R LI
The Holland in Congress Ccmmittee ) MUR 515??3? ! 3

n-c L
CONCILIATION AGREEMENT 3358 -Iq

This matter having been instituted by the Commission in the
ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
and, after an investigation, the Commission having found

reasonable cause to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee

{hereinafter "the Respondent”) has violated 2 U.5.C. § 437b({a) (1)

g
Yy and 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a):
h . 1

WHEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly entcred
c

into conciliation as provided for in 2 U.5.C. § 437(a)(5) do

-
r hereby agree as follows:

I. The Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction over
« the Respondent and the subject matter in this case.

II. The Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
-

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

ITI. Respondent enters into this agreement with the Commission

IV. The pertinent facts are as follows:

A. The Committee received $2728.01 in contributions
derived from four fund-raising events which was never deposited
in a designated campaign depository.

B. This undeposited $2728.0]1 was used to make cash

expenditures which included the payment of costs of these fund-




-

raising_gvents and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee.

’ C. Five of the cash expenditures made with the
$2728.01 in undeposited contributions, including the $892 used
for the Candidate's filing fee, were in excess of $5100.

D. In two instances the Committee received contributions
which were not deposited into a campaign depository until after
three to seven months had elapsed.

E. The first instance of delayed deposit of contribu-
tions involved an $800 check dated June 27, 1975, which was made
payable to cash and received personally by the Candidate. Only
5500 in cash was delivered to the Committee in July, 1975. The
Committee received possession of the remaining $300 in cash in
January, 1976, and immediately deposited that sum.

F. Th 1id instand of delayed deposit involved
$3,525 in contributions iv by the Committee as the result
of a fund-raising event he n Octobe 15 Of this amount
$1,650 in checks w i : / 1975, $300 in cash
was deposited on January 1976, $6B3 in cash was deposited on
April 13, 1976, and 5892 was never deposited. The cash involved

not delivere he headguarters of the Committee until
portion of the cash not deposited
ile with the contributions list for

remained until April of that year.

G. The Committee accepted contributions from eight

icorporated entities.




£
WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:
-

A. . That Respondent failed to deposit into a designated
campaign depository $2728.01 in contributions derived from four
fund-raising events.

B. That failure to deposit all contributions into a designated
campaign depository constitutes a violation 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a)(1).

C. That Respondent made five cash expenditures in excess of

$100, including payment of the candidate's filing fee.

D. That failure to make all committee expenditures by means
of checks drawn on a campaign depository constitutes a violation
of 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1]).

E. That Respondent did not deposit contributions totaling
$1283 for pericds ranging from three to seven months after receipt.

F. That failure to deposit all contributions within a
reasonable time constitutes a violation eof 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a) (1).

G. That Respondent accepted contributicns from eight
incorporated entities.

H. That acceptance of contributions from incorporated
entities constitutes violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44lb(a).

I. That Respondent will now, and in the future, comply in
all respects with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

J. That Respondent will pay a civil penalty of 3200.00

"
re
T

Y
J
i
-
)]
-
]

"5 |
=

i7gla) (5} (B) .
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V. fGeneral Conditions

AR. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a
complaint under 2 U.S.C. § 437g({a})(l), concerning the matters
at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance
with this Agreement. If the Commission believes that this
Agreement or any requirement thereof has been violated, it may
institute a civil action for relief in the United States
District Court of the District of Columbia.

B. It is further agreed that this Conciliation Agree-
ment is entered into in accordance with 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (5) (A),
and that this Agreement, unless wviolated, shall constitute a
complete bar to any further action by the Commission with regard to
the matter set forth in this Agreement.

€. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement will
become effective on the date that all parties hereto have executed

the same and the Commission has approved the entire Agreement.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

o
T~
Date o William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Elerction Commission

T ﬁ 4 Lt :
thigvﬂfiiJ_ Sk O -
Date James D GCreen
Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee




SouthCarolina National Bank
Camden, South Carolina
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

15 K SIREE [ N W
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.0O. Box 182

Camden, South Carolina 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Green:

Enclosed please find a copy of the signed
conciliation agreement entered into by the
Holland in Congress Committee and the Federal
Election Commission., Also encleosed is a copy of
the certification of the Commission's acceptance
of the agreement.

in this matter is now closed.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
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CARSWELL, GREEN & CANTEY

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTAMTS
Poar QFrice Box BE2
CAMOEN BOLUTH CAROLINA 29020

Ms. Anne A. Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
]325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D, C, 20463




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STREET NW
WASHINC TON. [D.C. 20461
August 16, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Arnold M. Levinson, President
Brittons

1337 Main Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Re: MUR 525(78B)
Dear Mr. Levinson:

The Federal Election Commission has found no
reasonable cause to believe that Brittons has
violated 2 U.5.C. § 44lb(a) in view of your explana-
tion that the contribution of $200 made to the
Holland in Congress Committee by means of a check
drawn on a Brittons account was charged to your
personal drawing account which constitutes part of
your salary. The file in this matter is now closed.
A copy of this letter will be included in the
public disclosure file of the Holland in Congress
Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
guestions, please contact Anne A. Welssenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-40139.

Sinceraly,,

William ¢. Oldaker
General Counsel

Lol oY

cC: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
WASHING TON . D.C. 20461

August 16, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.0O. Box 182

Camden, SC 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Green:

This letter is teo inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reasonable cause to
believe that the Holland in Congress Committee has
violated 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a)(l) and 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a).

Having made these determinations the Commission
is under a duty to made every endeavor for a period
of not less then thirty (30) days to correct these
vioplations by informal methods of conference, concilia-
tion, and persuasion and to enter into a conciliation
agreement., 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(5)(A). If we are unable
to reach agreement during that pericd, the Commission
may, upon a finding of probable cause to believe
violations have occurred, institute civil suit. 2
o U.5.C. § 437gla) (5)(B).

Enclosed please find a conciliation agreement
which the Commission is prepared to recommend to the
Commission in settlement of the Committee's violations
of 2 U.§5.C. § 437b(a){1l) and 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a). 1If
you agree with the provisions of this agreement, please
sign it and return it to the Commission within ten days
of your receipt of this letter. If you have any questions,
please contact Anne A. Weissgnborn, the attorney assigned
to this matter, at (202) 523-4Q39,

~

7/

L)

=~

William.c. QOldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
WASHINGTON, DUC, 20463

August 16, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Paul E. Short, Jr.
Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A.
P.0O. Box 547

Chester, SC 29706

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Short:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to take
no further action with regard to the apparent violation
of 2 U.5.C. § 44lb(a) by Strickland, Short and Keels,
P.A., in view of your explanation that $100.00 of the
$110 contribution allegedly made by your professional
association to the Holland in Congress Committee con-
sisted of a personal cash contribution from yourself, and
in view of the fact that the remaining $10.00 contribu-
tion made by means of a corporate account has been re-
funded by the Committee.

The file is now closed in this matter. A copy of

this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland in Congress Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any

guestions, please contact A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matte at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely, //
**“515:2 f'(yffx

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 Kk STREET MW
WASHING TON 100 206 4

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. C. A. Hanlon

Berkley Land Corporation
c/o R. D. Belk

1095 Broad Street
Sumter, SC 29150

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Mr. Hanlon:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to
take no further action with regard to the wiolation
of 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a) by the Berkley Land Corpora-
tion in view of the fact that the contribution made
to the Holland in Congress Committee by means of a
corporate account has been reimbursed by the Committee.

The file in this matter is now closed. A copy of
g letter will be included in the public disclosure
e of the Holland for Congress Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
guestions, please c Anne A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this ™watter, at (202) 523=4039.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

fl

Cd The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STREET NW.
WASHING TON,D.C. 20461

August 16, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Elton Duncan
Duncan 0il Company
1265 East White Street
rRock Hill, SC 29730

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Mr. Duncan:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to take
no further action with regard to the vioclation of 2 U.S.C,
§ 441b(a) by the Duncan 0il Company in view of the fact
that the contribution made to the Holland in Congress
Committee by means of a corporate account has been re-

imbursed by the Committee.

The file in this matter is now closed. A copy of
this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland in Congress Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
questions, please contact—Amge A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this mather, at (202) 523-4039.

e
William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland

ccs
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 525 (78)
Holland for Congress Committee )

et al )

CERTIFICATION

T,

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on August 15,

1978, the Commission approved by a vote of 4-0 the
General Counsel's recommendation to insert "$200.00"
as the amount of civil pen y in p ph "J" of
he prooosed conciliation agreement circulated to
the Commission on August 10, 1978 regarding the above-
captioned matter.

Commissioners Aikens and Tiernan were not present

at the time of the vote.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 8-11-78, 12:14
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 8-11-78, 1:30




August 11, 1978

Marge Emmons
FROM ¢ Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: ‘MUR 525

Please have the attached Memorandum distributsd to

the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.
Thank you.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

125 K STREET MW
WASHINGTON DC . 206G

August 11, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Williﬂmm
Ceneral . %

DATE: August 11, 1978

SUBJECT: MUR 525 - The Holland in Congress Committee
Supplemental General Counsel's
Report

In the proposed conciliation agreement circulated
to the Commission on August 10, 1978, paragraph "J"
did not include a recuommendation for a civil penalty.
The General Counsel's Office recommends that a $200.00
civil penalty be inserted in that paragraph.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELFCTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 525 (78)
Holland in Congress Committee,
et al

T T

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on Augqust 14,

1978, the Commission Adetermined by a vote of 4-0 to
adopt the recommendation of the General Counsel to take
the following actions in the above-captioned matter:

l, Find reasonable cause to believe that the
Holland in Congress Committee has violated
2 U.5.C. §437h({a)(l) and 2 U.S5.C. §44lbla).

2. Find no reasonable cause to believe that
Brittons has viclated 2 U.S5.C. §441b(a).

3. Take no further action with regard to
violations of 2 U.5.C. §441%h(a) by Berkeley
Land Corporation, Duncan 0il Company, and
Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A.

4. Send the letters and conciliation agreement
attached to the General Counsel's Report
dated August 8, 1978,

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, Staebler and Thomson
voted on *his matter.

ATTEST:

Date: P :

Marjorie W, Emmons
retary to the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 8-10-78, 10:22
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 8-10-78, 1:00




August 10, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: Margs Emmons
FROM : Eliasa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MOR 525

Please have the attached General Counsel's Report
on MUR 525 distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally
basis.

Thank you.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AUGUST 8, 1978
In the Matter cof
Holland for Congress Committee MUR 525(78)

et al

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

Summary of Allegations and Commission Action

During their examination of the records of the Holland for
Congress Committee, the auditors discovered that the Committee had
failed to deposit certain contributions in a designated campaign
account in wviolation of § 437b(a) (1), that the Committee had failed
to deposit certain other contributions within a reasonable time of
their receipt in violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 437b{a)({l), and that some
expenditures in excess of $100 had been made by means other than
checks drawn on a designated account, also in violation of 2 U.S§.C.
§ 437b(a) (1) and (b). The auditors also discovered evidence of
four apparent corporate contributions, placing the contributors and
the Committee in apparent violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 441lb(a).

On May 16, 1976, the Commission found reason to believe that
the above violations had occurred.

Evidence

On June 1, 1976, letters were sent to all respondents informing

of the Commission's findings. Legal analyses and recommendations

regard to each apparent violation follows:

1} Failure to deposit contributions into and to make expenditures

from a designated campaign depository

2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a) (1) reguires that all contributions received

committee be deposited in a designated checking account and that
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all expenditures made by a committee be made by checks drawn on such

accounts.

Here the auditors found that the Committee had failed to deposit

$2,728.01 received from four fund-raising events. Rather, the money

was used to make cash expenditures which included the payment of the
expenses of these fund-raisingevents and the payment of the Candidate's
filing fee. The Committee treasurer has explained that the cash
expenditures involving fund-raising events were made by volunteer

fund-raisers who persconally made the arrangements for the events

involved. The treasurer concedes the impropiety of these cash pay-
ments by the volunteers plus the cash payment of the Candidate's
filing fee. He points out that all such expenditures have now been
properly documented and reported, and states that proper control
have now been instituted to assure that such failure to use campaign
depositories will not reoccur. Also, the Committee had not reported
the receipt and expenditure of $1,499.61 of the above monies until
the auditors recommended that they do so on Janaury 16, 1978.

The Office of General Counsel recommends a finding of reason-
able cause to believe that the Committee viclated 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a)
by failing to deposit $2728.01 in contributions into a campaign
depository.

2) Failure to make timely deposits of contributions

Thne auditors found two instances in which contributions received
by the Committee were not deposited into campaign accounts after
three to seven months of receipt. The first instance involved an
SB00 check dated June 27, 1975, received from a union political action

committee. The check, was received by the Candidate who personally

executed a receipt for the full $800. According to the
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treasurer's letter, only $500.00 in cash was delivered to the
Committee in July, 1975, although the entire $800.00 was reported
because the Committee had been orally advised that that sum had been
received. The discrepancy was discovered in October, 1975, when
bank statements were being reconciled with the Committee's records.
The Committee received possession of the remaining $300 in January,
1976, and immediately deposited the money. No information has been
provided as to whom had possession prior to January or why the delay
occurred.

In the second instance of delayed deposits, the Committee, on
Octocber 14, 1975, received $3,525 from a fund-raising event held in
Fort Mill, South Carolina, of which $1,650 in checks was deposited
on November 6, 1975, $300 in cash was deposited on January 28, 1976,
5683 in cash was deposited on April 13, 1976, and 5892 was never
deposited but used instead to pay the Candidate's filing fee. The
Committee treasurer has explained that the checks received at the
fund-raising event were mailed to him; however, the cash received
was later hand-delivered, probably in January although he has been
unable to determine the exact date. He states,

Apparently $300.00 of the cash was deposited in
January of 1976, with the balance of the funds
placed in the regular file along with the
contributions list of 1975 since they pertained to
activities for that year. Since a new file was
stated for 1976 the fact that the money was not
deposited was not discovered until the bank

statements were reconciled in preparation of the
April 10 report.

e e
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Present Commission regulations as set forth in 11 C.F.R. §
103.3 concerning the timing of deposits were not in effect in 1975

and early 1976.

It may be assumed, however, that 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a)

requires the deposit of contributions within a reasonable time of

their receipt. Here delays of from three to seven months occurred

between the date of receipt and the date of deposit. The Office of
General Counsel finds these delays unreasonably long and therefore
recommends a finding of reasonable cause to believe that the
Committee violated 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a).

J) Failure to make all expenditures in excess of 5100 by

means of checks drawn on campaign depositories

2 U.5.C. § 437b(al (1) and (b) require that all committee
expenditures in excess of $100 be made by means of checks drawn on
a designated campaign depository.

Here, the auditors found that five cash expenditures totaling
§2,115.07 with monies derived from four fund raising events were
in excess of $100. These payments included the $892 used to pay
the Candidate's filing fee plus four payments for expenditures incurred
in holding the fund-raising events. The Committee states that the
latter payments were made by volunteers, while the payment for the
filing fee "admittedly should not have been made by cash but in the
rush of the work lcad in our office due to the April 15 filing dead-
line was inadvertently done.”

The Office of General Counsel recommends a finding of reasonable
cause to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1)
and (b) by making or permitting to be made cash expenditures in excess

of $100.



4, Corporate Contributions

2 U.5.C. § 441b(a) prohibits the making and knowing acceptance
of corporate contributions. Here the auditors found evidence of nine
apparent corporate contributions totaling $955. Four of these
contributions, those from Berkeley Land Corporation, Britton,
Duncan 011 Company, and Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A., exceeded
$100.

(1) Contribution from Berkeley Land Corporation - 5250

The contribution from the Berkeley Land Corporation was made
on January 17, 1977, and refunded by the Committee on December 13,
1977. The response received from the Corporation attributes this
contribution to an error.

(2) Contribution from Britton - 5200

The contribution received by means of a Brittons' check was
received in 1976 and refunded by the Committee on February 23, 1978.
The president of the Corporation, Mr. Arnold M. Levinson, has
written in reply to the letter from the Office of General Counsel
that the corporate check in guestion was charged to his personal
drawing account which "constitutes part of my salary at Brittons."

Because the account to which this check was charged comprises
part of Mr. Levinson's salary, it does not fall within the category
of a reimbursable drawing account, contributions from which are
considered corporate in nature until reimbursement takes place.
Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends a finding of
no reasonable cause to believe that Brittons made a corporate contri-

bution to the Committee.
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(3) Contribution from Duncan 0il Company, Inc. - $250

The contribution from Duncan O0il Company was received on July 22,

1976, and refunded by the Committee on October 7, 1977, following

an inguiry made by the Committee upon the recommendation of the
Audit Division. Mr. Elton Duncan's reply to the letter from the
Office of General Counsel explains that the check in guestion was
mistakenly written using the company checkbook rather than his
personal checkbook, a mistake which he attributed to his failing
eyesight.

{4) Contribution from Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A.

= 8110,

The two contributions here involved consist of a 510 check
received by the Committee in October, 1975, and a 5100 cash
contribution received by the Committee in October, 1976. The full
$110 was refunded by the Committee on February 23, 1978.

In response to the letter from the Office of General Counsel,
Mr. Paul E. Short, Jr., has written that the $10 contribution made
c in 1975 consisted of payment for tickets for a reception. An employee
of Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A. mistakenly used a corporate
check to pay for these tickets while Mr. Short was out. With regard
to the 5100 contribution made in 1976, Mr. Short states that this
involved a personal cash contribution made by himself to either the
Candidate or his representative. The address in the Committee's
records for Mr. Short was his office address which included the name

of his professional association, hence the confusion about who was

the actual contributor.
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{5) Acceptance of Corporate Contributions by the Committee

Given the above information received from the apparent corporate
respondents in this matter, it has been determined that the Committee
accepted corporate contributions totaling $655 from eight incorporated
entities. The largest of these contributicons was the $250 received
from Berkeley Land Corporation. All of these contributions have
been refunded by the Committee.

The Committee treasurer has explained in his recent letter that
during the period from January 1, 1975, to June 30, 1977, it received
more than fifty contributions which were made on checks other than
personal accounts. Of these the Committee claims that it had reason
to believe that an incorporated entity was involved in only three
instances; the Office of General Counsel interprets this to mean

that in only three instances did the term "Inc." appear on the face
of the check involved., In these instances the Committee claims
inadvertent acceptance and deposit.

The treasurer's letter also states that during the period of
audit examination the committee did not have adeguate internal control
procedure for determining whether or not company checks were from
incorporated entities. The treasurer writes that adequate procedures
have now been established.

Because all corporate contributions have been refunded, the
Office of General Counsel recommends that no further action be
taken against Berkeley Land Corpoation, Duncan 0il Company, and
Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A. We recommend a finding of reason-

able cause to believe that the Committee accepted corporate contribu-

tions in wviolation of 2 U.5.C. § 441lbl(a).




RECOMMEN DATIONS

1. Find reasonable cause to believe that the Holland in

Congress Committee has violated 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1) and 2 U.S.C.

§ 441b(a).

2. Find no reasonable cause to believe that Brittons has
violated 2 U.S5.C. § 441lb(a) .

3. Take no further action with regard to vicolations of 2 U.S5.C.
§ 441b(a) by Berkeley Land Corporation, Duncan 0il Company, and

Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A.

4. Send attached letters and conciliation agreement.

'L.\ 2
= _— AL
B 78 ) i 7 4

Date 4 William C. Oldaker

General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

The Holland in Congress Committee ) MUR 525(78)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been instituted by the Commission in the
ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
and, after an investigation, the Commission having found
reasonable cause to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
[hereinafter "the Respondent”) has violated 2 U.S.C. § 437b(a) (1)
and 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a):

WHEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly entered
into conciliation as provided for in 2 U.S5.C. § 437(a)(5) do
hereby agree as follows:

I. The Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction over
the Respondent and the subject matter i1n this case.

II. The Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters into this agreement with the Commission
voluntarily.

IV. The pertinent facts are as follows:

A. The Committee received $2728.01 in contributions
derived from four fund-raising events which was never deposited
in a designated campaign depository.

B. This undeposited $2728.01 was used to make cash

expenditures which included the payment of costs of these fund-
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raising events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee.

C. Five of the cash expenditures made with the
$2728.01 in undeposited contributions, including the $892 used
for the Candidate's filing fee, were in excess of $100.

D. In two instances the Committee received contributions
which were not deposited into a campaign depository until after
three to seven months had elapsed.

E. The first instance of delayed deposit of contribu-
tions involved an 5800 check dated June 27, 1975, which was made
payable to cash and received personally by the Candidate. Only
$500 in cash was delivered to the Committee in July, 1975. The
Committee received possession of the remaining $300 in cash in
January, 1976, and immediately deposited that sum.

F. The second instance of delayed deposit involved
53,525 in contributions received by the Committee as the result
of a fund-raising event held on October 14, 1975. Of this amount
51,650 in checks was deposited on November 6, 1975, $300 in cash
was deposited on January 28, 1976, $683 in cash was deposited on
April 13, 1976, and 5892 was never deposited. The cash involved
was not delivered to the headguarters of the Committee until
probably January, 1976. The portion of the cash not deposited
at that time was placed in a file with the contributions list for
1975 where it remained until April of that year.

G. The Committee accepted contributions from eight

incorporated entities.




WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

A. That Respondent failed to deposit into a designated
campaign depository $2728.01 in contributions derived from four
fund-raising events.

B. That failure to deposit all contributions into a designated
campaign depository constitutes a violation 2 U.S5.C. § 437b(a) (1).

C. That Respondent made five cash expenditures in excess of

5100, including payment of the candidate's filing fee.

D. That failure to make all committee expenditures by means
of checks drawn on a campaign depository constitutes a wviolation
of 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1).

E. That Respondent did not deposit contributions totaling
$1283 for periods ranging from three to seven months after receipt.

F. That failure to deposit all contributions within a
reascnable time constitutes a violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 437bla)(1).

G. That Respondent accepted contributions from eight
incorporated entities.

c H. That acceptance of contributions from incorporated
entities constitutes vicolation of 2 U.S.C. § 441lb(a).

I. That Respondent will now, and in the future, comply in
all respects with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

J. That Respondent will pay a civil penalty of

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).




V. General Conditions

A. The Commission, on reguest of anyone filing a
complaint under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(l), concerning the matters
at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance
with this Agreement. If the Commission beliewves that this
Agreement or any reguirement thereof has been violated, it may
institute a civil action for relief in the United States
District Court of the District of Columbia,

B. It is further agreed that this Conciliation Agree-
ment is entered into in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g{a) (5) (A},
and that this Agreement, unless violated, shall constitute a
complete bar to any further action by the Commission with regard to
the matter set forth in this Agreement.

C. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement will
become effective on the date that all parties heretoc have executed

the same and the Commission has approved the entire Agreement.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Date William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Date James D. Green
Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N W
WASHING TON 10 . 20464

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Elton Duncan
Duncan 0il Company
1265 East White Street
Rock Hill, SC 29730

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Duncan:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to take
no further action with regard to the viclation of 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b(a) by the Duncan 0il Company in view of the fact
that the contribution made to the Holland in Congress
Committee by means of a corporate account has been re-
imbursed by the Committee.

The file in this matter is now closed. A copy of
this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland in Congress Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. 1f you have any
questions, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

William €. Oldaker
General Counsel

The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
VASHINCTON DG, 20461

CERTIFIED MAIL -
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. C. A. Hanlon

Berkley Land Corporation
c/o R. D. Belk

1095 Broad Street
Sumter, SC 29150

Re: MUR 525(78)
Dear Mr. Hanleon:

The Federal Election Commission has decided to
take no further action with regard to the wviolation
of 2 U.5.C., § 441b(a) by the Berkley Land Corpora-
tion in view of the fact that the contribution made
to the Holland in Congress Committee by means of a
corporate account has been reimbursed by the Committee.

The file in this matter is now closed. A copy of
this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland for Congress Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
guestions, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

The Honocrable Kenneth L. Holland
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CERTIFIED MAIL -

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION e

1325 K STREET MW <

WWASHING IO DC, 20463

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Strickland, Short and Eeels, P.A.
P.O. Box 547
Chester, 5C 29706

Dear Mr. Short:

no further action with regard to the apparent violation
of 2 U.85.C. § 441b(a) by Strickland, Short and Keels,
P.A.; 1n view pf your explanation that 5100.00 of the
2110 contribution allegedly made by your profeselional
agsocciation to the Holland 1n Congress Committee con-
Eisted of a personal cash contributicon from yourself, and
in view of the fact that the remaining $10.00 contribu-
tion made by means ol a corporate account has been re-
funded by the Committee.

this letter will be included in the public disclosure
file of the Holland in Congress Committee.

guestions, please contact Anne A, Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-40139.

Paul E. Short, Jr.

Re: MUR 525(78)

The Federal Election Commiession haes decided to take

The file is now closed in this matter. A copy of

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any

Sincerely,

William €. Oldaker
GCenaral Counsel

The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N W
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.O. Box 182

Camden, SC 29020

Re; MUR 525(78)

Dear Mr. Green:

This letter is to inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reasonable cause to
believe that the Holland in Congress Committee has
viclated 2 U.5.C. § 437b(a) (1) and 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a).

Having made these determinations the Commission
is under a duty to made every endeavor for a period
of not less then thirty (30) days to correct these
violations by informal methods of conference, concilia-
tion, and persuasion and to enter into a conciliation
agreement. 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(5)(A). 1If we are unable
to reach agreement during that period, the Commission
may, upon a finding of probable cause to believe
violations have occurred, institute civil suit. 2
U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).

Enclosed please find a conciliation agreement
which the Commission is prepared to recommend to the
Commission in settlement of the Committee's violations
of 2 U.s.C. § 437b{a){l) and 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a). If
you agree with the provisions of this agreement, please
sign it and return it to the Commission within ten days
of your receipt of this letter. If you have any questions,
please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned
to this matter, at (202) 523-4039,

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STRELT NW
WASHINGTON DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Arnold M. Levinson, President
Brittons

1337 Main Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Mr. Levinson:

The Federal Election Commission has found no
reasonable cause to believe that Brittons has
violated 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a) in view of your explana-
tien that the contribution of $200 made to the
Holland in Congress Committee by means of a check
drawn on a Brittons account was charged to your
perscnal drawing account which constitutes part of
your salary. The file in this matter is now closed,
A copy of this letter will be included in the
public disclosure file of the Holland in Congress
Committee.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
guestions, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

_;J William €. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland




HOLLAND IN CONGRESS ‘ _
PO Box ™80 ¥iL | { a1

Camden, S.C. 20020

JAMES D. GREEN
T s e
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Ms, Anne A, Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Ms. Weissenborn,

This letter is written pursuant to General Counsel Oldaker's written
request for clarification of certain items and in accordance with 2 U.S.C.
437 g (a) {(3) (B) is to remain conlidential.

We wish to apologize for the delay in our reply and offer not as an excuse
but as extentuating circumstances the death of my attorney's [ather as was
mentioned in our telephone conversation of yesterday and increased committee
work necessitated by the recent primary election in which the Congressman
was involved.

The $800.00 contribution was by check in June of 1975 payable to cash
from a political action committee for which the Congressman personally executed
a receipt (copies of which are enclosed); however, only $500.00 in cash was
delivered to the committee in July although the entire $800, 00 was reported on
the second quarter report since the committee was orally advised of the $800.00
receipt in June. The discrepancy was not uncovered until later probably around
the first of October, 1975 at the time the third quarter report was due and the
bank statements were reconciled with our records. The additional $300, 00 was
first delivered to the committee in January of 1976 and immediately deposited.

Fund raisers did make cash expenditures in payment of fund-raising events
and a cash expenditure was made of the candidates {iling {ee as 1s well documented
and while concedely such cash payments were improper all such funds have been
accounted for and receipts furnished for all expenditures which expenditures were
themselves all proper campaign expenditures and were all made by fund raisers
and the committee without intent to violate any rules, regulations or laws.

Our fund raisers were all volunteers who personally made arrangements to
hold fund-raising activites incurring a moral obligation if not a legal obligation for
the expenses of the fund-raising activity such as restaurant charges, etc. which
expenses the fund raisers were perhaps over zealous in causing to be paid, however,
reference to our voluminous correspondence indicates proper controls have now
been instituted to insure that cash expenditures for campaign expenses no longer
occur,




Page 2
July 14, 1978

In the second instance mentioned by Mr. Oldaker in which funds were not
timely deposited the funds represented cash and checks from a fund-raising
event in Fort Mill, South Carolina. The checks from this event as well as a
list of contributors were mailed to the office of the treasurer of the committee
by the chairman of the committee. The cash was not promptly remitted through
the mail but the cash was later hand delivered (exact date or dates are unknown
since no receipls can be located after adiligent search although we assume such
to be in January of 1970). Apparently $300.00 of the cash was deposited in
January of 1976 with the balance of the funds place in the regular [ile along with
the contributions list of 1975 since they pertained to activites for that year.
Since a new file was started for 1376 the fact that the money was not deposited
was notdiscovered until the bank statements were reconciled in preparation
of the April 10 report. The remaining funds were deposited after payment of the
candidate's {iling fee by the committee which payment admittedely should not
have been made by cash but in the rush of the workload in our office due to the
April 15 filing deadline was inadvertently done.

During the period from January 1, 1975 to June 30, 1977 the committee
received over fifty contributions which were made on checks other than personal
checks. These contributions were received and credited to the individual designated
or the payor. With the exception of three checks the committee had no reason
to believe that the contributions were from other than individuals. The checks
which did indicate an incorporated business were received along with a number of
checks from fund-raising events and were inadvertently accepted and deposited;
of course, refunds were made upon discovery of the improper acceptance.

During the period under examination the committee did not have adequate internal
control procedures to provide sufficient documentation as to whether a company
check was from an incorporated business, however, the committee has since
established adequate procedures to preclude the receipt of contribution from an
incorporated business.

The committee’'s receipts and expenditures were made in good {aith with
full disclosure to the FEC, all funds have been accounted for and all improper
receipts refunded, and proper controls and procedures have been instituted to
facilitate full compliance with all election related laws. The committee has
cifered its complete cooperation to the audit staff and has at all times been
candid, honest and forthright for all of which reasons we feel that no action
should be taken against the committee since all violations appear to the committee
to be technical violations; certainly none could be deemed to be against the spirit

and intent of the election laws which we view to ensure fair and impartial
elections through the control of contributions to and expenditures of political
candidates.
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If we can be of further assistance, please advise,
Yours very truly,

HOLLAND IN CONGRESS COMMITTEE

J';“":;'wl" Pt

AP By ee)
el

JDG/kmp
cc: J. Ernest Kinard, Jr.
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Berkley Land Corporation

. 39 c/c R, D, Bealk
L, JuN 22 A W2 1095 Broad Street

Sumter, South Carolina 29150
June 19, 1978

William C. Oldaker

General Counsel 303843
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, N. W.

Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Oldaker:

This is written in response to your letter of June 1, 1978, con
cerning the Berkley Land Corporation and a contribution made to the
Holland in Congress Committee on January 17, 1977.

This check was refunded to Berkley Land Corporation by Mr. Jim-
my D. Green, Treasurer of the Holland in Congress Committee, with an
explanation as to why it could not be accepted.

This error is regretted and if any further information is needed,
please let me know.

Sincerely,
( 7 /;ﬂj/f;rr fere-

— C. A. Hanlon
Berkley Land Corporation



William C. Oldaker

Ganeral Coumnsel

Federal Election Camission
1325 K Street, N, W.
Washington, D. C. 20463
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PHOMNE 328.1826 DISTRIBUTOR P. O. BOX 1082

NUNCAN OIL COMPANY,y 6 s 112 %

126% EAST WHITE STREET

o o o D3]

ROCK HILL. §. C. 29730

June 9, 1973

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W,

Aashington, D.C. 20463 803673

Jear oirs,

I did not intend to make a contribution in the name of Cuncan 01l
Company to the Holland in “Congress Cormittwe. I keep my personal
checkbook beside the compamy checkbook and picked the company check-
book by mistake when writing the contribution. The mistake was due
to my failing eyesight. Cne eye is 20-300 and the other is non-func-
tional., The Comnittee has refu~ded ¥y money to the company,
Sincerely,

I
. ‘ ’-{f-'\-—. S Sl

Mr., Elton Duncan
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STRECT N W
WASTING, TOW [0 S |

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr., Elton Duncan

Duncan 011 Company

Pr.0., Box 1082

Rock Hill, South Carclina 29730

Dear Mr. Duncan,

This letter is to inform you that the Federal

Election Commission has found reason to believe that

the Duncan ©Oil Company has violated the Federal Election
Campalign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by makeng

a contribution to the Holland in Congress Committee.

It is our understanding that this contribution was made

on July 22, 1976, and was in the sum of 5250, Ceontribu-
tions made from corporate accounts represent violations

of 2 U.S5.C. §44lb(a) .

Under t
1
-

ne Act you have an opportunity tno
na no act

1 demonstrate
on should be taken against you. 2 U.5.C.

17g(a) (4). Please submit any legal or factual informa-
on which you helieve would be relevant to
nsideration of this matter.

5

4
i
o

The Commission is under a duty to investigate th
mitter expeditiously. Therefore, your ro
submitted within ten d

is
a
days after your receipt of
notification.

sponse shouwld he
Y this

If you have any guestions, please contact
Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-40139, -

& =

This

T 1 : h confidenti in accordance
with 2 U C. j1({a) (B) u : !

L

the

B RO S

the Commission's
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, Cammission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public. If you intend to be represented by
counsel in this matter, please have such counsel 50
notify us in writing.

i. Sinceé 15,
.i. L—tq—niﬂ£:7p”ﬂé;1:;"(:HCJ/

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

PR

cc: The Honorable Kenneth L. Heolland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W
WASHINGTON D C. M3

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.0O. Box 182

Camden, South Carclina 29020

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Mr. Green:

The Federal Election Commission has found reason
to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee has
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). Specifically, the Commission has
found reason to believe that the Committee failed to
deposit into a designated account $2728.01 in contributions
in violation of 2 U.S5.C. §437b(a)(l}: used §2,115.07 out
of the above-mentioned $2728.01 to make five cash expendi-
tures in excess of $100 each in violation of 2 U.S.C.
§437b(a) (l): and failed to deposit within a reasonable time
of their receipt certain other contributions also in
violation of 2 U.5.C. §437b(a)(l). In the last regard
particular attention has been given to the apparent fact
that $300 of an $800 contribution received on June 28, 1975,
was not deposited until January 28, 1976, and to the
~— apparent fact that of $3,525 received on October 14, 1975,
$300 in cash was deposited on January 28, 1976, $6B3 in
cash was deposited on April 13, 1976, and 5892 was never
deposited.

Under the Act you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against the Committee.
2 U.S5.C. §437g(a)(4). Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of these matters. In particular we request
that the Committee provide explanations for the late
deposits cited above plus explanations of the circumstances
surrounding the apparent failure to deposit $2728.01 in
contributions derived from four fund-raisers held on
March 14, April 30, July 23 and October 14, 1975, and the
use of this money to make cash expenditures in payment of

expenses of the fund-raising events and the candidate's
filing fee.




-

The Commission has also found reason to believe that
the Committee accepted contributions from nine incorporated
entities in violation of 2 U.5.C. §44lb(a). The contri-
butors in question are Berkley Land Corporation ($250),
Britton's, Inc. (5200)., Dabney Real Estate Agency (570).
Duncan 0il Company ($250), Frontier Auto Sales (520),
Gene's Fine Food (525), Karesh's Fashion Shop ($10),
Piedmont Distribution Company (5$20), and Strickland,
Short and Keels, P.A. (5110). Please submit any legal or
factual information not already submitted to the Audit
Division of this Commission concerning the acceptance of
these contributions which you believe would be useful to
the Commission. We understand that all necessary reim=-
bursements of these contributions have been made.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response should be
submitted within ten days after your receipt of this
notification. If you have any guestions, please contact
Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-4039.

This matter will ma confidential n accordance

i 1
with 2 U.S5.C. §437g(a) )} unless you notify the
Commission 1n writing 1 you wish the 1investigation to
be made public. If vou intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please have such counsel so notify us in

writing

blrcejelv

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N W
WASHING TON_ DC. X046

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The President

Britton's, Inc.

1337 Main Street
Columbia, South Careclina

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Sir:

This letter is to inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reascn to believe that
Britton's has viclated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1371, as amended ("the Act"). Specifically,
the Commission has found reason to believe that your
company made a contributicn from a corporate account
tc the Holland in Congress Committee in the sum of
5200, Such a contribution represents a violation of
2 U.S.C. §d44lb(a).

Under the Act you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against you. 2 U.S5.C.
§437g(al (4)., Please submit any factual or legal informa-
tion which you believe would be relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response should
be submitted within ten days after your receipt of this
notification. If you have any questions, please contact
Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202} 523-40139.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S5.C. §437g(a)(3) (B) unless you notify the
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Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to

be made public. If you intend to be represented by
counsel in this matter, please have such counsel so notify

us in writing.

William CI Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Heonorakble Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1025 K STREFT MW
WASHESG TON 120 Nk

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The President

Berkley Land Corporation

c/o R. D. Belk

1095 Broad Street

Sumter, South Carolina 29150

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear 5ir:

This letter is to inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reason to believe
that the Berkley Land Corporation has violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act"), by making a contribution to the
Holland in Congress Committee. It is our under=-
standing that this contribution was made on January 17,
1977, and was in the sum of $250. Contributions made

with co porate monies represent vioclations of 2 U.S.C.
§44lb(a) .

Under the Act you have an opportunity to
demonstrate that no acticon should be taken against you.
2 U.5.C. §437g(a)(4). Please submit any legal or
factual information which you believe would be relevant
to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

& -

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response should
be submitted within ten days after your receipt of this
notification. If you have any questions, please contact
Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this
matter, at (202) 523-4039.
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This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S5.C. §437gfa) (3)(B) 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 have such counsel so
notify us in writing.

Sincarely,

e Qoo At

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

gc: The Honorable Kenneth C. Holland
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o TRICTED DELIVERY
Show 1o whom and date delivered] | | | | by
[J RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
hmwh-,ﬁw,mndm-rldlmﬂf

1

3| @ svoem . 1.

7 b A ol a e “RETURN TO spory o8

E] 1. The following service is requesied (check one). '
—t [ Shew w0 whom and dute delivered......____ |4

1. ARTICLE ADDMERSED TO-

I Berkley Land Cor n;f
|

lmml ‘a I:.h_*

o




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W
WASHINCTON. DL 20464

June 1, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A,
P.O. Box 547
Chester, South Carolina

Re: MUR 525(78)

Dear Sirs:

This letter is to inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reason to believe that
Strickland, Short and Keels, P.A., has vioclated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act"™), by making contributions to the Holland
in Congress Committee totaling $110. Contributions
made by means of corporate accounts represent viola-
tions of 2 U.5.C. §44lb(a).

Under the Act you have an opportunity to demon-
strate that no action should be taken against you.
2 U.5.C. §437g(a) (4). Please submit any legal or
fooctual information which you believe would be rele-
vant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

The Commission is under a duty to investigate
this matter expeditiously. Therefore, your response
should be submitted within ten days after your receipt
of this notification. If you have any questions, please
contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to
this matter, at (202) 523-4039.




This matter will remain confidential in
accordance with 2 ©U.S.C. §437g(a) (3) (B} unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public. If you intend to be
represented by counsel in this matter, please have such
counsel so notify us in writing.

Sinc 2 ]

o SaeALA

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth C. Holland
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This matter will remain confidential in
accordance with 2 U.5.C. §437g(a) (3) (B) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public. If you intend to be
represented by counsel in this matter, please have such
counsel so notify us in writing.

Sincerely,

—< ’*{/./ L_

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth C. Holland

o whom, date, & sddrem of delivery.. 33¢
[] RESTRICTED DELIVERY _
Show o whom and date delivered..._... . B3¢
[0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY
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This matter will remain confidential in
accordance with 2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (3) (B) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made publiec. If you intend to be
represented by counsel in this matter, plcase have such

counsel so notify us in writing.

Sincerely.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Kenneth C. Holland

- ’
& ENDER 0.2 and b
o abdenss i g CLETURN TO  wpae s

. The following service is requested {check onr )

D w whom and date delivered. ! .. 15¢
o whom,_ date, & sddrem of delivery., 354
] REST

RICTED DELIVERY. :
Show to whom and date delivered, ... ... 65¢

[ RESTRICTED DELIVERY,
Show 1o whom, date, and address of delivery 83¢

L L

7. ARTICLE ADOREBSED TO:
Strickland, Short and Kells

aludein of -
I bave received the article described above.

N

CLERK™S
INITIALS

fr GO WO I03-d%




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1525 K STREET SNW
WASHING TOM 1.0, 20040 4

June 1, 197§

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Elton Duncan
Duncan 0il Company
P.0O. Box 1082

Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730

Dear Mr. Duncan,

This letter is to inform you that the Federal
Election Commission has found reascon to believe that
the Duncan Oil Company has violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by making
a contribution to the Holland in Congress Committee.
It 15 our understanding that this contribution was made
on July 22, 1976, and was in the sum of $250. Contribu-
tions made from corporate accounts represent violations
of 2 U.5.C, §44lb(a).

Under the Act you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against you. 2 U.S.C.
§437g1 ) (4). Please submit any legal or factual informa-
tion which you believe would be relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

0
X
D
o
Q
A

3
Q
v
T

The Commission is under a duty to investigate this
expeditiously. Therefore, your response should be
within ten days after your receipt of this
tion. If you have any questions, please contact
Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter,

o

523=-40239.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
2 U.5.C. §437g(a) (3) (B) unless you notify the
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Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public., If you intend to be represented by
counsel in this matter, please have such counsel so
notify us in writing.

‘-—-‘;nl_t_ lf, %/ I )

William C. GluAser
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable Xenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

155 b SEREET N W
WASHING TOMN [0, 20463

May 25, 1978

MEMORANDUM TNn: ELISSA GARR

FROM: PEGRY CHAMEY @/

SUBJECT: CERTIFICATION ON MUR 525 (78)

Attached is the certification I discussed with you
on the phane this date.

Marge has signed it, but mavbe Bill or the attorney
on the case should check it out.

The certification circulated with the memo had the
wrono date, "May 1A, 1978", as the date reqarding the
nine corporations, If just the date is changed, then
there would be no explaination as to the change from ten

to nine,

ATTACHMENT : Certification




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTIONN COMMISSINN

In the Matter of

MUR 525(78)
Holland in Congress Committee,
et. al.

T o e

1, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on May 25, 1978, the
Commission adopted by a vote of 6-0 the following actions in

the above-captioned matter:
1 Approve the recommendation in the memorandum
from the General Counsel, undated, Subject:
"MUR 525 - Correction,” to vitiate the Reason
to Believe finding made by the Commission on
May 16, 1978 reqarding Pate Construction
Company. '

)

Approve the recommendations in the amended
First General Counsel's Report dated May 12,
1978, as follows:

a. Find Reason to Believe that the Holland
in Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
§437b(a)(1) by failing to deposit certain
contributions in a designated campaiqn
depository, by failing to deposit certain
other contributions within a reasonable
time of their receipt, and by making
certain expenditures by means other than
checks drawn on a designated campaign
depository.

b. Find Reason to Believe that the Holland
in Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
§441b(a) by accepting contributions from
nine corparations,




CERTIFICATION - MUR 525 (78)

Find Reason to Believe that Berkley Land
Corporation, Britton's Inc., Duncan 01
Company, and Strickland, Short and Keels
violated 2 U.S.C. §441b(a) by making
cornorate contributions to the Holland
in Congress Committee.

Send the letter attached to the amended
First Gereral Counsel's Report.

Ha jm.i 2 Lomnona

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Date: jgff:‘; ,/ Z;_','r

Received in Dffice of Commission Secretary:

5-22-78, 12:31
Circulated on a 48 hour vote basis: 5-.23-

78, 12:30
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only exception with regard to expenditures involves those made from
a petty cash fund which must be limited to no more than $100 per

single tramsaction. 2 U.S5.C. §4137b(b).

Here the auditors found that a total of 52728.01 received

by a Committee from four fundraisers was never deposited in a

Committee account. Rather, this money was used to make cash expendi-

tures which included the pavment of the expenses of these fundraising
gvents and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee. Five of these
cash expenditures each exceeded $100 for a single transactlon.

The failure to deposit these recelpts represents an apparent violation
af 2 U.5.C. §427b{a¥(l). The expenditures made from these contribution
monles do not appear y have come from a petty cash fund; however,

even 1f they did the ed above exceeded the §] limitiation

5.0. §437bi{L)




Corporate Contributions

2 U.5.C. §441b(a) prohibits the giving and knowing acceptance
of corporate contributions. Here the auditors found evidence of
contributions having been made by and accepted from sixteen
apparent corporate entities. Information supporting the corporate
status of nine contributors has now been supplied to the Audit
Division; the Committee has also provided evidence that all

necessary refunds have been made. Four of the apparent corporate

contributions involved amounts exceedina 5100, the corporations
concerned being Berkley Land Corporation ($250), Britton's Inc.,
{5200), Duncan Oil Company (%250), and Strickland, Short and Keels
($110).

RECOMMENDATION

1. Find reason to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
has violated 2 U.5.C. §437k(a) (1) by failing to deposit certain
contributions 1n a deslgnated account, by failling to deposit certain
other contributions within a reasonable time of their receipt,

and by making a number of expenditures by means other than checks
drawn on a designated account.

2. Find reason to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
has violated 2 U.5.C. §44lb(la) by accepting contributions from

nine corporations.

3. Find reason to believe that Berkley Land Corporation, Britton's
Inc, Duncan 0il Company, and Strickland, Short and Keels have
violated 2 U.8.C. §44lbla) by making corporate contributions to

the Holland in Congress Committee.

4. Send attached letters.




May 22, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: Marge Emmons
FROM ¢ Elissa T. Garr
S8UBJECT : MUR 525

Please have the attached Memo and 7 day report

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally

basis.
Thank you.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1825 b STRELT MW
WASHING TON D0, 20461

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission
FROM: William C. 0Oldake

SUBJECT: MUR 525 =

In the First General Counsel's Report regarding
MUR 525 submitted to the Commission on May 10, 1978 and
approved by the Commission on May l6, 1378, it was
indicated that the Holland in Congress Committee had
apparently accepted contributions from ten corporations.
After the report was submitted it came to our attention
that while Pate Construction Company had once been
incorperated, it had forfeited that status several months
before the contribution was made.

We therefore recommend wvitiating the BRTBE finding
made by the Commission on May 16, 1978. We have amended
the attached report, certification, and letter to the
Committee, and are circulating them on a no-objection
basis.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CNOMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 525(78)
Holland in Congress Committee,
et. al.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W, Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on May 1, 1978, the

Commission approved by a vote of 6-0 the recommendations in
the First General Counsel's Report dated May 12, 1578 to take
the following actions in the above-cantioned matter:

1. Find reason to believe that the Holland in
Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §437h(a)(1)
by failing to deposit certain contributions in
a designated campaign depository, by failing to
deposit certain other contributions within a
reasonable time of their receipt, and by making
certain expenditures by means other than checks
drawn on a desiognated campaign depository,

2. Find reason to believe that the Holland in Congress
Committee violated 2 I).5.C. §441b(a) by acceptino
o contributions from ten corporations.

Gl

Find reason to believe that Berkley Land
Corporation, Britton's, Duncan N0il Company, and
Strickland, Short, and Kells violated 2 U.S5.C.
§441b(a) by making corporate contributions

to the Holland in Congress Committee,

4. Send the letters attached to the First General

Counsel's Report.

Y. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Mirjorte

ate: /17,[15_'

Received in OFffice of Commissfon Secratary: 5-12-78, 11:47
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 5-12-78, 4:30




May 12, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: Marge Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
HEER 525

Please have the attached 7 day report on MUR 525

distributed to the Commission onaa 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL  MAY 1 7 1978 MUR _# 525
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION

STAFF MEMBER__Weissenborn
COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Internally generated (See Attachment I}

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Holland in Congress Committee ; Berkley Land Corporation
Britton's; Duncan 0il Company; Strickland., Short, & Kells.
RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.5.C. §437bia) and (b}
.C. §44lb(a)

UMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS
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ongress Committee's
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Puring the audit of the Ho

records, the auditors discovered that the Committee had completely

¥

failed to deposit certain contributions in a designated account in

viclation of 2 U.5.C. §4317b{a)(

=

). had failed to deposit certain
other contributions within a reasonable time of their receipt in
viplation of 2 U.S.C. §437b(a) (1}, and had made a number of expendi-

& tures by means other than checks drawn on a designated account 1in
violation of 2 U.8.C. §437b{a){l). The auditors also found evidence
that corporate contributions were made to the Committee and

accepted in violation of 2 U.5.C. §44l1btla).

PRCLIMINARY LEGAL AMNALYSIS

2 U.5.C. §437bla)(l) reguires that all contributions be
deposited in a designated checking account and that all expenditures

drawn on such accounts. The

made by a committee be made by chec

1]
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only exception with regard to expenditures involves those made from

a petty cash fund which must be limited to no more than 5100 per

single transaction. 2 U.S.C. §437b(b).

Here the auditors found that a total of 52728.01 received
by a Committee from four fundraisers was never deposited in a
Committes account. Rather, this money was used to make cash expendi-
tures which included the payment of the expenses of these fundraising

events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee. Five of these

itures each exceeded 5100 for a single transaction.

(=}

cash exXpen
hese recelpts represents an apparent violation
. §437b(a)(l). The expenditures made from these contribution
nonies do not appear to have come from a petty cash fund: however,

even 1f they did the five cited above exceeded the 5100 limitiation

of 2 U.S5.C. §437b(b) and thus are in violation of 2 U.S5.C. §437bila) (1),

The auditors also discovered that certain of the Committee
recelipts were not deposited in a timely fashion. Of particular
concern are ascvenmonth delay in depositing $300 of an $800 contribu-
tion received on June 28, 1975, and the disposition of §3,525 received
from a fundraiser held October 14, 1975, of which 51650 in checks
was deposited on November &, 1975, 5300 in cash was deposited on

January 6, 1976, and 5683 in cash was deposited on April 13, 1976.

{The remaining 5892 is included in the above-mentioned $2728.01 never
deposited.) We believe that these failures to make deposits until
after thres tosevenmonths of receipt of the contributions involved

constitute apparent violations of 2 U.5.C. §437b(a)(l).




Corporate Contributions

2 U.5.C. §441bi{a) prohibits the giving and knowing acceptance
of corporate contributicons. Here the auditors found evidence of
contributions having been made by and accepted from sixteen corporate
entities. Information confirming the corporate status of ten
contributors has now been supplied to the Audit Division by the
Committee; the Committee has also provided evidence that all
necessary refunds have been made. Four of the apparent corporate
contributions involved amounts exceeding $100, the corporations
concerned being Berkley Land Corporation (5250}, Britton's (5200},

Duncan Q0il Company ($250), and Strickland, Short and Kells, P.A. (5110).

RECOMMENDATION

1. Find reason to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
has violated 2 U.S5.C. §437b(a) (1) by failing to deposit certain
contributions in a designated account, by failing to deposit certain
other contributions within a reascnable time of their receipt,

and by making a number of expenditures by means other than checks

drawn on a designated account.

2. Find reason to believe that the Holland in Congress Committee
has wiclated 2 U.S.C. §44lb(a) by accepting contributions from

ten corporations.

3. Find reascn to believe that Berklev Land Corporation, Britton's,
Duncan 0il Company, and Strickland, Short and Kells, P.A. have violated
2 U.5.C. §441lb(a) by making corporate contributions to the Holland

in <Congress Committee.

4. Send attached letters.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMAMISS

1325 & STREET ~ WYy
WASHING TON DL 20480

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D. Green, Treasurer
Holland in Congress Committee
P.00, Box 182

Camden, South Carolina 29020

Dear Mr. Green:
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The Commission has also f reason to believe that
the Committee accepted haﬁtbﬁbu ions from nine incorporated
entities in violation of 2 U.S5.C. §44lb(a). The contri-
butors in guestion are Berkley “ard Corporation (5250),
Britton's, Inc. ($200}, Dabney Real Estate Agency ($70),
Duncan 0il Company iSZED}, Frontier Autec Sales (520).
Gene's Fine Food (525), Karesh's Fashion Shop ($10).,
Piedmont Distribution Company (520), and Strickland,

Short and Keel (S110y. Please submit any legal or
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: The Honorable Kenneth L. Holland
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

e b STRIET N,
WASHINGTON [0 Mdn i

April 10, 1078

MEMORANDUM

TC: The Commission -
)

FROM: William €. Oldaker I')f‘*""b

SUBJECT: Withdrawal of MUR 525 frem agenda

ommission meseting of April 6 it was
nsideration of the First General
ort submitted with regard tao MUR 525
over until the meeting of April 11.
hat this Report be withdrawn from
pending revision.
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MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

. ﬁﬂ
FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS ~ |

SUBJECT: OBJECT IONS

@

March 31, 1978

(U g"
¥

The following MURs circulated on a 24 hour no-objection

basis have received objections

{gti 53%:1"%" - 15t GC
UR 527 (78) - 1st GC
MUR 530 (78) - 1st GC
MUR 536 (78) - 1st GC
MUR 541 (78) - st RC
MUR 551 (78) - 1st RC

from Commissioner Tiernan:

Report
Report
Report
Report
Report
Report

dated
dated
dated
dated
dated
dated

¥

L i
T |

o o oo o

'
Lad dad Lad bad
=

i
Lad Lak
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i 1

Lad Lad Lad fLad Lad Lad
L]
i
b . |

o o

re-circulated 3-31-78

These items have been placed on the Executive Session

fgenda for April 6, 1978




March 30, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: Marge Emmons
PROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 525

Please have the attached 7 day report on MUR 525

distributed to the Commission on a 24 hour no-objectédon
basis.

Thank you.




. PEDERAL ELECTION Ci ~r-!'1:,;:3g1

1333 K Screct, N.W,

Washington, D.C. 20451
FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S RE BT
DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTS " — a1 3
BY 0OGC . g CON T I'I'HR.Bﬂ 19[3 . _5.3.5.__-..1_._._,
ZFE “Tﬁ?i:ﬂgiEEEnbmrn
COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Internally generated (Audit) . gee Attachment 1
RESPONDEST'S HAME Holland for Congress Committee
e BTATUTE: 2 U.S5.C. §4317b(a) (1)

During the audit of the Holland for Congress Committee's

records, the auditors discovered that the Committee had completely

failed to deposit certain contributions in a designated account
in vieclation of 2 U.S5.C. §437b(a}(l}) and that some expenditures
had been made by means other than checks drawn on a designated
account in vieplation of 2 U.5.C. §437b{a)(l). The auditors also
found evidence that corporate contributions were made to the

Committee and knowingly accepted in violation of 2 U.S5.C. §44lb(a).

PRELIMINARY LEGAL ANALYSIS
2 U.5.C. §437b(a) (1) requires that all contributions be
deposited in a designated cherking account and that all expenditures

made by a committee be made by checks drawn on such accounts. The

o




o

only exception with regard to expenditures involves those made

no
from a petty cash fund which must be limited to/more than 5100

per single transaction. 2 U.S.C. §437b(b).

Here the auditors found that a total of $2728B.01 received

by the Committee from four fundraisers was never deposited in

a Committee account. Rather, this money was used to make cash

expenditures which included the payment of the expenses of these

fundraising events and the payment of the Candidate's filing fee.

Five of these cash expenditures each exceeded $100 for a single

1

transaction The failure to deposit these recelpts represents

an apparent viclation of 2 U.5.C. §437b( (l1). The expenditures
made from these contribution monies do not appear to have come
from a petty cash fund; however,even if they did they exceeded

the 5100 limitation of 2 U.5.C. §437b(b) and they are in violation

of 2 U.85.C. §437k{ay (1].

2 U.,5.C, §441bla) prohibits the giving and knowing acceptance
of contributions from corporations. Here the auditors found
evidence of eighteen contributions from sixteen apparent corporations.
Information confirming the corporate or non-corporate status of
all but four of these business entities has been received by the
Audit Division which is in the process of obtaining the remaining
needed evidence. We recommend deferring inclusion of Section 44lb(a)

violations in this MUR until the Committee's submissions are complete.



[ 2%

RECOMMENDATION

Find reason to believe that the Holland for
Congress Committee has violated 2 U.5.C.
§437b(a) (1) by failing to deposit certain
contributions in a designated campaign
depository and by making certain expendi-
tures by means other than checks drawn on

a designated campaign depository.

Send the attached letter.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

15k STREE T S W
WMOASHIPSL TON DL 20400

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James D, Green, Treasurer
Holland for Congress Committee
P. 0. Box 182

Camden, Scuth Carolina 29020

Dear Mr. Green:

The Federal Election Commission has found reason to
believe that the Holland for Congress Committee has violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). Specifically, the Commission has found reason to
balieve that the Lﬂﬁnlttee failed to deposit $2728.01 in
contributions in wvioclation of 2 U.5.C. §437b{a} (1) and that
the Committee made expenditures by means other than checks
drawn on designated campaign depositories in violation of
2 U,5.C. §437b(a) (1}.

Under the Act you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against the Committee. 2 U.S.C.
§437g(a) (4). Please submit any factual or legal materials
which you believe are relevant to the Commission's investi-
gation of these matters. In particular, we request that the
Committee provide explanations of the circumstances surround=-
ing the apparent failure to deposit $2728.01 in contributions
derived from four fund-raisers (eld on March 14, april 30,
July 23 and October 14, 1975) and the use of this money to
make cash expenditures in payment of expenses of the fund-
raising events and of che candidate's filing fee.

THD Commission is under a duty to investigate this
matter expeditiously, Therefaru, your response should be
subm ;ttﬂh within ten days after your receipt of this notifi-
cation. If you have any questions, please contact Anne A.
Welssenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
223-4019,




Mr. James D. Green, Treasurear
Holland for Congress Committee
Page 2

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.5.C. §437g(a)(3) (B) unless you notify the Com-
mission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please have such counsel so notify us in
writing.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

cc: The Honorable ¥enneth L. Holland
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Suadte FPinddnes and Peeommendar fong

¢ Contrvibutions

Scction 441b(n) of Title 2, United States Code, states
that it is unlawlul for anv political committee knowingly to
accept or reccive any contribution Lrom any corpoeration,

Section 103,3(b) of Title 11, Code of Federal Repula-
tions, requives that contributions whieh appear to be illepal

(
v

hall be, within 10 davs = (1) roeturned to the contribuior:
2) depousited into the campaipn depository i
hicli « I Ireast : !
2 Easiroy
ity of
tion
and
or
equired

Crogeuy
bution
status we
verifi
inguiry

it the Treasurer and o i FEer no

15 UNawWat

¢ yeturned, ila stoteod thoe € would be wmore care-
the future and agre to return all corporate contributions.

Committee has sent the Commission coples of six
oLaling, $395, representing the return of contri-
ix (0) of the corperations involved,
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Ve recorsicnd thak the Comittee return the remaining
S1.000 1o th 10 corporate conteibutors and Lthat che
Cormef t Lo o provide satisiactory documentation, such as van-
celled chwcehks, to the Commission feorv all of the coxporate
contributions (list attached), within 30 days [rowm receipt
of this letcer,

B. Roced pts and Eupendit ures ot }TL-lw;a}'r od

Title 2, United States Code,
@ Lhe tokd sum ol all receipts

period.

Hde, Toqulres

snenditures tade by

o

immittee
190,49 as

compreh

requived inforaoadien. n January 16, 1978
received sannmni s anended renports.

Since the Commitiee has amended their reports to disclose

this information, no addigional oetilion is reocommended,
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We dizcussed these two (2) transactions with the
treacsurer of Lhe Committee, and he seaced that chese monies
were kept in his desk drowver during this time period. He was
unable to oiler any other explanation as to why these wmonies
were held for such a long period of time prior to being
dtrvdftkd-

L

1is duties under the
Act to deposit all contribuctions in a mely manner. lHe assured
us i 1d comp 1t :
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Ve recommended to the Conmittee thot they file
comprehens Lyve amaendments Lor the awlit period to inelude the
voeaulired faltovmatio Un January 16, 1973, the Commizzion

¥ " TivR # L) g =y 4 . r r
received Lhe Committoee’ s amended reports,

medarion
Since the Committee e amemded cheir reporis o
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Section 103.0(e)(4) of Title 11, Code of Federal
Repulation: provides that when a receipted hill is not
avoilable, the treasurcer mav heep the eancelloed ehoeel: and
bill, inveice or other contumporancous memor andum.

The Committee made at least 163 exnenditures for
which it was reguired o maintain supportine documentation.
That total inelwded 27 expenditures totaling $10,479.63 (16.06%
of total items requiripny such documentation and 6.3% of the
total dollay value of gueh iftcoes) Lor whilelh the Compittee had
pot kept a veceiptoed bill, invoice oy other contamporancou!
Mmoo ) iowever, with the exception of two (2)
136,52 (Finding C), the Committee
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We recommended to the Committee that they file
comprehensive amendments for the audit period to include
the required information. On January 16, 1978, the Com-
mission reeceived the Commictee's amended reporcs.

wendacion

Gince the Committee has amended thei rts to disclose
this information, no additional act s recommended.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 9, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: Robert J. Costa

THROUGE:: Brlando B. Pottor o/
- : AV =
FROM William C. -'th;a‘.-:*:rr)r"’

SUBJECT: Audit Pevort of the Holland for Concress
Committes

The Office of General Counsel has reviewed t}
report concerning the liolland for Congress Committes, such
audit having been undertaken pursuant to 2 U (a) (8).
Based on the information ;rcswnttd in that r
the following comments. We concur in the ac
by tihe Rudit Rivision where :07
wise,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

M K SIEELT NW
WASHING TOMN 130 N

January 25, 1978
MEMORANDUM

TO: BILL OLDAKER édyr
THROUGH : ORLANDO BE. POTTERU, : J
FROM: q-C/BGB COSTA/TOM EU.SELHDRSTLTm'Lf

b
SUBJECT: AUDI7T FINDINGS OF THE HOLLAND FOR
CORGRESS COMMITTEE

Attached are the audit findings of the llolland for Congress
Committee audit. Due to the apparent overall lack of compliance,
we recommend that these findings be made a Matter Under Review
by vour office.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
call Tom Haselhorst or Greg Hacaulay at 3-4155,
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Recommendat ion

We recommend that the Committee return the remaining
51,000 the 10 corporate contributors and that the
Commi wwovid
celled eheehs,
concributions (1
of this letcter.

¢ satislaccory documentation, such as can-
o the Commisgion for all of the corporate
ist attached), within 30 days [rom receipt
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Fundraising Activities

Scetion 434(b)(6), (8), (9), (10) and (11) of Ticle 2,
United States Code, requires a committee to report: the total sum
of all receipts made by or [or such committee during the reporting
period; the total amount of procecds from the sale of tickets to
and mass collections at each dinner, luncheon, rally and other
fundraising events; the identification of each person to whom
expenditures have been made by such committee within the calendar

in an aprresate amount in oxcess of $100, including the
, date and purpose¢ of cach such expenditure; and, the total

sum ol expenditures made by such committee during the calendar
year.

Title 2, United States Code,
all contributions received by
it : campaign depository and that no
expenditure i xcess of 5100 to anv person in connectcion with
a sing purchase or transaction may be made by such
except by check drawn on its designated campaign de
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Recommendar fon

We reconmend that the Committee provide a written
explanation Jdisclosing all details surro nJLn; thi un-
deposited contributions and the cash expenditures in
excess of 5100 within 30 days of receipt of this letter.

D. Timely Depositing of Contributions

Section 103.3( of Title 11, Code of Federal
Regulations, requires that all contributions received by a
cu*wiitru shall be deposited in a checking account in the

riate campaign depository. by the treasurer of the
his or her agent, within 10 days of the treasurer's

Our examination of the Committee's contribution records
revealed thaet a total of 519 383.71 (11.82% of total contributions)
was not deposited within 10 days as required,

Our review consisted
copies of contributor checlks and deposit tickets .ftccdf_ thereto.
Althoush we allowed extra time for the la ceipt of these
contributions due to mail and/ ither possibl lelays, we still
found that these deposi : untimels

During our examination we noted in particular two (2)
ions in which the ncributions were deposited for

the Committee received an

5300 was not deposited until
unable to determine if this con-
the form of a check, money order

On October 14, 1875, the Committee received
fu*4“1i"c" of which 51,650 in checks was depos
P95 '-ﬁtrl in cash was depesited on January 28,
‘Uoj in cash was deposited on April 13, 1976 and 5892 wa
never deposited (see Elndi:; C for further explanation).

ted

ol
s
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We discussed these two (2) transactions with the
treasurer of the Committee, and he stated that these monies
were kept in his desk drawer during this time period. lle was
unable to offer any other explanation as to why these monies
were held for such a long period of time prior to being
deposited.

We informed the treasurer of his duties under the
Act to deposit all eontributions in a timely manner. He assured
us that he would comply in the future.

Recommendacion

We recommend that the Committee provide a written explanation
disclosing all details surrounding the late deposit of contri-
butions, purticulurl? the two (2) transactions noted above. We
further recommend that tiite Committee determine the form of the
$800 contribution by LG“*&:FL iz the contributor and providing
supporting documentation. The written explanation and the
supporting documentation must be provided within 30 days of
receipt of this letter

E. Itemization of Individual Contributions

Section 434(b) f Title 2, United States Code,
Ly

requires a committee to disclose th 111 name, mailing address,

and the occupation and the principa lace of business, if any,
of each person who has made one or more contributions within the
cale" dar ye ln an aggregate amot in excess of 5100, together
with amounc d date of such contribucions.

Our examination of the GCommicttee's contribution recerd
revealed that the Committee did not itemize 24 contributions,
(16.7% of itemizable contributions) LDtIL‘qJ $1,630 (4.4% of
the dollar walue of itemizable contributions), of 5100 or less
from 15 contributors whose aggregate contributions exceeded $100.
The Committee was unable L: provide a reason for the omission of

x : . = R,
these contribulions Irom € reports.

also revealed that five (5) additional
contributions (3.5% of itemizable contributions) from five (3)
CGF'I““‘u' . tocaling 51,300 (3.57. of the dollar value of
itemizabl - ‘ributions), ecach in excess of $100 were not
itemize !. Again, : Committee was unable to provide a reason
for the omission of these contributions from the report.
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We recommended to the Committec that they file
comprchensive amcndments [ov thoe audit period to inelude the
required information, Un Januwary 1b, 1978, the Commission
received the Commictee's amended report:

amended cheir reports to disclose
action is recommended,
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We recommended to the Committee that they file
comprehensive amendments for the audit period to include

the required information. On January 16, 1978, the Com-

mission received the Committee's amended reports.
Recommendation

Since the Committee has anended their reports to disclose
this information, no additional action is recommended.
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List of Corporate Contributions to be Keturncd

Dixie Chemical & Supply Co.
Strickland, Shorct & Kecels - P.A.
Strickland, Short & Keels = PLA.
Shillinplaw's Clean Up and BDody Shop
Small Enpinc Service

Columbia Burlap Bag Co.

Murray Realty & Construction Co,

Star Amuvsenent Co.

Berkeley Land Corp.

Total

ALy

.00
100,

00

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
00
.00

A~

. W

0.00
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