TERMINATION REPORT

‘ﬁQQA,009-75 - Pettis

~ Allegation A violation of the media expenditure -
limitations of the 1971 Act and excess
transfer of funds between committees by .
Shirley Pettis Buccessful candidate for
the House of Representatives, California).

Facts: An opponent of Congresswoman Pettis,
Mr. Martinez, sought advice from the
Clerk of the House concerning the media
limitations for the special election
held April 29, 1975. Mr. Martinez was
also concerned about a transfer of funds
between a committee of former Congressman
Jerry Pettis and a committee for Shirley
Pettis. Communications from the Clerk of
the House to candidates for the special
election for the 37th District of California
prior to Mr. Martinez's tter, indicated
that the 1971 Act was apPlicable. As Mr.
Martinez's letter was in the form of a request
for an advisory opinion he was informed
that a formal complaint should be filed.
Mr. Martinez has not responded to the
June 4, 1975 letter informing him of the
complaint procedure.
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Recommendation: 2 U.S.C. §455 prohibits the institution of
criminal proceedings for an act or omission
which was a violation of the 1971 Federal
Election Campaign Act when such act or
omission does not constitute a violation of
the 1974 Act. Therefore, as the parties
were under the impression that the 1971
Act was applicable and we have not re-
ceived a complaint, it is recommended
that the Commission close the case.
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MEMORANDUM FOR: DREW MCKAY
THRU: PETER/ROMAN
FROM: BOB COSTA, BO R(h‘,

SUBJECT: MARTINEZ INQUIRY CONCERNING THE USE OF SURPLUS CAMPAIGN
FUNDS BY MRS. SHIRLEY PETTIS.

In an inquiry of March 25, 1975, Mr. Louis Martinez requested
an opinion as to whether the campaign contribution surplus of
former Congressman Jerry Pettis, in the amount of approximately
$80,000, could be properly used by Mrs. Pettis in her campaign to
fill the vacRncy created at Mr. Pettis' death.

Section 439(a), Title 2, U. S. Code, states that amounts received
by a candidate as contributions that are in excess of any amount
necessary to defray his expenditures may be used by such candidate
to defray any ordinaiy and necessary expenses incurred by him in
connection with his duties as a holder of Federal office, may be
contributed by him to certain organizations described in Title 26,

U. S. Code, or may be used for any other lawful purpose. Although
"any other lawful purpose'" is not further defined, it is our under-
standing that the intent of Congress (at least as passed in a Senate
amendment introduced by Mr. Byrd-W. Va.) was to exclude therefrom the
conversion of such funds to the candidate's personal use.

If a candidate would be allowed to convert excess campaign
funds to his personal utilization under the provisions of Section 439(a),
a question arises as to whether Mrs. Pettis, as executrix of her
husband's estate, could properly consider his $80,000 in excess
campaign funds as personal funds of her immediate family. If so, under
18 U. S. C. 608(a)(1)(C), up to $25,000 might possibly be expended
on her behalf. However, if the excess campaign funds could not be
considered as personal funds of the candidate, under the provisions
of 18 U. S. C. 608(b) (1), Mr. Pettis' campaign committee could not
make contributions to any candidate, including Mrs. Pettis, which,
in the aggregate, exceed $1,000 per election. This is true assuming
it represents other than a multi-candidate committee as defined under
18 U. S. C. 608(b)(2).
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For your information, in the July 10, 1975 report, the Pettis
for Congress Committee (Mr. Pettis' campaign committee) reported
expending all but .$1,051 of the excess campaign funds. Included in
such expenditures were the transfer of more than $34,000 to the
Shirley Pettis for Congress Committee, reportedly at the direction
of the individuals originally contributing to Mr. Pettis' campaign.
Also included was the return of some $21,000 in contributions to
the original contributors. It was not possible to determine whether
any of the remaining $20,000 in expenditures by Mr. Pettis' committee
were made on behalf of Mrs. Pettis' campaign. '

Although Mr. Martinez apparently has not filed a formal complaint,
he alleged in a letter of 4/21/75 that Mrs. Pettis and her supporters
had or soon would exceed the expenditure limit provided by law. Under
the provisions of 18 U. S. C. 608(c)(1)(E), that limitation would
amount to $70,000, plus an additional $14,000 allowed under
18 U. S. C. 591(f)(4)(H) for costs of solicitation of contributions.
Again, for your information, in its July 10, 1975 report, the Shirley
Pettis for Congress Committee reported aggregate expenditures
of $84,477.81.




MEMORANDUM

T0: Jack Murphy, General Counsel
THROUGH: Steve Schachman, Deputy Assistant General Counsel
FROM: Victor Sterling, Staff Attorney

SUBJECT: Post Election Reporting re: April 29, 1975 election
37 Congressional District of California

In my opinion, we should require post election reports
from the candidates in the above captioned election.

Under 2 U.S.C. & 434 (P.L. 93-443, effective January 1,
1975), candidates or political committees are required to file
reports of receipts and expenditures not later than the 30th
day after the date of an election. Since the election in ques-
tion occurred on April 29, 1975, nearly four months after the
effective date of this statute, its provisions should be bind-
ing on the candidates.

On the other hand, section 437c of this Act, which estab-
lishes this Commission, provides, in a footnote, that until the
appointment and qualification of the Commission and ita General
Counsel, the Comptroller General, et al, should continue to

exercise "their responsibilities'" under P.L. 92-225, which did

not contain a post election reporting requirement. Since ghﬁs

\

qualification process was not completed until %ﬂﬂﬁ\bi\\\ ngﬂﬂr

on May 1, 1975, an argument could be made that §¢he provisions
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of P.L. 92-225 continued to be in force until that dateJaa the

Clerk of the House of Representatives asserts in the attached
notice, and thus the post election reporting requirement was
not binding on elections held prior thereto.

Although there is no written material in the legislative
history of P.L. 93-443 indicating the legislative intent, I
think that it is reasonable to conclude that this footnote was
added merely to provide a smooth transition of records and
responsibilities between GAO and this Commission, and not to
suspend the effective date of P.L. 93-443. The provision re-
lates only to the responsibilities of the Comptroller Gener:l,

. the Clerk of the House, and the Secretary of the Senate, and
not to the responsibility of candidates and political committees
to comply with a duly enacted law. Further, the Clerk of the
House of Representatives has no authority to declare a superceded
statute "in full force and effect".

Thus, it is my opinion that the reporting requirements of
P.L. 93-443 were in effect on April 29, 1975, and that we have
a sound legal basis for requiring post election reports for an

election held on that date.




D.R BT Cj} én '57Vb\cﬁ$&mg¢:cw5vnsw5ﬂ. _n)
Vet et - fgel 28 v duSin

»

This letter is to advise you that, pursuant to the Federal
Election Campaign Act Amendments of 1974, Public Law 93-443 (ef-

- fective January 1, 1975), this Commission has been duly estab-
lished and has assumed its responsibility to administer and en-
force this Act, as well as sections 608, 610, 611, 613, 614, 615,
616 and 617 of Title 18, United States Code.

Section 434(a) (1) (A)(ii) of Title 2, United States Code
requires that each candidate in an election to Federal office
and each political committee supporting a candidate in an elec-
tion to Federal office file a report of receipts and expendi-
tures not later than the 30th day after the date of such
election. Since you were a candidate or supported a candidate
in the April 29, 1975, special primary election in the 37th
Congressional District of California, you are required to file
such a post election report with this Commission.

Due to our delay in formally notifying you of this require-
ment, and to avoid undue hardship, we have in this case extended
the deadline for filing these reports to July 10, 1975. The
required information may be submitted to this Commission on
H.R. Election Forms 2 or 3, as appropriate. _ ana BT

SR

Very truly youts,

g ol g

i
Thomas B. Curtfs, Chairman
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MILTON L. fﬂSHFR'
231 SOUTH LASALLE STREEY
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 6000, . o N}
seegite Bl 4500 .
June 24, 1975

The Federal Election Commission

Office of General Counsel, Rule Making Section
3125 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Sir:

This letter is in response to the Commission's request
for corments relating to the Federal Election Commission in
the notice published by the Commission. The following comments
are limited to those areas with which the writer has had some
actual experience as treasurer of a United States senatorial
campaign committee, or, in a few instances, areas where the
writer believes past experience may be of some help in dealing
with the matters discussed.

1. Bona fide news stories, commentaries or editorials
in legitimate publications of general circulation should not
be included in the definition of "contribution". The express
exclusion of such items from the definition of expenditure
should not imply that they must be included in the definition
of "contribution®”. To include them as being within the
definition of a "contribution" would be unfair to candidates
or committees, impossible to administer and, finally, a violation
of the First Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. Obviously
this is an activity over which the candidate or his committee
has no control, and unless such items were clearly execmpt from
any campaign contribution limitations, they would improperly
penalize a candidate who receives substantial editorial support
or generates a substantial amount of news, and deny him the
opportunity to utilize the full bounds of limitations on
contributions.

2. It seems clear that any contract whereunder the
contracting party agrees to subsidize a campaign committee or
candidate by advancing funds or extending credit on unusual
terms for mailings, dinners or any other Camﬁﬁldﬁ'aﬁﬁm$ity
would clearly be within the definition of. -a 1" loag”

"contribution" and should be subject l;b*tﬁd‘lre‘s‘&l ‘;s on
campaign contributions or loans. b RF BEHERAL COUNSEL




The Federal Election Commission
June 24, 1975
Page 2

3. Open account purchases or services rendered in the
regular course of business with normal and customary payment
terms extended to committees or candidates by the contracting
party should be exempt, although as a precaution there should
be an arbitrary maximum limitation on the length of time (e.qg.,
60 days) given for payment of such open account obligations.
Normal credit terms of the seller to its non-campaign customers
could be the standard applied to those made to a campaign
committee or candidate, unless such normal terms involve the
extension of credit for an unusually long period of time, or
in unusually large amounts. To avoid complex regulations, it
would seem desirable merely to establish a presumption that
terms or amounts of credit not generally extended to the trade
by a seller or supplier of service would be deemed a "loan"
or "contribution".

4. The question of whether a loan should be considered
as an expenditure at the time the funds are received and again
when expended, appcars to be a problem with the structure of the
reporting method. Although both transactions, the loan and
the actual expenditure of the loaned funds, should be reported,
both should not be designated as a "campaign expenditure"
Otherwise there would be a duplication and exaggeration of the
campaign's expenditures. Loans should be reported and cumulated
in a separate category, and not added to total campaign "expen-
ditures”. Similarly, an "investment" of surplus campaign
funds in income producing securities (i.e., treasury bills)
should not be reported as an expenditure and then again reported
as an expenditure when the proceeds of the investment are
realized and expended. The receipt of the procceds upon the
maturity of the investment should not be reported as "income",
or as a contribution. It scems feasible to set up reporting
procedures whereby "loans" and "investiments" could be recorded
and segregated under a separate accounting heading, but not
included as campaign receipts or expenditures for purposes
of determining the total aggregate campaign expenses and campaign
income. To do otherwise distorts the real expenditure and
income figures and secrves to confuse the press and the voting
public. Under reporting procedures in effect during the past
year investments did just that.
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The Federal Election Commission
June 24, 1975
Page 3

5. An important question that should be carefully con-
sidered is that of requiring a committee or candidate to reflect
the pro rata costs and expenses incurred by another committee
to raise funds eventually transferred to the reporting committee.
As an example, our campaign committee received a smaller portion
of its funds from other cornittees than the opvonent, but instead
raised a larger portion of the comnittee's funds directly from
contributors. As a result, our committee incurred substantial
expenses for mailings, fundraising dinners, cocktail parties,
luncheons and other fundreising activities all reflected in the
coimittee's reported expenditures. Our ovponent's committee
having received a larger portion of his campaign funds from other
comuiittees, including party affiliated cominittees, d4id not have
to report the pro rata costs incurred by the transferring
comnittees to raise the funds so transferred. The result was to
create a distorted appcarance that our total receipts and
expenditures were substantially greater in proportion to the
opponent's than was truly justified under these circumstances.

Recognizing the undesirability of invoking complicated
accounting procedures, the problem presented in this paragraph
might be partially resolved by a provision that transfers from
one committee to another or to a candidate must include and
carry with them a proportionate allocation of the transferring
committee's fundraising expenses. The basis for that allocation
could be simply that a portion of the transferring committee's
total expenses, determined by taking the percentage of such
expenses that the amount transferred bears to the total proceeds
received by the reporting committee within the current reporting
year, be added to the transfer as an in kind contribution. The
transferor would be recuguired to certify the amount to the
recipient. While that might not be a perfect solution, it
appears to be an improvement over past practice. As a matter
of fact, a similar reguirement was imposed in the last campaian
with regard to contributions received by our committee through
the Council for a Livable World. We reflected in our reports
a pro rata portion of the Council's expenses, as reported by
the Council to us. This portion was reflected as a gemtribution
"in kind" to our committee. }i’ﬁbiﬁL il Ui
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The Federal Election Commission
June 24, 1975
Page 4

6. Rather than imposing arbitrary allocations on the
use of excess funds based solely upon the time that the
expenditure was made to determine whether they should apply
as expenditures deemed made prior to or after an election, it
would appear more feasible and desirable to allocate such
expenses on the basis of the nature of the expenditure itself.
All bona fide debts outstanding at the time of an election,
including (i) obligations incurred at any time after the
election which are made to wind up the campaign activities or
to complete necessary reports, audits, tax returns or other
financial records relating to the prior election, or (ii)
obligations incurred at any time after an election to complete
and preserve necessary financial or other records of the prior
campaign, and expenditures to pay any obligations described
in subparagraphs (i) and (ii), should be considered expenditures
attributable to the prior election without regard to when such
items are actually paid. Similarly, to the extent that funds
available to the committee or candidate at the time of the election
are not adequate to pay such obligations, any contributions
received at any time after the election and used for such expen-
ditures described above should be considered as contributions
allocated to the prior election. Committees or candidates
should be required to use a FIFO method of accounting to determine
when such deficit or obligation of the prior electinn bas been
paid for this purpose.

7. With regard to political business debts which the
conmittee or candidate cannot pay due to lack of campalqn funds,
I would suggest two requirements:

(a) a bona fide effort by the creditor to
enforce collection, including institution of legal
proceedings, as a prerequisite to entitle the
business to forego further efforts of collection,
and

(b) in any event, any such remaining obligation
which is not paid to the business should not be a
proper deduction for income tax purposes as a business
expense or otherwise (this may require enabling

legislation). FEDERIL DUERTIEN COMMISSION
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The Federal Election Commission
June 24, 1975
Page 5

As a harsher penalty for any such financial overextension by a
campaign committee, the FEC could provide that unless appropriate
insolvency or bankruptcy proceedings are instituted resulting

in a legal discharge of such debts, they shall automatically be
deemed a contribution after six months have elapsed subsequent

to the election and they are unpaid. Obviously that would

imgose two alternatives upon the candidate or the committee:

(i) the stigma of an insolvency proceeding, or (ii) the
presumption of having committed violations of limitation require-
ments or of receiving corporate contributions. As harsh as it
m-y be, this proposal would work to prevent the abandonment of
thie canpeaign debt obligations of candidates and committees and
would avoid some dangerous potential abuses.

Very truly yours,

UMQ}G\,. LWN

Milton L. Fisher
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P.0. BOX 426 « SAN BERNARDINO, CALIFORNIA 92402

June 20, 1975

Honorable Thomas B. Curtis, Chairman
Federal Elections Ccnmmission
Rulemaking Section i 3

0ffice of the General Counsel

1325 "K' Street, N. W.

Weshington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Chairman:

In response to your request for corments on the authority and regulations
to be promulgated by the Commissicn, we are submitting these remarks. As the
Campaign Ceomnittee for Congresswoman Shirley M. Pettis, we have the unique ex—
perience of attempting to conduct a campaign while complying as much as possi-
ble with the provisions of the Federal LClection Campaign Act Amendments of 1974,
end at the same time, fulfilling the obligations of the Federal Election Cam~
paign Act of 1971. The following comments are tased on this experience.

Fron zn overall viewpoint the law is poorly drafted, confusing, and ccntra-
dictory. Wnile the goals are werthwhile, it is very difficult to ensure full
compliance. Anmong the purposes of the law is the encouragement of voluntarism
in politics. Unfortunately, the complex nature of the Act requires that candi-
detes and their comnittees become professionals in legal analysis and account-
ing. This serves to act as a substantial deterrent to candidates for Federal
cffice.

In particular we zre concerned with the sections of the Act vhich limit
the expenditures during cempaigns. Campaign expenditure limitations protect ia-
cumbents by preventing challengers with sufficient funds fron spending those
funds in the campaign. The linitzticns alco encourage use of the independent
expenditure section where individuals may spend in a candidate's behalf “with-
out authorization." In Ccngressional campaigns these unauvthorized expenditures
can be substantial.

Expenditure repcrting requirements are not very useful as public informa-
ticn. With the removal of spending limits, candidates would need only to re-

pert cetegory totals of spending. This weuld si ist 2ll
candidataes in cutting their reporting expenses, adeguate
public inforration of the expenditures.

OFFICE OF GENERAL GWM
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Honorahble Thomas B. Curtis - Page 2

Where questionable political tactics are used, the Jaw'can become a tbol‘
for individuals to spend money for a candidate and then report that it was author-
ized. It would be easy to push a candidate over the spending linit with this
tactic.

As part of the Commission's responsibility it will be studying the effect of
the 1974 law, the purpose of campaign election lews, and alternative metheds of
regulating clections. We urge you to consider removing expenditure limitations
as part of vour scope of study.

Among your requests for comments, the following sections zre of most con-
cern to us: : \

1. Further clarification of "independent expenditures" is needed. In order
to prevent this section from being abused to avoid the campaisn expenditure lini-
tation, the independent expenditure must have been made without authorization or
notificastion by the campaign committee. Since all fundraising materisl and all
redia expenditures must be made with specific authorization forms and disclainer,
independent expenditures could not be made. Additional publicity or exposure
should be given to the cections that require independent expenditures of over
$100.00 to be reported under the political organization requirements.

2. Zxtensive definiticns need to be mzde regarding campaign expenditures und
cther categories. It has been essumed that all expenditures for franked mail,
vithout regzrd to their socurce, are to be ccunted as ordirary and necessary cipenses
and are, therefcre, not to be included in the totzl of campaign expenditurcs count-
ing towards the limitzticn. In addition to frznked mail expenditures, our Congres-
siorzl office has eupenses for utilities, telephones, supplies and materials that
are directly related to the operation of the Congressional office. Distinctions
should be made on the reporting forms betwecn campalign expenditures and necessary
expenses of the office. To do otherwise would force our office to choose bctween
raking expenditures now cn legitimate non-reinbursable Congressional expenscs and
preserving our spending zuthority to counter the possibility of primary opposition
in June of 1976. Such distinctions appear to be authorized in the Act regarding
"use of contributed amounts for certain purposes."

To prevent an advantzge to the incumbent, a non-office holder should not have
to count any expenditures towards the limit until zfter ke has filed for the cffice.
While 2a incumbent would hzve to count zny and all carpaign expenditures made zafter
the preceding clection.

In ocur case we will be mzking campaign expenditures between now end the filing
period, but there are also other nececsary Congressional expenses for which there
is no compensation.

3. You have asked for comients on uncpposed primary nominations. We believe
that the spending limit must be applicable to each glectioa, vheshe @ not the
candidate has an opponent. A candidste, ccrtulnly o&rselve ,,yil gb meking cam—

& hﬁif hLL %JL’
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paign expenditures in advance of the filing period in order to preclude primary
oppositfon. These expenditures are made towards a primary election spending limit.
If no candidate files in opposition, then our campaign has been successful. This
should not then force us to add these expenditures to our general election author-
ity where there is multi-party opposition. In addition, under California law, a
candidate can be opposed by write-in votes. To deny a candidate primary spending
zuthority when there is no opponent, might then encourage write-in opposition on
&n unequal basis.

In addition to your requests for corments, we have pinpointed several sections
of the Act which should be clarified.

1. The definitiorn of campaign expenditures excludes expenditures made for ' non-
partisan activity designed fo encourage individuals to register to vote or to vote."
Does this mean that a candidate can spend funds without counting as part of the can-
paign as long as the expenditure does not advocate zny particular party or any can-
didzte. Could a letter, poster, or handout szy '"VOTE" - paid for by Candidate X"
and be excluded from the spending limit?

2. The definition of campaign expenditures excludes expenditures made not for
the purrose of influencing a nomination or election. Expenditures by incurbents
for Congressicnzl or nen-partisan business should then be cxcluded from the spend-
ing licits. Tihis section should then z2llow non-partisan Congressional newsletters
and questionnaires to be paid for out of campzign funds without counting touards
any spending limits.,

3. Can a candidate with surplus funds or funds temporarily resting deposit
these fuads in an interest bearing account?

We know that you will be studving these issues and many more very intensely.
If we can be of help, please feel free to contact us. We look forward to hearing
further from the Comrmission.

Sincerely,

% Q\\\MW

5111 Leonard, Chnirman

—

/, _432////7 f.L/ 475 ,?/,1/,\,

Bill Baughn, Treasurer
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
-WASHINGTON, B.C.

June 4, 1975

Mr. Louis Martinez
4112 Lively Street
Riverside, California 92505

Pzar Mr. Martinez:

This Office has copies of the correspondence of last March and April
batween you and the Honorable W. Pat Jennings, Clerk of the United
States House of Representatives, with respect to the special election
haetd in the 37th congressional district of California. In your last
lccter to Mr. Jennings, dated April 21, 1975, you indicated that you
viishad the question raised in your March 25 letter to be referred to
the Election Commission.

Mr. Jennings' letter of April 1, 1975, indicated that his office was
t:=ible to issue an advisory opinion with respect to the surplus funds
G forzr Corngressman Jderry Peftis, to which you had made reference

i our eariizr communication. M-, Jennings further noted that the
Fa?-ral Elscticn Commission doss nave the authority to issue such
cpirions. Section 437f of Title II of the United States Code doas give
the Commissicn such authority. Howaver, persons requesting advisory
opinions must do so with respect to their own conduct, and are not
authorized to secek an opinion about the conduct of others. Your inquiry
is with relation to the conduct of Mrs. Pettis. Accordingly, it is not
a proper subject for advisory opinion by this Commission.

There remains the possibility that you have in mind the filing of a
complaint with respect to the conduct of the election in the 37th
congressional district. The Commission has jurisdiction to receive
such ccmplaints under 2 U.S.C. 8 437g. It is not clear from the
correspondence which has bean transferred to us by HMr. Jennings whether
in fact you wish to make such a complaint. If you wish to do so, you
are requestaed to submit the particulars in a notarized writing.

Sincerely yours,

\
1

John G. Murphy, Jv. ' ;
Qenera1 Counsel

FEOERAL ELECTION hﬁmmsszgn
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®ffice of the Clerk

3.8, Hanse of Representatins
Bushbugton, B.C. 20515

May 23, 1975

Mr. John G. Murphy

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20005

Dear Mr. Murphy:

Upon the request of Mr. Steve Schachman of your office I am
enclosing the following materials concerning the special primary election
in the thirty-seventh Congressional District of California: A
1) List of official candidates;

2) Notice from Clerk of the House regarding dates for
filing of reports;

3) Copies of Reports of Receipts and Expenditures of
said candidates; and

4) Copies of correspondence between the Clerk and
candidate Louis Martinez.

We are presently examining the questions raised by Mr. Martinez
dealing with possible communications or broadcasting media expenditure
violations, and will advise you and Mr. Martinez of our disposition of
that matter in the immediate future.

Further, pursuant to the request of Mr. Martinez in the final
paragraph of his letter of April 21, 1975, the Clerk hereby refers the
question raised therein to the Federal Election Commission for such
disposition as you deem appropriate.

Should you require additional information, please do not hesitate
to call my General Counsel, Mr. Robert E. Moss, at 225-7000.

With kind regards, I am




CER'FIED LETTER - RETURN ggcgl!&

Louis Marminez
4112 LiveLy Srreey
RivErsiDE, CALIFORNIA 92308

April 21, 1975

Mr. W. Pat Jennings, Clerk
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Subj: Request for Campaign Expenditures Audit, 37th Congressional
District Special Primary Election of April 29, 1975.

Dear Mr. Jennings:

Thank you for your letter of April 1, 1975 responding to my letter
of March 25, 1975. I have become increasingly concerned with the
overwhelming influence the campaign expenditures of Shirley Pettis
and her supporters are having on the subject election. I am also
concerned that the confusfon as to whether the 1971 or 1974 rules
apply has left an area of ambiguity which may be exploited in

this campaign.

I am alarmed by some :f the campaign tactics being used by ‘he
Republican Party and their adherence. I enclose two news releases
which discuss two examples of these ta:ztics.

It is my opinion, based on my own estimates, that Shirley Pettis
and her supporters have or soon will exceed the expenditure limit
provided by law. I, therefore, respectfully request that your
office or the Elections Commission undertake a physical audit to
determine the actual extent of these expenditures.

In support of my request I offer the following information which I
have surmised by traveling through this district and by obtaining
price estimates for my own campaign. Shirley Pettis and her
supporters made expenditures for the followina:

(1) 60-80 billboards.

(2) 20-30 campaign offices with associated phones,
utilities and salaries.
Several campaign mailings. A full mailing in this
district cost over $20,000.
Radio, newspaper and television advertising.

AL ELECTION LOMMISSION
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Mr. W. Pat Jennings 4/21/175

Printing cost.
Travel cost. This is probably the largest district
i?]the United States covering over 25,000 square
miles.

(7) Rental cost on halls and country clubs used for
receptions.

With reference to your letter of April 1, 1975 regarding the
$80,000 contribution surplus of former Congressman Jerry Pettis,
1 herein request that you refer the question I raised in my
letter of March 25th to the Elections Commission. I also herein
request that the campaign reporting rules of the 1974 amendment
be defined to be in effect and applicable for the next financial
report due April 24, 1975.

Very truly yours,

i AR 3
s A
i

Louis Martinez !
Congressional Candidate

Encl: Press Releases




PRESS RELEASE, Riverside, California, March 20, 1975

Martinez Blasts GOP

CENTRAL COMMITTEES ARE VERY EXCLUSIVE

Anyone who doubts that the Republican Party is an exclusive
club must attend a meeting of their County Central Committee - it is.
So claims Lou Martinez, a Riverside scientist and a Republican candi-
date for the 37th District Congressional seat left vacant by the death
"of Jerry Pettis. The 37th district covers most of San Bernardino and
Riverside counties. There are six Republican candidates and a special
primary election is set for April 29th. A few days before a meeting
of the San Bernardino County Central Committee, Martinez called their
chairman and received a luke warm invitation. On entering the meeting,
the chairman pulled Martinez aside and advised him that as a guest he
would permit him a couple of minutes to introduce himself, but did not
wish any politically oriented remarks. Another Republican candidate
from Palm Springs spoke first for slightly over three minutes, some-
what to the chagrin of the committee. In view of this, Martinez cut
his remarks to a little over a minute.

An important functicn of party central committees is to screen
potential candidates to represent their party. Being elected officials,
one would suspect a certain amount of unbiased iudgement on their part.
This is not so, according to Martinez, who claims that the meeting was
devoted entirely to exultation of their partv favorite -- Shirley
Pettis, widow of the late Congressman. Martinez' presence was like a
fly in their milk.

President Pord, in his speech at a recent G0P Vational Committees
Leadership Conference in Washington said '"we must discard the attitude of
exclusiveness that has kept the Republican Partv's door closed too often
while we give speeches about keeping it open."” This speech was one
factor which influenced Martinez to run in this race. Unfortunately
Republicans don't listen to their leader.

The following night Martinez and another Republican candidate
from Banning attended a meeting of the Riverside Ccunty Central Committee.
The reception was a little more cordial but the result was identical.
These groups ¢id not want to hear anv details about candidates;. Their
minds were made up. Their favorite, Shirlev Fet t*o, did not show up at
either meeting. She knows the party bosses are in her vurse. There was
not one racial minoritv Iin either central cemmittee. This is our
democratic process.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMHISSINY

QE FILE T/
Leuis Martinez, Candidate ‘or EP‘JAJS ;
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PRESS RELEASE, Riverside, California, April 17, 1975

Dirty Tricks Continue...?

MARTINEZ TAPES "ERASED"

The average person may accidently erase a recorded tape -
professionals almost never do. Last Monday, April 14th, Lou
Martinez, a scientist and Republican candidate for the 37th dis-
trict Congressional seat taped¥a half hour television interview
which was to be aired in the Palm Springs-indio area on the evening
of April 15th. This was to trigger an intensified campatgn effort
for him in that area and he had alerted his campaign supporters to
watch the program. One half hour before air time Martinez called
the station and was advised that his tape was "accidently" erased.
They advised he would have to wait at least a week before the
interview could be re-taped. This delay consumes almost all the
time left before election day. Martinez thinks this sounds a lot
like the dirty tricks of past campaigns and is asking the Federal
Communications Commission to investigate.

Martinez says that this looks like just another obstacle
in his confrontatfon with Republican political bosses who have
been very annoyed that any Republican candidate, except their
favorite, should even consider running in this primary election.
Martinez thinks that the tape erasing may not be an accident and
that the timing could not be more convenient and beneficial for
his Republican opponent.

Martinez' re-scheduled tape time now falls after his
Republican opponent and he is fearful that new questions may now
be thrown at him - questions designed to place him at a disadvantage.
Martinez had the opportunity to view his last tape prior to fts
eraser and he felt that it was excellent and would be a definite
advantage in his campaign. Though the tape contained a slight
negative reference about the excessive spending of his opponent,
Shirley Pettis, he did not believe this to be out of place. The
interviewer apparently felt the same way at the time. Martinez
had also used this interview to discuss for the first time, his
views on the Salton Sea and other local issues which, if viewed
by his opponents prior to air time could result in rebuttal
before the fact - thus losing their impact.

We citizens see again how such "accidental” tape erasers
can have significant effects on political processes and we remain
powerless to determine if this is nature's course - or the designs

of men. iy bt SR
FEDERAL TLECTION COMMISSION
sty i
L i . 3 .
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From the Office of Louis Martinez, Congressional Candidate
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PRESS RELEASE
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA

Louis Martinez, a Republican resident of Riverside for 19 years
and a scientist with the Aerospace Corporation, announced his
intention to seek the 37th District Congressional seat left
vacant by the untimely death of Congressman Jerry Pettis. Mr.
Martinez believes that his more than 20 years experience work-
ing with government offices in and around Washington and his
experience in business management, systems analysis, and civil
programs is evidence of his ability and integrity to represent
the people of the 37th district.

Mr. Martinez, 44, worked as a migrant farm worker in the mid-u40's,
volunteered for military duty in 1948 and served in the Air Force
during the Korean War as a radar and communication officer. He
graduated from Wayne State University in 1954, was employed at
their Research Institute and at the Research Institute of the
University of Michigan, which he also attended. Mr. Martinez was
on the staff of several industrial research laboratories and has
owned and managed his own engineering firm. He has been a tech-
nical consultant to government agencies as well as some of the
largest corporaticns in the United States. His wife, Fotsy,
recently completed work at Cal State on her Master's degree in
Behavioral Science. Thev havz four children.

His parents migrated from Mexicec and were never able to attend
even a day in school, yet their children include a scientist,
two engineers, a registered nurse and a teacher.

His present work at Aercspace Corgoration, funded by the
Department of Justice, concernz the application of technology
to criminal justice problems and to public safety systems.
Aerospace is one of the largest and most prestigeous non-profit
svstems engineering firms in the country. He is a pilot and
flies his own airplane.

Mr. Martinez will outline his stand on various issues during
the course of the campaign.

Uk &

From the 0ffice of Louis Martinez qpm. for Cong,r«;i"y
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®ffice of the Qlerk
Blashington, BE. 20515
Ppril 1, 1975

Mr. Louis Martinez
4112 Lively Street
Riverside, California 92505

Dear Mr. Martinez:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter concerning vour
ca.ndldacv for the U.S. House of Representatives to fill the vacancy
existing in the 37th District of California.

First, may I advise you that the law requires the Clerk of the
Zsuse, whenever a Mamber of the House dies, to maintain the office staff
-£ that Member on the House of Representatives payroll until a successor
is elected. The staff of the 1~te Representative Jerry Pettis has been
instructed to perfomm their official duties, and to take no part in any
cxmpaign to £ill the vacancy. The wife of the late Member has not con-
farred with me on these oifices and has no role in their operations.

The exact same policy is in effect for the 37th District of California
as with many other Districts in past years wherein vacancies have
wocurred due to the death of Mambers. Again, I reiterate the offices
are to serve the people of tha [District and are tc have no function in
the campaign.

As Supervisory Officer cver candidates for the U.S. House of Repre-
sentatives and pelitical camittees supporting them under the Federzal
Zlection Campaign Act of 1971 (Public Law 92-225) I have no authority
o0 issue an advisory opinicn con the disposition of the “...campaign
Soptributicntsurlus of former Con gressman Jerry Pettis in the amount
=f approximately $80,000...." iHowever, the Ted-ral Election Campaign
Lot Zmendents of 1974 (Public law 22-443) cre ' ad a Tederal Election
Cowission with authority to issue such advisory opinions. I, t.‘xerﬂ
will refer your cusstion to the Camission once the arpointment an: Si6d
xnfirmation process is capleted, if you so desire. FEDERML [L[%“ﬁ“ Y»WMh :

With kind recards, I am Nﬂc‘k

ENERAL COUNSEL

Sincerely yours, QFFICE OF &




Louis Marminez
/ 4112 LiveLy STager
RIvERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92803

088-3968 i

MAR 25 1975
CERTIFIED AR MAR

Clerk of the House of Representatives
1036 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

March 25, 197§

Sir:

I am pleased to announce my candidacy for the California
37th District Congressional seat. The primary election
is scheduled for April 29th.

I am very disturbed over recent public statements made by
Mrs. Shirley Pettis strongly implying that she now maintains
quasi-official role as a Congressman and that she is keepiny
open Congressional offices in this district with the sanc-
tions and approval of the Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives. I find this both unfair and probably illegal to have
your office used as a tool to influence the election. I
would like your public clarification as to your role. T
would like to know what official position Mrs. Pettis 'i10lds,
if any.

I also wish to advise that in my opinion and in the opinions
of my attornies the campaign contribution surplus of fcrmer
Congressman Jerry Pettis in the amcunt of approximatelv
$80,000 cannot be properly used by Mrs. Pettis in this
campaign. I would appreciate knowing your official positi~n
in connection with these surplus funds.

Let me close by noting that I have the greatest sympathnvy

for Mrs. Pettis and do not wish to generate any ill feelln-c.
However, I am sure ycu rcalize the impact of these factcrs

on this election.
Very truly vours,
7 . A
= Vi B i

Louis Martinez
Congressional Candidz*:

)

03 4‘!‘5_«;’1;
‘:)%‘;i%‘l\f\‘.é\\\ Sk
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BOffice of
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Scrretam of Stare
SACRAMENTO

CERTIFIED LIST OF CANDIDATES FOR ELECTION

TO: HERBERT F. SAMMIS, Régistrar of Voters, County of Riverside
WILLIAM CLINTICN, Registrar of Voters, County of San Bernardincg

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that:

CLODEON "SPEEDY" ADKINS

32817 Highway 74, Hemet, CA 92343 DEMOCRATIC
ROBERT J. ALLEKTEORP

200 Maple Lzne, Sugarloaf, CA REPUBLICAXN
FRANK M. BOGERT

2787 Plaimor, Palm Springs, CA ’ - REPUBLICAL
JACK H. HARRISON

950!, hlegrc Vista Read, Apple Valley, CA REPUBLICAN
JOE E, HUBBS, SR.

219L5 Grand Terrace Road, Colton, CA 92324 DEMOCRATIC
C.L. (JIMMIE) JAMES / :

123 Vlest 12th Street, Beaumont, CA 92223 DEMOCRATIC
LOUIS MARTIKEZ :

4112 Lively Street, Riverside, CA 92505 REPUBLICAN
BUD MATHEWSCON

1299 Pennsylvania Avenue, Beaumont, CA 92223 REPUBLICAK
JAMES L. MAYFIELD

14670 Hopi Road, Apple Valley, CA DEMOCRATIC
RON PETTIS 5 °

4265 Mt. Vernon, Riverside, CA 92507 0 DEMOCRATIC
SHIRIEY N, PETTIS i

24,934 Tulip Avenue, loma Linda, CA 9235 REPUBLICAN
BERNARD WARL
38545 Eaton Strcet, Hemet, CA 92343 AMERICAN INDEPENDENT
F RICHAKRD "DOCY WELSY i " .
a 77-155 Michigan Drive, Palm Desert, CA 92260 DEMOCRATIC

are entitled to receive votes at the Special Primary Elecction to
be held in the 37th Congressicnal District on April 29, 1975, by |
reason of the Special Election Proclamation issued by the Govoernor
of this State on February 26, 1975, to £ill the vacancy in said
district, and in compliance with provisions of the Elections Code.

That the title and term of the office, together with the
order of thc names of said candidates, their party affiliation
and ballol designation, will appecar on one ballot under Secticn

¥y 4

- OFFiRIAL

OFFICE 8F BENERAL counse
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Offize of He Gleck
I ®. House of Representatives
Alaclyigom, DA, 20925
April 1, 1975

Mr. Louis Martinez
4112 Lively Street
Riverside, California 92505

Dear Mr. Martinez: -

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter concerning vour
candidacy for the U.S. House of Representatives to fill the vacancy
existing in the 37th District of California.

First, may I advise you that the law requires the Clerk of the
House, whenever a Member of the House dies, to maintain the office staf®
of that Member on the House of Representatives payroll until a successor
is elected. The staff of the late Representative Jerry Pettis has been
instructed to perform their official duties, and to take no part in any
campaign to £ill the vacancy. The wife of the late Member has not con-
ferred with me on these oifices and has no role in their cperations.

The exact szme policy is in effect for the 37th District of California
as with many other Districts in past years wherein vacancies have
cocurred due to the death of M=mbers. Again, I reiterate the offices
are to sarve the people of th2 District and are to have no fumction in

the carpaign.

As Supervisory Officer over candidates for the U.S. House of Repre-
santatives and political camittees supporting them under the Federal
Election Carpaign Act of 1971 (Public Law 92-225) I have no authority
to issue an advisory opinion on the dispositicn of the "...campaign
Sontribution surplus of former Congressman Jerxryv Pettis in the amount
of approximately $80,000...." However, the Fedoral Election
2ot Amendments of 1974 (Public iaw 93~-443) cre.'=d a Federal Elaction
Carmission with authority to issue such advisory opinions. I, therefore,
will refer your question to the Camission once the appointment arnd
confimation process is capleted, if you so dasire.

e L T 581 o
sincerely yours, _ (JFFGIAL FiLt

Y FICE OF GENERAL fouNsEL -
et s

U. S. House of Representatives




: "'“csmnen LETTER - RE "
Louu Mmmuz

4112 Livery STReey
Rivensiog, CALIFORNIA 92308

teee,

bra el e ey
688.3048 wobeed SR

MAR 25 1978
CERTIFED AR AR

Clerk of the House of Representatives
~1036 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

March 25.’19?5

Sir:

I am pleased to announce my candidacy for the California
37th District Congressional seat. The primary election
is scheduled for April 29th.

I an very disturbed over recent public statenents made by
Mrs. Shirley Pettis strongly implying that she now maintains
quasi-official role as a Congressman and that she is keeping
open Congressional offices in this district with the sanc-
tions and approval of the Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives. I find this both unfair and probably illegal to have
your office used as a tool to influence the election. I
would like your public clarification as to your role. I
would like to know what official position Mrs. Pettis 10lds,
if any.

I also wish to advise that in my opinion and in the opinions
of my attornies the campaign contribution surplus of former
Congressman Jerry Pettis in the amount of approximately
$80,000 cannot be properly used by Mrs. Pettis in this
campaign. I would appreciate knowing your official position
in connection with these surplus funds.

Let me close by noting that I have the greatest sympathy
for Mrs. Pettis and do not wish to generate any ill feelings.
However, I am sure you realize the irmpact of these factcrs

on this election.
Very truly yours,
E B ,

Louis Martinez \
Congressional Ciﬁd1d=*c

“ W




CE’IFIED LETTER - RETURN ug&r‘

Louis Marrinez
4112 LiveLy STREEY
RivVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 2308

April 21, 1975

Mr. W. Pat Jennings, Clerk
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Subj: Request for Campaign Expenditures Audit, 37th Congressional
District Special Primary Election of April 29, 1975.

Dear Mr. Jennings:

Thank you for your letter of April 1, 1975 responding to my letter
of March 25, 1975. I have become increasingly concerned with the
overwhelming influence the campaign expenditures of Shirley Pettis
and her supporters are having on the subject election. I am also
concerned that the confusion as to whether the 1971 or 1974 rules
apply has left an area of ambiguity which may be exploited in

this campaign.

I am alarmed by some 3f the campaign tactics being used by the
Republican Party and their adherence. I enclose two news releases
which discuss two examples of these tactics.

It is my opinion, based on my own estimates, that Shirley Pettis
and her supporters have or soon will exceed the expenditure limit
provided by law. I, therefore, respectfully request that your
office or the Elections Commission undertake a physical audit to
determine the actual extent of these expenditures.

In support of my request I offer the following information which I
have surmised by traveling through this district and by obtatning
price estimates for my own campaign. Shirley Pettis and her
supporters made expenditures for the followina:

(1 60-80 billboards.
(2 20-30 campaign offices with associated phones,
utilities and salaries.
(3) Several campaign mailings. A full mailing in this
district cost over $20,000.
(4) Radio, newspaper and television advertising.
LAkt




. .‘i' e s e b B .__4

Mr. W. Pat Jennings 4/21/75

Travel cost. This is probably the largest district |
i?lthe United States covering over 25,000 square
miles.

(7) Rental cost on halls and country clubs used for
receptions.

ig; vPrinting cost.

With reference to your letter of April 1, 1975 regarding the
$80,000 contribution surplus of former Congressman Jerry Pettis,
I herein request that you refer the question I raised in my
letter of March 25th to the Elections Commission. I also herein
request that the campaign reporting rules of the 1974 amendment
be defined to be tn effect and applicable for the next financial
report due April 24, 1975.

Very truly yours,

/
- AP [N\ LN \.“‘\. AN

Louis Martinez
Congressional Candidate

Encl: Press Releases




PRESS RELEASE, Riverside, California, March 20, 197§
Martinez Blasts GOP

CENTRAL COMMITTEES ARE VERY EXCLUSIVE

Anyone who doubts that the Republican Party is an exclusive
club must attend a meeting of their County Central Committee - it is.
So claims Lou Martinez, a Riverside scientist and a Republican candi-
date for the 37th District Congressional seat left vacant by the death
of Jerry Pettis. The 37th district covers most of San Bernardino and
Riverside counties. There are six Republican candidates and a special
primary election is set for April 29th. A few days before a meetin
of the San Bernardino County Central Committee, Martinez called their
chairman and received a luke warm invitation. On entering the meeting,
the chairman pulled Martinez aside and advised him that as a guest he
would permit him a couple of minutes to introduce himself, but did not
wish any politically oriented remarks. Another Republican candidate
from Palm Springs spoke first for slightly over three minutes, some-
what to the chagrin of the committee. In view of this, Martinez cut
his remarks to a little over a minute.

An important function of party central committees is to screen
potential candidates to represent their party. Being elected officials,
one would suspect a certain amount of unbiased judgement on their part.
This is not so, according to Martinez, who claims that the meeting was
devoted entirely to exultation of their party favorite -- Shirley
Pettis, widow of the late Congressman. Martinez' presence was like a
fly in their milk.

President Ford, in his speech at a recent GOPNational Committees
Leadership Conference in Washington said ‘'we must discard the attitude of
exclusiveness that has kept the Republican Party's door closed too often
while we give speeches about keeping it open." This speech was one
factor which influenced Martinez to run in this race. Unfortunately
Republicans don't listen to their leader.

The following night Martinez and another Republican candidate
from Banning attended a meeting of the Riverside County Central Committee.
The reception was a little more cordial but the result was identical.
These groups did not want to hear any details about candidates. Their
minds were made up. Their favorite, Shirley Pettis, did not show up at
either meeting. She knows the party bosses are in her purse. There was
not one racial minority in either central comnittee. This is our

democratic process. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

OFFICIAL FILE COPY

From the Office of Louis Martinez, Candidate for M%&We%m‘- COUKSEL

Approved : —‘I(& ‘wre " 'N\ o, J\'\.‘ . “'l
Louls Martinez Date
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PRESS RELEASE, Riverside, California, April 17, 1975

Dirty Tricks Continue...?

MARTINEZ TAPES “ERASED®

The average person may accifdently erase a recorded tape -
professionals almost never do. Last Monday, April 14th, Lou
Martinez, a scientist and Republican candidate for the 37th dis-
trict Congressional seat taped”?a half hour television interview
which was to be afred in the Palm Springs-Indio area on the evening
of April 15th. This was to trigger an intensified campaign effort
for him in that area and he had alerted his campaign supporters to
watch the program. One half hour before air time Martinez called
the station and was advised that his tape .was "accifdently” erased.
They advised he would have to wait at least a week before the
interview could be re-taped. This delay consumes almost all the
time left before election day. Martinez thinks this sounds a lot
11ike the dirty tricks of past campaigns and {s asking the Federal
Communications Commission to investigate.

Martinez says that this looks like just another obstacle
in his confrontation with Republican political bosses who have
been very annoyed that any Republican candidate, except their
favorite, should even consider running in this primary election.
Martinez thinks that the tape erasing may not be an accident and
that the timing could not be more convenient and beneficial for
his Republican opponent.

Martinez' re-scheduled tape time now falls after his
Republican opponent and he is fearful that new questions may now °
be thrown at him - questions designed to place him at a dfsadvantage.
Martinez had the opportunity to view his last tape prior to its
eraser and he felt that it was excellent and would be a definite
advantage in his campaign. Though the tape contained a slight
negative reference about the excessive spending of his opponent,
Shirley Pettis, he did not believe this to be out of place. The
interviewer apparently felt the same way at the time. Martinez
had also used this interview to discuss for the first time, his
views on the Salton Sea and other local issues which, if viewed
by his opponents prior to air time could result in rebuttal
before the fact - thus losing their {impact.

We citizens see again how such "accidental” tape erasers
can have significant effects on political processes and we remain
powerless to determine if this is nature's course - or the designs

Qrgmens FEDERAL ELECTICN COMMISSION
OFFIciML FF COPY
OFFICE OF ariilial GOURSEL
From the Office of Louis Martinez, Congressional Candidate

N\ w2
Louis Martinez

Approved:

* At KPLM-TV




PRESS RELEASE
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA

Louis Martinez, a Republican resident of Riverside for 19 years
and a scientist with the Aerospace Corporation, announced zis
intention to seek the 37th District Congressional seat left
vacant by the untimely death of Congressman Jerry Pettis. Mr.
Martinez believes that his more than 20 years experience work-
ing with government offices in and around Washington and his
experience in business management, systems analysis, and civil
Programs is evidence of his ability and integrity to represent
the people of the 37th district.

Mr. Martinez, 44, worked as a migrant farm worker in the mid-40's,
volunteered for military duty in 1348 and served in the Air Force
during the Korean War as a radar and communication officer. He
graduated from Wayne State University in 1954, was employed at
their Research Institute and at the Research Institute of the
University of Michigan, which he also attended. Mr. Martinez was
on the staff of several industrial research laboratories and has
owned and managed his own engineering firm. He has been a tech-
nNlcal consultant to government agencies as well as some of the
largest corporations in the United States. His wife, E2tsy,
recently completed work at Cal State on her Master's degree in
Behavioral Science. They havz four children.

His parents migrated from Mexico and were never able to attend
even a day in school, yet their children include a scientist,
two engineers, a registered nurse and a teacher.

Hig present work at Aerospace Corporation, funded by the
Denartment of Justice, concerns the application of technology
to criminal justice problems and to public safety systems.
Aexgspace is one of the largest and most prestigeous non-profit
Sysitems engineering firms in the country. He is a pilot and
flXes his own airplane.

Mr. Martinez will outline his stand on various ‘issuesiidieiN
tha course of the campaign. e Rl 11

From the Office of Louis Martinez, Candidate for Congress
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Mr. W. Pat Jennings, Clerk
U. S. House of.Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515




o Pat Zﬂm&xﬁ
Clerh

Bffice of the Gleck
H. 3. House of Representatives

Mashington, @.’Q’L 20515

Dates for Closing Books, Mailing and Filing
of
Pre-Election Reports of Receipts and Expenditures
for the

SPECIAL “PRIMARY ELECTION IN THE THIRTY-SEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, ON APRIL 29, 1975

~ for candidates for the U.S. House of Representatives in this Special Primary
Election, political committees supporting such candidates, and other persons
subject to the Federal Election Campasgn Act of 1971 as amended (see reverse
side).

Type of report 8:'?5;?{3 %‘:";ng%a.‘.e Covering the period

-

15.day report. Apr. 14, 1975 Apr. 12, 1975 Mar. 1, 1975*** through Apr. 7, 1975.

5.day report. Apr. 24, 1975 Apr. 22, 1975 Apr. 8, 1975 through Apr. 17, 1975.

(All deadlines are midnight of the dates stated.)

*Filing Requirement: Receipt by Clerk of the House of the Report of Receipts and Expenditures after closing date for
books but no later than filing date for report.

“Mamng Requirement: Deposit as certified mail (certified air mail beyond 500 miles of Washington, D.C.) of the Report
of Receipts and Expenditures after closing date for books but no later than mailing date for

*ssCandidacy begins when an individual has (1) taken the action necessary under the law of a State to qualify himself for
nomination for election, or election, to Federal office, or (2) received contribut'ons or made expenditures, or has
given his consent for any other person to receive contributions or make expenditures, with a view to bringing
about his nomination for election, or election, to such office. Therefore, an individual whose candidacy began

’ before March 1, 1975, also was required to file @ March 10 Periodic Report covering the period from the beginning

e ' of candidacy through February 28, 1975.

The spending limitations for campaign use of communications media for this special primary election as provided
for under Title | of the Federal Election Campaign Act are:

Communications Media Limit £63,500.00

\n\? W

Broadcasting Media Limit

(OVER)




The Federal Election Campaign Act Amendments of 1974, Puitic Law 93-443, enacted on October 18,
1974, 88 Stat. 1263, amended the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, Public Law 92-225, 86 Stat. 3, and
established a Federal Election Commission to administer these laws. However, section 208(b) of Public Law
93-443 provides in part as follows:

‘*(b) Until the appointment and qualification of all the members of the Federal Election
Commission and its generaf counsel and until the transfer provided for in this subsection,
. the Clerk of the House of Representatives shall continue to carry out [his] respon-
sibilities under title | and title 11l of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 as such titles
existed on the day before the date of enactment of this Act. . . ."”" (Underscoring supplied)

Thus, during this interim period commencing January 1, 1975, until the Clerk of the House transfers such
responsibilities and associated records, documents, memorandums, and papers to the Federal Election Com-
mission within 30 days after the date of which all such members and the general counsel are appointed, title |
and title lll of Public Law 92-225, the Revised 1974 Clerk's Manual of Regulations and Accounting Instructions,
and the registration statement and reporting forms, H.R. Election Forms 1, 2, and 3, and related guidance as
they existed on October 14, 1974, shall remain in full force and effect, and shall continue to be utilized by all
candidates for the U.S. House of Representatives and political committees supporting them, as well as by all
candidates and political committees registered with or reporting to the Clerk of the House of Representatives as
Supervisory Officer as of this date.

Candidates shall report and treasurers of political committees shall register and report to the Clerk of the
House on the prescribed forms and dates in accordance with sections 303, 304, and 309 of title Il of Public Law
92-225 as amplified by the Clerk’s Revised 1974 Manual of Regulations. Further, during this interim period, no
legally qualified candidate for the House of Representatives may spend more than $63,500 for the use of com-
munications media in each election, and not more than 60 percent thereof or $38,100 may be spent in each
such election for use of broadcast stations on behalf of his or her candidacy as defined by title 1 of Public Law
92-225.

During this interim period candidates for the House of Representatives and political committees support-

ing them in special primary elections and special general elections shall file periodic and pre-election reports as
prescribed by sections 304 and 309 of Public Law 92-225 and the Clerk's Revised 1974 Manual of Regulations.

Section 301 of Public Law 93-443 amended section 403 of Public Law 92-225 as follows and became
effect:ve on the date of enactment, October 15, 1974:

“The provisions of this Act, and the rules prescribed under the Act. supersede and
preempt any provision of State law with respect to election to Federal office.”

Inquiries on this matter should be directed to my office of Records and Registration, telephone number
(202) 225-1300.

THIS NOTICE APPLIES ONLY TO THE SPECIAL PRIMARY ELECTION IN THE THIRTY-SEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL

DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA ON APRIL 29, 1975. A SEPARATE NOTICE WILL BE ISSUED BY THE APPRGFRIATE

AUTHORITY FOR THE SPECIAL GENERAL ELECTION SCHEDULED FOR MAY 27, 1975 IN THE THIRTY-
SEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT.
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@ERTIFIED LETTER - RETURN

Louts Marminez
4112 LiveLy STREEY
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92808

e el 1) Hﬁﬂz_d ﬁa .33_;93

MAR 25 1979
CERTIFIED AR MAIL

Clerk of the House of Representatives
1036 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

March 25, 197§

Sir:

I am pleased to announce my candidacy for the California
™ 37th District Congressional seat. The primary election
q_is scheduled for April 29th.

o I am very disturbed over recent public statements made by
Mrs. Shirley Pettis strongly implying that she now maintains
— quasi-official role as a Congressman and that she is keeping
open Congressional offices in this district with the sanc-
C tions and approval of the Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives. I find this both unfair and probably illegal to have
- your office used as a tool to influence the election. I
«— would like your public clarification as to your role. I
would like to know what official position Mrs. Pettis holds,
¢ if any.

™ I also wish to advise that in my oplnlon and in the opinions
Mof my attornies the campalgn contribution surplus of former
Congressman Jerry Pettis in the amount of approximately
/$80,000 cannot be properly used by Mrs. Pettis in this
-campaign. I would appreciate knowing your official position
\in connection with these surplus funds.

Let me close by noting that I have the greatest sympathy
for Mrs. Pettis and do not wish to generate any ill feelings.
However, I am sure you realize the impact of these factors

on this election.
{ truly yours ,

Louis Martinez
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